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Table 3: Self-reported racial concentration of current neighborhood by
race/ethnicity

Figure 1: Concentration (20) of White (top),
Black (middle), and Hispanic (bottom)

Introduction Table 1: Participant characteristics

@ Race and ethnicity are crucial constructs in public health research. “
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Figure 2: ROC curve for self-reported racial
concentration of current neighborhood against
2010 Census data

2010 Census data
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® Respondents who self-reported as Non-Hispanic White (x2=54.2, Overall
p<0.0001), had adequate health literacy (x?=27.4, p=0.001), or White concentration 525
had higher household income (x?=19.4, p=0.0035) were more likely

@ The sample used in analysis was 36.5% Non-Hispanic White, 36.1%
Non-Hispanic Black and 27.4% Hispanic.

Discussion

@ Neighborhood was not defined for survey respondents; it is likely that
respondents definition of neighborhood is smaller than town as defined by
census.
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association between segregation and health.
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