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Abstract

Background: The burden of obesity in the United States and in the Veterans Affairs (VA) population
disproportionately affects minoritized individuals. Major advances in the treatment of obesity have
emerged in the last decade, including incretin-based injectables like semaglutide, but it is not clear that
they are being distributed equitably. We examined the role that race and ethnicity play in the receipt of

a lifestyle change program, medications, and surgical treatment for obesity.

Methods: We analyzed data from patients with BMI >27 in the national VA Healthcare System from
2018-2022. We used multivariate logistic regression to evaluate the association between race/ethnicity
(American Indian/Alaska Native [AI/AN], Asian/Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander [NHOPI], Non-
Hispanic Black, Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic White) and use of weight loss interventions (VA
lifestyle change program, medication prescriptions, bariatric surgery), adjusting for age, gender,

comorbidities, and diagnosis year.

Results: Among Veterans with BMI >27 (n=2,423,070), 38.8% had Class 1 obesity (BMI 30-34.9),
18.1% had Class 2 obesity (BMI 35-39.9), and 9.8% had Class 3 obesity (BMI1>40), with significant
differences by race/ethnicity (p<0.01). Across the cohort, 7.7% participated in the lifestyle change
program, 7.9% received weight loss medications, and 0.1% underwent bariatric surgery. Compared to
Non-Hispanic White patients, Veterans belonging to many racial/ethnic minority groups were more
likely to participate in the lifestyle change program (Asian/NHOPI Veterans, 1.12 [95% CI 1.06-1.19];
Non-Hispanic Black Veterans, adj OR 1.24 [95% confidence interval [CI] 1.22-1.26]; Hispanic/Latino
Veterans, adj OR 1.17 [95% CI 1.14-1.20]) and less likely to receive weight loss medications (Al/AN
Veterans, adj OR 0.84 [95% CI1 0.77-0.92]; Asian/NHOPI Veterans: adj OR 0.94 [95% CI 0.89-0.999];
Non-Hispanic Black Veterans, adj OR 0.75 [95% CI 0.74-0.76]; Hispanic/Latino Veterans, adj OR
0.94 [95% CI 0.91-0.97]). Black Veterans were also less likely to undergo bariatric surgery (adj OR
0.79 [95% CI 0.69-0.89]).

Conclusions: Among Veterans with obesity, rates of treatment across all modalities are low. Inequities

in treatment approach by race/ethnicity suggest areas for focused intervention to close gaps in care.



Introduction

The past decade has seen major advances in the treatment of obesity, most notably the emergence of
the highly effective incretin-based injectable medications semaglutide and tirzepatide (1,2). These
advances have been motivated by the emergence of obesity as one of the most critical public health
problems in the United States. With a prevalence of 42% of the overall population, obesity leads to
over 300,000 premature deaths per year, of which more than two-thirds are caused by cardiovascular

disease, and medical costs of $173 billion annually (3-5).

This burden is not distributed equally across the population. Historically marginalized groups suffer
disproportionately from obesity, with higher-than-average prevalence among Black and Hispanic
individuals in particular (3,6). Native American/Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
Veterans have also been shown to have disproportionately high prevalence of obesity (6). Increasing
burden of disease coupled with disparities in prevalence threaten to widen health inequities in the
United States over time (7), yet the extent to which these disparities are addressed by new treatments is

uncertain.

Any improvement in these disparities in obesity itself depends on allocating obesity treatments fairly.
Incretin-based injectable medications join the existing arsenal of evidence-based, guideline-
recommended obesity treatments, including behavioral weight loss programs, older anti-obesity
medications, and bariatric surgery (8-12), all of which were underutilized in the era prior to incretin-
based therapy (13-19). As marginalized populations frequently receive healthcare innovations slower
and later than more resource-rich counterparts (20,21)—and given inequities in use of existing obesity
treatments (18,19,22-25)—it is far from certain that these next-generation medications are diffusing
equitably. Indeed, early experiences suggest the opposite (26); however, inequalities are often

attributed to insurance coverage or ability to pay.

