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Abstract

The hierarchy of social structures shape, in very particular and measurable ways, the differential impact
that a disease has on different parts of society. In this study, we use district-level disease data to perform an
ecological analysis of Covid19 outcomes in India vis a vis the local socioeconomic gradient. Average doubling
times and case fatality ratios have been quantified as measures of transmission and mortality, respectively,
and association analysis performed with twenty variables of socioeconomic vulnerability. Persistent patterns
are observed between disease outcome and social inequality, linking poor living conditions to a faster spread,
an elderly populace to a slower spread, and both a college education and the presence of medical facilities
to low fatality rates.
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1. Introduction

In the spread of an infectious disease, the human population is as much the victim as it is the vector. But
not all vectors are created equal. When mapped on a bounded geographical space, particularly a diverse one,
the path of an infectious disease manifests as a barium test for the anatomy of its inequalities1,2 . Indeed,
while the WHO Commission on the Social Determinants of Health had been founded in 2005, the pathogenic
behaviour of social inequalities has been seminally established in literature for nearly two centuries3,4 .
Contemporary studies have demonstrated conclusively that the gradient of localised inequalities – indexed
by social marginality5–8 , employment status9–11 , educational attainment12 , wealth/asset gap13,14 , access
to social15,16 or public support systems17,18 , and mortality patterns10,19–21 – affect the differential impact
of both non-communicable10,19,22 and infectious23 diseases, and can only be addressed by evidence-based,
ethical policies focused on public good24,25

If one goal of disease modelling is to aid the efficacy of public health responses and to eventually contribute
towards more equal outcomes in health21,26 , then it is crucial to locate the socioeconomic variables that
map onto patterns of persistent transmission and mortality. In the contemporary instance of Covid19, the
centrality of age-structure27,28 and its clinical implications29 in assessing spread and mortality outcomes
has already been established. Age-structure, however, is only one of several demographic factors that is
shaping the path of Covid19 through a community30. To more fully understand the impact of inequality
on Covid19 outcomes – particularly in India, where even small spatial units present considerable diversity
in age structure, income, housing, caste, ethnicity, religion, educational attainment, migration status, and
availability of health services – a more comprehensively ecological approach is necessary. Similar analysis
has yielded information as to how socioeconomic disparities may have played a role in past epidemics31,32.
The evidence from such an analysis can help shape “smart” interventions responsive to specific lacunae at
each unit, rather than a monolithic national model33.
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While multiple modelling studies have attempted to analyse and predict the spread of Covid19 in India
from the perspective of epidemiological models34–40, the correlation of impact and ecology has not been
explored so far1,41. In this study, we have thus attempted to correlate the trajectory of spread and mortality
of the SARS-CoV-2 virus in India, with variables of social and economic vulnerability persistent within its
populace. We hope that our findings shall contribute towards a more inclusive epistemology of the virus, as
well as serve as the beginnings of a repository that shall inform an evidence-based model of public health
policy that is sensitive to socioeconomic gradients and adaptive to local variations of need.

2. Methodology and Materials

To detect local variation, we have chosen districts as our unit of spatial analysis, for it is the smallest
administrative unit for which we have consistently available data. Data was obtained from the crowd-sourced
database covid19india.org42 . The analysis in this paper was done with data accumulated up to the 2nd of
July, 2020 - the beginning of the Unlock 2 phase in India’s Covid19 containment protocol.

We used the doubling time as the measure to characterise transmission dynamics. The doubling time
(τD) was calculated for every district as a time series, and these values were then averaged over time to
obtain the mean doubling time for every district. Note that as the recording of cases began at very different
times in different districts, these time averages are necessarily over differing periods. Based on the available
data, doubling times were estimated for 707 districts in India (which was the total number of districts with
more than a single case at the time of the analysis). To characterise mortality, we use the Case Fatality Ratio
(CFR), which was similarly calculated as a time series for all districts that recorded at least one Covid19
mortality. The CFR data was averaged over a period of 15 days preceding the last date of measurement in
order to minimise fluctuations due to initial transients. Based on the available data, the CFR was estimated
for 433 districts in India (there were as yet no recorded deaths in the remaining districts). Sample time
series plots, for both the doubling time and the CFR are shown for two districts in Suppl. Figure S1.

