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Materials and Methods

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 Washington
1. Income Index 1.00 Median Income per County
Income Index (Il)= —
2. Children with BLLs 2 5 pg/dL -0.25* 1.00 US Average=$33,889
3. Black Population (%) -0.36* 0.14* 1.00 Example: lproyisence = :::‘;::z 0.92 (or 92%)
4. Latinx Population (%) 0.21* -0.15* .0.25* 1.00 '
5. Indigenous Population (%) -0.14* 0.01 -0.16* 0.17* 1.00 Median Household Income
*p <0.05. Al States, N = 644. (Centered on U.S. Average of $53,889)
549,743 [E. NN 572.807
Location Variables used in this study
Income Children with Black Population Latinx Population Indigenous Child Population
Index BLLs 2 5 pg/dL (%) (%) Population (%) (%)
Poor States M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
Alabama 0.79 0.17 6.9% 0.15 272% 0.19 4.7% 0.03 0.6% 0.00 6.1% 0.01
Michigan 0921 0.15 1.3% 0.01 6.0% 0.08 4.8% 0.03 1.1% 0.02 5.4% 0.01
Mississippi 0.65 0.14 7.9% 0.11 43.6% 0.20 2.8% 0.02 0.6% 0.01 6.3% 0.01
New Mexico 0.81 0.19 1.1% 0.01 2.0% 0.01 46.8% 0.19 17.3% 0.27 6.1% 0.01 : __ : :
Alabama: Childhood Poverty (Left) and Michigan: Childhood Poverty (Left) and Age of Housing
Oklahoma 0.78 0.09 6.7% 0.04 5.3% 0.04 8.5% 0.06 12.6% 0.06 6.4% 0.01 Age of Housing (Right) by County. (Right) by County.
West Virginia 0.76 0.13 3.3% 0.03 4.1% 0.03 1.5% 0.01 0.2% 0.00 5.2% 0.00 El: il
Richer States M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
Colorado 1.11  0.30 1.3% 0.01 3.7% 0.04 24.9% 0.12 1.7% 0.01 5.9% 0.01
Connecticut 1.32 0.17 2.4% 0.01 8.3% 0.06 12.7%  0.06 0.6% 0.00 4.8% 0.01
Maryland 1.26 0.39 1.5% 0.01 21.7% 0.18 6.7% 0.05 0.5% 0.00 5.5% 0.01
Rhode Island 1.22 0.18 2.5% 0.02 4.5% 0.05 8.4% 0.09 0.7% 0.00 4.5% 0.01
Washington 1.07 0.25 1.2% 0.00 4.6% 0.03 19.4%  0.21 2.8% 0.03 6.5% 0.01
Mississippi: Childhood Poverty (Left) and | New Mexico: Childhood Poverty (Left) and Age of
Age of Housing (Right) by County. Housing (Right) by County.
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