The Veterans Health Administration (VA), with a high prevalence of obesity and diverse patient
population (6), offers a unique opportunity to understand whether these inequalities persist within an
integrated healthcare system where patients do not face insurance barriers to care. In this study, we
describe the use of obesity treatments between 2018 and 2023 among VA patients with overweight or

obesity, and differences therein by race and ethnicity.



Methods

Study Population

VA is the nation’s largest integrated healthcare system, caring for over 9 million Veterans across 172
VA medical centers and associated clinics across the United States (27). Using body mass index (BMI)
data from VA’s Corporate Data Warehouse, which includes patient demographic data, diagnoses,
procedures, and pharmacy dispensing records, we identified all VA patients aged >18 with two or more
weight and height measurements at least 7 days apart and at least one BMI >27 from January 1, 2018
to December 31, 2022. We collected data for these patients from January 1, 2018 through December
31, 2023 (i.e., our observation period extended for one year beyond our cohort enrollment period). We
excluded those for whom the initial BMI >27 was made outside of the United States and those with
BMI >80 (likely due to entry error). Given that eligibility for most obesity treatments in the VA begins
at a BMI of 27, we defined overweight as the group with BMI 27-29.9 (which is a subset of the full
range of overweight defined by the CDC as BMI 25-29.9 [10]). Class 1 obesity was defined as BMI
30-34.9, class Il obesity as BMI 35-39.9, and class I11 obesity as BMI >40. Race/ethnicity was
obtained from the electronic health record (<5% missing in the national VA cohort), which categorizes
patients into the following groups: American Indian/Alaska Native (Al/AN), Black Non-Hispanic,
Asian, Hispanic or Latino, Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander (NHOPI), and White Non-Hispanic.
Patients with missing race/ethnicity were excluded. If patients had both Hispanic or Latino ethnicity
and White or Black race, ethnicity took precedence for classification purposes. Due to low numbers of
Asian and NHOPI patients, we grouped them into a single category (“Asian/NHOPI”) for our
statistical models. Black Non-Hispanic and White Non-Hispanic Veterans will henceforth be referred
to as Black and White Veterans for simplicity.

We extracted data on selected comorbidities based on International Classification of Diseases, Tenth
Revision (ICD-10) diagnosis codes for the pertinent conditions in the two years prior to the study
period (Table S1). The exception to this was diabetes status, given its relevance for medication
prescriptions, which was defined as a diagnosis of diabetes in the two years prior to the study period or

at any time during the study period.

Interventions Studied
We included data on use of three categories of interventions for obesity: MOVE! (VA’s lifestyle

counseling intervention), medications for obesity, and bariatric surgeries.



The MOVE! behavioral change program is offered in every VA medical center, and Veterans are not
charged copayments to participate (29); it comprises a comprehensive lifestyle intervention with
support and strategies to change eating patterns, physical activity, and related domains (30,31). We
captured MOVE! visits via VA-specific “stop codes” corresponding to these visits. We considered
Veterans to be MOVE! users if they attended one or more sessions, since this implied they had some
degree of access to the program. We only counted new attendance by excluding anyone who had

participated in the prior five years.

Medications included phentermine-topiramate, phentermine monotherapy, orlistat, bupropion-
naltrexone, and semaglutide, which included both the Ozempic and Wegovy forms. Use of a

medication was defined as having at least one pharmacy fill of a medication.

Bariatric surgical interventions included adjustable gastric band, sleeve gastrectomy, and roux-en-y
gastric bypass; CPT and 1CD10 codes corresponding to these surgeries are presented in Table S2.
Analogous to the way we defined MOVE! visits, we counted surgeries for patients without a history of

bariatric surgery within the last five years.

In addition to capturing use of each category of intervention alone, we collected data on use of

combinations of interventions (e.g., MOVE! and bariatric surgery).