For an analysis of the correlation between social vulnerability with disease transmission and mortality,
we chose twenty indices from a range of socio-demographic variables from the Census of India 201143 . These
were then organised into 6 analytical categories, as follows:

Age structure: (i) Total population of the district; (ii) Number of children aged 0-6 years in the district;
(iii) Number of elderly persons (aged 60 years or above).

Educational attainment: (iv) Literacy rate of a district, where any person aged seven years and above
who can read and write in any language is enumerated as literate; (v) Percentage of population with primary
education; (vi) Percentage of population with secondary education; (vii) Percentage of population with a
college education.

Household status: (viii) Total number of households per district, including Normal, Institutional, and
Houseless households; (ix) Number of houses in “good” condition, defined by the census as structurally sound
and in a condition of good repair; (x) Number of houses in “dilapidated” condition, defined as either needing
major structural repairs or being beyond repair; (xi) Number of households with no drainage facilities for
non-latrine waste water; (xii) Number of households with no latrine available within the house; (xiii) Number
of households where the source of drinking water is “away”, defined by the census as being at a distance of
at least 100 metres in an urban area and 500 metres in a rural area; (xiv) Number of households with no
electricity.

Economic activity: (xv) The population of main workers – those who worked for more than 180 days
in the one year preceding the date of enumeration; (xvi) The population of marginal workers – those who
worked less than 180 days in the one year preceding the date of enumeration; (xvii) Non-working population
– those who did not engage in any economically productive activity during the last year.

Social marginality: (xviii) Scheduled Castes and Tribes (SC/ST) population of the district, considered
the most socially marginalised and therefore economically disadvantaged; (xix) Population with disabilities,
both mental and physical.

Health Infrastructure: (xx) Availability of medical facilities.
In order to validate that the observed trends were robust, we created five categories of districts for both

the doubling time (τD) and CFR. Note that the number of districts at the time of Census of India 2011

 . 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 September 8, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.06.20189506doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.06.20189506
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Sociodemographic analysis of Covid19 in India 3

Figure 1: Histograms of the number of districts with the (a) number of recorded cases, and (b) number of recorded fatalities.
The data is till the 2nd of July, 2020.

was 591, and hence the analysis could only be performed for these districts. For the τD analysis, these five
subsets were: (i) all districts with greater than one confirmed case (Nall = 578), (ii) districts with more than
50 cases (N50 = 488), (iii) districts with more than 70 cases (N70 = 452), (iv) districts with more than 100
cases (N100 = 403), and (v) districts with more than 150 cases (N150 = 323). For the CFR analysis, the five
subsets were: (i) all districts with at least one confirmed death (ND

all
= 383), (ii) districts with at least five

deaths (ND
5

= 176), (iii) districts with at least ten deaths (ND
10

= 105), (iv) districts with at least 20 deaths
(ND

20
= 61), and (v) districts with at least 30 deaths (ND

30
= 38). These thresholds were chosen from the

distribution of cases and mortality statistics for all districts (Figure 1 ). A time evolution of the cumulative
frequency distribution of reported cases and fatalities at landmark points in India’s national containment
strategy is shown in Suppl. Figure S2.

We used Spearman’s rank correlation44 to study the correlation of doubling time and CFR with these
indicators. Those that showed consistent trends across all five subsets were then selected for a multivariate
regression analysis to analyse the differential impact of each of these factors on Covid19 outcomes in India.

Our analysis showed persistent patterns of socioeconomic vulnerability affecting disease progression –
patterns that can provide invaluable support to the designing of evidence-based, locally-responsive interven-
tions and policy.