Statistical Analysis
We describe the breakdown by race/ethnic group for the following baseline characteristics: age,
gender, obesity class, medical comorbidities, distance to primary/tertiary care, socioeconomic status

(zip code-based income quartile), zip code-based education, and rurality.

We visualized variability in use of weight loss medications regionally across the United States, using
VA-defined geographic regions.

We then used separate generalized linear regression models with binary distributions to evaluate the
association between use of the three categories of weight loss interventions (MOVE!, medication
prescriptions, and bariatric surgery) and race/ethnicity. Multivariable logistic regression was performed

to evaluate associations between weight loss interventions by race/ethnicity. Model covariate selection
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was performed with LASSO, which yielded inclusion of initial obesity class (overweight, Class I,
Class I1, and Class I1l), gender, age at diagnosis, race/ethnicity, rurality, education status, diabetes
status, and Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) in the final adjusted models in SAS statistical software
with diagnosis year as random effect. An additional multivariate logistic regression model added an
interaction term for race/ethnicity and obesity class. Finally, we performed a sensitivity analysis
limiting obesity medications to semaglutide only, and another excluding semaglutide, to evaluate the

extent to which semaglutide was driving results.

To further examine the relationship between race/ethnicity and semaglutide use over time, we limited
the existing cohort to only those patients with new diagnoses in the study period, defined as having no
BMI measurements in the ten years prior to the study period. We then quantified the proportion of
patients receiving at least one prescription for semaglutide in each calendar year in the study period, by

race/ethnicity group.

This study was approved by the Stanford Institutional Review Board and the Veterans Affairs

Research and Development Committee. Requirement for informed consent was waived.
Results

Obesity Prevalence and Demographics

Among Veterans with BMI >27 (n=2,423,070), 38.3% had Class 1 obesity (BMI 30-34.9), 18.1% had
Class 2 obesity (BMI 35-39.9), and 9.8% had Class 3 obesity (BMI>40). All race/ethnicity groups,
apart from Asian/NHOPI, had a plurality of individuals with Class I obesity and successively smaller
proportions with overweight and Class 1l and 11 obesity; however, Asian/NHOPI Veterans had the
largest proportion falling in the Overweight category, with correspondingly smaller proportions of

individuals with Class I, Il or I11 obesity (Figure 1).

Compared to all other groups, White patients tended to be older (Table 1). Women made up the
smallest proportion of White patients (5.7%) and the largest proportion of Black patients (15.1%).
Black and AI/AN patients had the highest proportions of severe (Class I11) obesity at 10.8% in both
groups, whereas Asian/NHOPI patients had the lowest (7.4%). White and Asian/NHOPI patients had
larger proportions of individuals living in counties where <25% of inhabitants had a high school
education or less (87.8 and 90.1%, respectively) compared to Black, Hispanic, and Al/AN patients



(83.8, 79.5, and 83.1%, respectively). AI/AN patients had longer drive distances to primary and
tertiary care than did other groups and larger proportions of rural or highly rural individuals. This

group also had the highest rate of diabetes and the second-highest rate of chronic pulmonary disease.

Patients with Class 111 obesity (BMI >40) were younger and had more medical comorbidities (higher
CCI) than those with lower BMI. Women Veterans, those who were unmarried, and those living in
rural locations were also disproportionately represented in the group with Class I11 obesity (Table S3).
Al/AN and Black Veterans’ BMI categories also skewed toward Class III obesity; this was most
significant for Black patients, who comprised 20.4% of the overall cohort and 22.3% of those with
Class 111 obesity, whereas AlI/AN individuals comprised 0.8% of the group with Class 111 obesity and
0.7% of the overall cohort. Asian/NHOPI Veterans, conversely, comprised 1.5% of those with Class
111 obesity but 1.2% of the overall cohort; Hispanic/Latino and White individuals similarly had slightly
lower representation among those with Class 111 obesity versus in the overall cohort. More than half
(50.9%) of those with Class I11 obesity had a diagnosis of diabetes, compared to 31.7% of those with
overweight, 37.9% of those with Class | obesity, and 44.9% of those with Class Il obesity.

Use of Interventions

Rates of use of all three types of interventions were low (Table 2, Table S4). Across the cohort, 7.7%
participated in MOVE!, 7.9% received weight loss medications, and 0.1% underwent bariatric surgery.
Semaglutide was the most frequent weight loss medication used, with 96% (n=184,690) medication
users filling a prescription for semaglutide at least once during the study time period (Table S5). Use

of medications varied within a relatively narrow range by region (Figure S1).

Use of MOVE! ranged from 6.6% for White patients to 10.6% for Black patients (Table 2).
Medication use also varied but within a smaller range, with the lowest use among White patients at
7.8% and highest among Hispanic/Latino and Asian/NHOPI patients at 9.0%. Bariatric surgery use
ranged between 0.1-0.2% across all race/ethnicity groups. Combinations of interventions were
relatively uncommon; for example, just 1.4% of the cohort used both MOVE! and medications within

the study period.

Adjusted odds of accessing a given intervention increased with obesity class for all three interventions

(Table S6), with the most dramatic gradient for bariatric surgery: compared to those with overweight,

Veterans with class 11 obesity had adjusted odds of undergoing bariatric surgery of 5.87, and those with
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class 111 obesity adjusted odds of 27.4. Compared to men, adjusted odds of accessing all three
interventions were significantly higher for women: for MOVE!, odds ratio (OR) 1.92 (95% CI 1.89,
1.95); for medications, OR 1.77 (95% CI 1.75, 1.81); for bariatric surgery, OR 3.14 (95% CI 2.88,
3.41).

We found significant differences by race/ethnicity for all three types of interventions that persisted
after adjustment (Figure 2). Compared to White patients, patients belonging to racial/ethnic minority
groups other than AI/AN were more likely to participate in MOVE! (Asian/NHOPI Veterans, 1.12
[95% CI 1.06-1.19]; Black Veterans, OR 1.24 [95% confidence interval [Cl] 1.22-1.26];
Hispanic/Latino Veterans, OR 1.17 [95% CI 1.14-1.20]). Patients in all non-White groups were less
likely to receive weight loss medications (Al/AN Veterans, OR 0.84 [95% CI 0.77-0.92];
Asian/NHOPI Veterans: OR 0.94 [95% CI 0.89-0.999]; Black Veterans, OR 0.75 [95% CI 0.74-0.76];
Hispanic/Latino Veterans, adj OR 0.94 [95% CI 0.91-0.97]). The adjusted odds of receiving bariatric
surgery for Black patients were significantly lower than for White patients (OR 0.79 [95% CI 0.69-

0.89]). No differences in receipt of bariatric surgery were seen for other racial/ethnic groups.

In models containing an interaction term for race/ethnicity x obesity class (Table S7), differences
between minoritized and White patients grew smaller with higher obesity class for MOVE! use for
Asian/NHOPI, Black, and Hispanic/Latino patients. For medications and bariatric surgery, however,
there were no significant differences in the severity of inequities in use between minoritized and White

patients across obesity classes.

Sensitivity Analyses

In a statistical model including semaglutide as the only medication type (Table S8) and adjusting for
similar covariates, results for race/ethnicity were largely unchanged, except that the AI/AN and
Asian/NHOPI race/ethnicity group findings were no longer significant (Al/AN patients, OR 0.82 [95%
Cl1 0.63-1.07; Asian/NHOPI patients, OR 0.96 [95% CI 0.80-1.14]; Black patients, OR 0.63 [95% ClI
0.60-0.68); Hispanic/Latino patients, OR 0.81 (95% CI 0.74-0.90]). Carrying a diagnosis of diabetes
was associated with higher use of semaglutide, with an odds ratio of 35.2 (95% CI 32.5-38.0)
compared to those without diabetes. In the converse model excluding semaglutide (Table S8), there
was a stronger effect of obesity class; e.g., the odds ratio for use of medications for those with Class IlI

obesity compared to those with overweight was 14.3 (95% CI 13.3-15.3) versus just 3.32 in the



semaglutide-users-only model (95% CI 3.01-3.56). Adjusted odds ratios for minority race/ethnicity
groups were still significantly lower than for the White comparison group, but the effect was
attenuated for the Black and Hispanic/Latino groups compared to the primary or semaglutide-users-
only models (Black patients, OR 0.94 [95% CI 0.89-0.97]; Hispanic/Latino patients, OR 0.88 [95% CI
0.81-0.95]).