3. Results

Given India’s immense diversity, there is little actionable meaning to “national doubling time” or “na-
tional CFR”. For the data to successfully translate into effective intervention, analysis must unearth the
localised patterns submerged under national, and even state-level, averaged values. To illustrate this “hid-
den” variability, we have shown the results for the state of Maharashtra in Figure 2 . The red vertical line
represents the state average for Maharashtra, while each bar represents the districts. Note the diversity of
distribution both within the state and within each district. Similarly, the spectrum of district-level distri-
bution for the entire nation is shown in Figure 3 : doubling time ranges from 2-60 days, and CFR from 1%
- 28%. The histograms for distributions of average doubling times and average CFR for all districts in India
is shown in Suppl. Figure S3. It is therefore vital to perform finer-grained spatial analysis to identify true
spread-patterns, and areas that need urgent intervention.
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Figure 2: Box plots of variability in Case Fatality Ratio and doubling times for all districts of the state of Maharashtra.

Figure 3: Variability in average doubling times and average CFR at a district level for the entire country. The data is till the
2nd of July, 2020.
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Figure 4: Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient with the average doubling time and CFR. Only those indicators which have
consistent correlations across the different subsets have been shown. A single * indicates significance at p ≤ 0.10 (0.20 for
CFR), ** indicates significance atp ≤ 0.05(0.10 for CFR), and *** indicates significance at p ≤ 0.01.

We begin with the results of the correlation analysis. For doubling time, we discuss only those eleven
correlations where significance p≤0.05 and is consistent across all five subsets. Five sociodemographic
indicators are positively correlated with the doubling time, and hence with a slower spread of the disease:
(i) literacy rate (ii) proportion of elderly population (iii) population of main workers (iv) proportion of houses
in a “good” condition (v) the availability of medical facilities in the district. Conversely, six indicators are
negatively correlated with doubling time, and hence with a faster spread of the disease: (i) proportion of
children in the district (ii) population of marginal workers (iii) proportion of houses with no drainage (iv)
proportion of houses with no latrine (v) proportion of houses with no electricity and (vi) proportion of
houses where the source of drinking water was “away”.

For CFR, in order to account for smaller sample sizes, we discuss only those six correlations with a
significance p≤0.10 in at least one subset and consistent trends across all five subsets. Of these, three
sociodemographic indicators are correlated with low mortality: (i) the availability of medical facilities in the
district (ii) the proportion of college graduates (iii) the population of marginal workers. Conversely, these
three are correlated with higher CFR: (i) proportion of houses with no latrine, (ii) proportion of houses with
no electricity, and (iii) the population of main workers in the district.

A summary of the correlation coefficients of these significant variables, both for doubling time and CFR
is shown in Figure 4 . The full list of correlation coefficients and significance values are in the Suppl. Table
S1 (doubling time) and Suppl. Table S2 (CFR).

We now turn to the results of the multivariate regression analysis. A cross-correlation analysis of the
four household indicators indicate that these variables are interdependent and have a high degree of mutual
correlation (see Suppl. Figure S4). Therefore, in order to carry out a regression analysis of the doubling
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Table 1: Coefficients from the beta regression models for the inverse doubling time and CFR. Only those predictors with
consistent correlations have been shown. A single * indicates a significant at p ≤ 0.10, ** indicates significant at p ≤ 0.05 and
*** indicates significant at p ≤ 0.01.

Doubling time

Districts with
> 1 case > 50 cases > 100 cases > 150 cases

Elder popula-
tion

−0.14 ∗ ∗∗ −0.11 ∗ ∗∗ −0.12 ∗ ∗ −0.06 ∗ ∗

Distant drink-
ing water

— +0.05 ∗ +0.07 ∗ ∗ +0.07 ∗ ∗

No electricity +0.11 ∗ ∗∗ +0.13 ∗ ∗∗ +0.13 ∗ ∗∗ +0.11 ∗ ∗∗

CFR

Districts with
≥ 1 fatality ≥ 5 fatalities ≥ 10 fatalities ≥ 20 fatalities

Medical facili-
ties

−0.24 ∗ ∗∗ −0.29 ∗ ∗ −0.22 ∗ —

College gradu-
ates

−0.23 ∗ ∗∗ −0.24 ∗ ∗∗ −0.24 ∗ ∗∗ −0.22 ∗ ∗

time, we chose to retain two of them: (i) “away” source of drinking water (ii) no electricity. Since τD is
a discrete dataset, we use the log of τD to perform an ordinary linear regression. We also calculated the
doubling rate (inverse of the doubling time), and performed a multivariate beta regression45 with these nine
variables as the rate lies in the (0,1) range. Both analyses yielded identical results. Average doubling time is
positively related to the proportion of elder population (significant at p≤0.05), and negatively with number
of houses with no electricity (significant at p≤0.01) and a distant source of drinking water (significant at
p≤0.05). These trends were consistent across the different subsets analysed.

Since CFR lies in the (0, 1)range, we have constructed a beta regression model with six predictor vari-
ables that emerged from the correlation analysis. Two such features- (i) the presence of medical facilities
(significant at p≤0.05) and (ii) the proportion of college graduates (significant atp≤0.01), were found to
produce low fatality rates. These trends were consistent across the different subsets analysed. Interestingly,
in those districts with higher fatalities (> 10 and > 20), we note an emergent pattern of households without
electricity or latrines which acts positively to enhance mortality rates (significant at p≤0.05). The results
of the beta regression models are summarised in Table 1 .

4. Discussion

Despite its lower fatality relative to other recent viral epidemics, its high infectivity – coupled with
asymptomatic presentation and immunity to current vaccines – has made the containment of SARS-Cov-2
a significant public health challenge. Indeed, prevention seems to rest almost exclusively on maintaining
strict physical self-isolation. This is a difficult proposition in general, but particularly so in areas of high
population density and poverty46,47 . India ranks highly on both: its average population density is 382
persons per square kilometre43 and nearly all of its population lives on or below $4 a day48 ; globally, it
houses 28% of the world’s poor49.

The nature of social inequalities, however, is multidimensional. We have therefore chosen to correlate the
outcome of Covid19 in India individually to each variable of vulnerability, instead of a composite indicator
such as “poverty”.

Five such variables exhibit a persistent pattern of influence on Covid19 outcomes: houses without elec-
tricity and/or a proximate source of drinking water correlates with faster spread; a larger elder population
correlates with slower spread; a large college-educated population and the presence of medical facilities both
correlate with lower mortality.

Cross-correlation analysis of the household variables indicates that absence of electricity and a proximate
source of drinking water also relate positively with two other variables: the lack of drainage and of in-
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house latrines. Collectively, these household-based inequality indicators point to a pattern of multiple
daily commutes to, and queuing for, the use of common facilities that are severely cramped, and provide
no opportunity for social distancing or disinfection between uses. These four also vary directly with the
proportion of marginal workers, further indicating their positive relationship with poverty and the low
probability that such households can survive lockdown-unemployment on savings. It should be mentioned
here that a significant share of households in India are either one-room (37.1%) or without any exclusive
rooms (3.9%)43. Between March and June, when Covid19 began its first wave in India in urban centres,
social distancing meant that the cross-section of people living in non-electrified houses with a single room
or no exclusive room had to stay indoors in darkness and heat – an impossible and inhumane expectation.

While indicators of poverty correlate directly with marginal workers, we should not conflate main workers
with stable working or living conditions. A large percentage of main workers are also located on the
disadvantaged end of the socioeconomic gradient, with less than $4 a day to survive on48. A significant
body of recent biosocial research has demonstrated that immersion in unstable environments of scarcity
causes a high allostatic load50,51, resulting in greater vulnerability to poorer health outcomes52,53 .

The positive correlation of an elderly population to slower spread is an interesting outcome. While
multiple studies have shown that at an individual level, elderly population are at a higher risk of adverse
Covid19 outcomes54, our analysis suggests that at a population level, a higher elderly population correlates
to slower doubling time. It is worth noting that while culturally a large percentage of India’s elderly
population still live in large multigenerational families, the explosion of internal migration55 has created
a pattern of households in which the elderly are “left behind” either seasonally or permanently, and are
supported via remittance, savings, or local social networks. This keeps them from needing to participate
in the mainstream labour-force, and may have contributed to their lower relative vulnerability vis a vis a
younger, working population.