Use of Semaglutide over Time

In our analysis of semaglutide use by race/ethnicity group over time, overall use of semaglutide
increased significantly over the study period (Figure 3, Table S9). However, only Black patients had
semaglutide use rates that were significantly lower than those of White patients in several study years.

Discussion

In this analysis of contemporary obesity treatments among over 2.4 million eligible VA patients, we
have identified low uptake and significant differences by race/ethnicity in use of lifestyle change
counseling, weight loss medications, and bariatric surgery. These inequities persist across the spectrum
of severity of obesity. The VA system has been a leader in efforts to reduce inequities with some
success (32), and these findings offer another challenge to those efforts.

The proportion of eligible Veterans found to be using the MOVE! program and bariatric surgery are
closely in line with past estimates (13,17), with at most a slight increase in bariatric surgery in recent
years. Conversely, use of weight loss medications among Veterans, though still low overall, has
increased significantly in recent years, from estimates in the range of 1-2% of eligible Veterans in
studies examining use in the early-mid 2010s (14,19) to almost 8% in the present study. This trend is
expected against the backdrop development of novel and effective weight loss medications (i.e., GLP-1
receptor agonists) emerging over this time period. Despite FDA labeling of semaglutide for weight loss
that was limited to the latter half of our study period, our sensitivity analyses suggest that semaglutide

use largely drove our overall medication-related results.

Notwithstanding this modest increase in medication use over time, it is sobering that the overall use of
guideline-recommended (8-11) and other evidence-based (33,34) interventions for obesity remains at
such low levels despite the high morbidity and cost associated with this condition. These low rates of

obesity intervention uptake persist even in the VA population who have universal access to free or



low-cost healthcare. Given well-publicized gaps in insurance coverage for novel—or indeed, any—

weight loss agents (35-37), it is likely that access suffers more in the general population (26).

Our results reveal higher adjusted odds of using MOVE! and lower odds of using medications for
several minoritized patient groups, as well as lower odds of undergoing bariatric surgery for Black
patients. While MOVE! and similar lifestyle counseling interventions are evidence-based avenues to
weight loss, medications and surgery produce substantially more weight loss on average (12,37). Thus,
this set of results indicating lower access to more intensive, more effective treatments among
minoritized patients is troubling, even if access to MOVE! may be better than it is for White patients.
Unfortunately, these findings are consistent with a growing body of work demonstrating worse access
to evidence-based therapies for cardiometabolic disease among, in particular, Black and Hispanic
individuals across a host of conditions in and outside VA (38-41). Though these disparities are often
attributed to differences in insurance coverage or socioeconomic status, their persistence in an
integrated healthcare system with minimal cost-sharing, such as the VA, suggests more complex
barriers to care. Mechanisms of systemic racism that may contribute to these patterns must be further
investigated and dismantled. Analogous to the overall low uptake of obesity interventions discussed
above, these inequities are likely to be worse in systems without such mechanisms to level the
financial playing field (42). Indeed, disparities have been demonstrated among patients taking GLP-1

receptor agonists for diabetes (38,43).

Another problematic aspect of our results is the finding that individuals in the “Asian/NHOPI”
race/ethnicity category had lower use of medications than White patients. These results raise concern
that patients of Asian backgrounds may not be accessing treatment at lower BMIs as would be
recommended based on this population’s disproportionately high cardiovascular risk (44-46). Further

granular research on this high risk population is warranted.

Both the low overall use of obesity interventions and inequities therein are problematic and require
intervention. One strategy is to leverage pandemic-era developments in virtual care overall (47) and
within obesity medicine (48,49). Past work suggests that provision of obesity interventions varies
significantly across VA sites (13,16). Capitalizing on the prevalence of virtual care use in VA and the
emergence of hub-and-spoke virtual clinics could extend the reach of these services from VA centers
with stronger obesity medicine programs to relatively underserved facilities, with the caveat that hub

sites will need to be adequately resourced to be able to serve these larger catchment areas. Second,
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offering other categories of interventions to individuals already engaged in one type of intervention
(e.g., adding medications for those in the MOVE! program) would likely increase the proportion of
eligible patients accessing a given type of intervention, given we found low use of combinations of
interventions. Third, as regulations surrounding provision of obesity interventions change with the
evolving pharmacological and procedural landscape, equity concerns must be prioritized. While our
study period concluded at the end of 2022, the landscape of weight loss medication availability has
been dynamic in the months and years immediately preceding the writing of this manuscript:
semaglutide’s popularity produced global supply shortages limiting new starts of the medication
throughout much of 2023, and tirzepatide received FDA labeling for weight loss in November 2023
(2). Given the inequities our study demonstrates, it is incumbent upon clinicians and policymakers to

include equity concerns in any approach to prescribing these novel, and effectively scarce, agents.

Limitations

Many obesity medications are used for multiple indications. As our data did not include detailed
indication information from pharmacy dispensing records, we cannot precisely capture when
medications are being used for obesity versus for another indication. In particular, we cannot
differentiate whether the primary indication for semaglutide use was diabetes versus obesity, though
we adjusted for diabetes status to mitigate this concern. Similarly, while the Contrave combination
bupropion/naltrexone medication is labeled only for obesity, it is less clear whether the indication for
these medications is obesity when they are used as their individual components of bupropion and
naltrexone. There may also be additional medications used on- or off-label for obesity that are not
captured in our analysis—most notably liraglutide, which we excluded since this medication is
explicitly not preferred for weight management within VA. Our method of defining the interventions
excludes those who used MOVE! or surgery within the five years prior to the study period in order to
capture more recent trends in use of these interventions; this method may result in an underestimate of
the total number of Veterans with overweight or obesity accessing these interventions, and the true use
of MOVE! and/or bariatric surgery may be higher than our results suggest. Reassuringly, our estimates
of MOVE! and bariatric surgery use are similar to others’ within VA (13,17). Our analysis does not
extend to more novel surgical or endoscopic interventions, however given data suggesting late
adoption of novel therapies among minoritized individuals (21,50), we expect this information would

only exacerbate the severity of inequities identified rather than change the findings. Finally, we cannot
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determine the extent to which whether the differences we see between race/ethnicity groups are
attributable to differential treatment preferences by race/ethnicity, or other mechanisms.

Conclusion

Inequities by race/ethnicity exist across the spectrum of obesity interventions in this population of 2.4
million Veterans eligible for such services, with minoritized individuals less likely to receive evidence-
based approaches to treatment despite the lack of insurance barriers in this population—particularly
novel anti-obesity medications. As the field of obesity medicine evolves at an unprecedented pace,
consideration of the mechanisms for equitable implementation of novel therapies will be critical to

close widening gaps in care.
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Tables

Table 1. Baseline Patient Characteristics by Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicity

All White Black Hispanic or | Asian/ Al/AN P-value
Latino NHOPI
Total 2423070 1729905 493977 144543 37087 17558
Age at Diagnosis <.0001"
Mean (SD) 63.6 (13.3) | 65.5(13.1) | 59.2(12.0) | 57.9(14.4) | 58.8(14.4) | 61.6(13.3)
Gender, n (%) <.0001*
F 189616 98249 74558 11582 3535 1692
(7.8%) (5.7%) (15.1%) (8.0%) (9.5%) (9.6%)
M 2233454 1631656 419419 132961 33552 15866
(92.2%) (94.3%) (84.9%) (92.0%) (90.5%) (90.4%)
Obesity class, n (%) <.0001*
Overweight 804022 578575 158642 46559 14866 5380
(33.2%) (33.4%) (32.1%) (32.2%) (40.1%) (30.6%)
Class | Obesity 940827 674295 188806 56908 13939 6879
(38.8%) (39.0%) (38.2%) (39.4%) (37.6%) (39.2%)
Class Il Obesity 439763 310305 93350 27189 5514 3405
(18.1%) (17.9%) (18.9%) (18.8%) (14.9%) (19.4%)
Class 111 Obesity 238458 166730 53179 13887 2768 1894
(9.8%) (9.6%) (10.8%) (9.6%) (7.5%) (10.8%)
Comorbidities
Charlson <.0001"
Comorbidity Index
(CCI)
Mean (SD) 1.7 (2.1) 1.7 (2.1) 1.7 (2.2) 1.4 (2.0) 1.4 (1.9) 1.6 (2.1)
. 1.0 (0.0, 1.0 (0.0, 1.0 (0.0, 1.0 (0.0, 1.0 (0.0, 1.0 (0.0,
Median (Range) 23(.0) 23(.0) 22(.0) 23(.0) 20(.0) 21(.0)
Diabetes, n (%)* 933119 657286 197288 56470 14727 7348 <.0001*
’ (38.2%) (37.7%) (39.7%) (38.8%) (39.3%) (41.6%)
Cancer, n (%) 207273 153641 42267 8175 2049 1141 <.0001*
’ (8.5%) (8.8%) (8.5%) (5.6%) (5.5%) (6.5%)
Cerebrovascular 161686 122332 29448 7024 1837 1045 <.0001*
Disease, n (%) (6.6%) (7.0%) (5.9%) (4.8%) (4.9%) (5.9%)
Chronic Kidney 246696 171402 59445 10880 3451 1518 <.0001*
Disease, n (%) (10.1%) (9.8%) (12.0%) (7.5%) (9.2%) (8.6%)
Chronic Pulmonary 429622 333500 70413 17544 5002 3163 <.0001*
Disease, n (%) (17.6%) (19.1%) (14.2%) (12.1%) (13.4%) (17.9%)
Congestive Heart 186841 139442 36894 7209 2051 1245 <.0001*
Failure, n (%) (7.7%) (8.0%) (7.4%) (5.0%) (5.5%) (7.0%)
Hyperlipidemia, n 1566355 1169855 276636 86202 22836 10826 <.0001*
(%) (64.6%) (67.6%) (56.0%) (59.6%) (61.6%) (61.7%)
Hypertension, n (%) 1814003 1292200 386380 95937 26792 12694 <.0001*
yp : (74.9%) (74.7%) (78.2%) (66.4%) (72.2%) (72.3%)
Metastatic Cancer, n 16718 12485 3240 689 191 113 <.0001*
(%) (0.7%) (0.7%) (0.7%) (0.5%) (0.5%) (0.6%)
Peripheral Vascular 201975 160963 30581 7422 1832 1177 <.0001*
Disease, n (%) (8.3%) (9.2%) (6.2%) (5.1%) (4.9%) (6.7%)
Drive Distance to <.0001"
Primary Care
Mean (SD) 16.3 (15.9) ‘ 17.7 (16.7) ‘ 11.9 (10.8) ‘ 13.6 (15.9) ‘ 12.6 (12.8) ‘ 23.7 (28.8)
<.0001"

Drive Distance to
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Tertiary Care
Mean (SD) 94.1 (81.5) ‘ 101.4 (84.0) ‘ 69.3 (61.1) ‘ 91.4 (90.5) ‘ 81.9 (79.7) ‘ 129.7 (110.1)
Education Level, n <.0001*
%
<25% of HS or 2066286 1499415 406438 113136 32977 14320
less (86.5%) (87.8%) (83.8%) (79.5%) (90.1%) (83.0%)
>=25% of HS or 323005 208571 78646 29234 3623 2931
less (13.5%) (12.2%) (16.2%) (20.5%) (9.9%) (17.0%)
Income, % (n) <.0001*
<=25% 75K or 1862009 1323473 394083 108057 21964 14432
less (78.0%) (77.5%) (81.3%) (75.9%) (60.0%) (83.8%)
>25% 75K or less 525676 383542 90499 34221 14621 2793
(22.0%) (22.5%) (18.7%) (24.1%) (40.0%) (16.2%)
Rurality, n (%) <.0001"
Highly Rural 92663 85004 4153 1677 442 1387
(4.0%) (5.1%) (0.9%) (1.2%) (1.4%) (8.3%)
Rural 740890 623582 80844 24280 5320 6864
(31.9%) (37.6%) (16.9%) (17.4%) (16.5%) (41.2%)
Urban 1491306 949010 393773 113641 26489 8393
(64.1%) (57.3%) (82.2%) (81.4%) (82.1%) (50.4%)

*In contrast to other comorbidities, which are included for the pre-study period only, diabetes was included if patient had
this diagnosis before or during the study period; "Kruskal-Wallis p-value; ¢Chi-Square p-value

Table 2. Intervention Use by Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicity
All White Black Hispanic or | Asian/ | AI/AN | P-value
Latino NHOPI
Total 2423070 1729905 493977 144543 37087 17558
Interventions
186124 114575 52353 14508 3239 1449 <0.01
MOVE! (7.7%) (6.6%) (10.6%) (10.0%) (8.7%) | (8.3%)
192487 135183 39556 12961 3329 1458 <0.01
Medications (7.5%) (7.8%) (8.0%) (9.0%) (9.0%) | (8.3%)
Bariatric 2806 1808 711 233 35 19 <0.01
Surgery (0.1%) (0.1%) (0.1%) (0.2%) (0.1%) | (0.1%)
Combinations
MOVE! and 34851 23030 8357 2594 580 290 <0.01
meds (1.4%) (1.3%) (1.6%) (1.7%) (1.5%) | (1.6%)
MOVE! and 1034 701 231 91 8 3 <0.01
surgery (0.04%) (0.03%) (0.03%) (0.03%) (0.03%) | (0.0%)
Meds and 894 558 246 76 7 7 <0.01
surgery (0.04%) (0.02%) (0.03%) (0.05%) (0.11%) | (0.02%)
MOVE 344 230 81 28 2 3 <001
surge’ry (0.01%) (0.01%) (0.02%) (0.02%) (0.01%) | (0.01%)
Medications 157086 111825 31034 10319 2744 1164 <0.01
only (6.5%) (6.5%) (6.3%) (7.1%) (7.4%) | (6.6%)
Bariatric 1222 779 315 94 22 12 <0.01
Surgery only | (0.05%) (0.05%) (0.06%) (0.07%) (0.06%) | (0.07%)
MOVE! only 150583 91074 43846 118591 2653 1159 <0.01
’ (6.2%) (5.3%) (8.9%) (8.2%) (7.2%) | (6.6%)
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Figures and Figure Legends
Figure 1. Obesity Class Distribution by Race/Ethnicity
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Figure 1 Legend: Distribution of individuals with overweight/obesity across overweight/obesity
classes, by race/ethnicity.
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Figure 2. Adjusted Odds of Receiving Obesity Treatments by Race/Ethnicity
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Figure 2 Legend: Al = American Indian; AN = Alaska Native; NHOPI = Native Hawaiian or Pacific
Islander. Reference race/ethnicity group is White.

21



Figure 3. Semaglutide Use by Race/Ethnicity Over Time
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Figure 3 Legend: Percentage of individuals with overweight/obesity receiving semaglutide within one
year of diagnosis. *Semaglutide received FDA labeling for chronic weight management in July 2021.
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