The correlation between the availability of medical facilities and lower CFR is self-evident, however the
negative correlation between a college-educated population and CFR merits some attention. Our correlation
analysis indicates that college education is the inverse of every indicator of inequality and social marginality
we have assessed: lack of electricity, proximate water-source, latrines, and drainage; marginal employment;
and larger SC/ST population. In other words, a college education is indexical of relatively privileged
socioeconomic position56 : better access to housing and amenities, stabler income and higher probability of
paid leave/work from home, capability to locate public health information, greater likelihood of affording
medical care. Thus, the greater the proportion of the socially vulnerable in a district, the lower its probability
of a large college-educated populace, and the greater its vulnerability to Covid19 mortality.

5. Conclusion

Our work presents a simple statistical association analysis between transmission patterns and outcomes of
Covid19 in India, and variables of social vulnerability. We note that our analysis is necessarily ecological and
not indicative of individual-level risk. There may potentially be other sociodemographic predictors of disease
progression and mortality, and our results are open to potential confounding by these factors. Individual
risk-factors for Covid19 – such age, gender, and other comorbidities – have been studied extensively in recent
literature30,57,58 . Our aim was to shift the focus on collective social vulnerabilities and the causes that cause
them at the most fine-grained level that the current data would permit us to do, which was at the level of
the district. We note that districts in India are themselves large administrative units - and more fine grained
analysis can lead to higher correlations with the socioeconomic variables. Our analysis is also hindered by
the non-categorisation of Covid19 patient data into existing groups of vulnerability – such as income, caste,
gender, rural-urban location, employment status, and so on. With more extensive and complete datasets,
it would be interesting to repeat this analysis, perhaps at a ward- or block-level, and see if the qualitative
conclusions from the current analysis still hold.

On the subject of data: we have selected our social indicators from the Census of India 2011, which
is now a decade old. The profiles of the districts may have undergone changes in the intervening period,
potentially affecting results. The disease data has considerable heterogeneity in metrics. Indian states have
had differential testing policies, different capabilities for contact tracing and tracking, different definitions
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for a “Covid19 death”, and different data disclosure policies. Indeed, recent large-scale sero-prevalence
studies59–61 in Indian cities indicate that Covid19 cases may have been severely underreported, and questions
have been raised about the restrictions on enumerating mortality62,63 .

Our analysis is not without caveats. For assessing transmission, we have used an average of the doubling
time of the district. While this provides a model independent characterisation of the transmission dynamics,
it must be used with caution. When the pandemic has run its course in a district, the doubling time will
grow continuously, and hence including this period in the averaging timespan can inflate the characteristic
doubling time. Our data, capped at July 2, 2020, has the advantage of not having seen this period in any
district. On the other hand, in the case of CFR, for some districts - especially those with low mortality
counts, the average CFR may not be yet reflective of the final value, since the disease is still in its early
stages in these districts. We recommend this analysis be redone at the end of the pandemic, when a more
comprehensive data is available from every district, to see validated patterns.

Our study validates the hypothesis that inequities embedded in the social structure of the nation af-
fects the dynamics of disease transmission and mortality outcomes. This is particularly relevant in the case
of Covid19, because many of India’s early quarantine facilities had unwittingly replicated the very condi-
tions64,65 that have been positively correlated with a faster spread (overcrowding, single common source of
drinking water, inadequate number of common latrines, common pool of untested and symptomatic pop-
ulations). Our hope is that this study shall provide policymakers with an evidence-based tool to identify
risk-factors specific to a locality and design targeted interventions for them, while also ensuring they cause
minimal unintended harm.

More generally, this mode of analysis can be replicated for other infectious diseases in India – chief
amongst them tuberculosis and acute diarrhoeic diseases. Diseases, as Rudolf Vichrow pointed out in 1848,
is as much a social and political phenomenon as it is clinical66 , and unearthing the indicators of social
vulnerabilities that lie upstream the clinical ones is the first step towards ensuring greater efficiency and
public good in the public health system.
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U e ual 0ives: A Sociode o aphic A alysis o  Covid  T a s issio  a d 

5o tality i  I dia 

 
Supple e ta y Fi . S : Rep ese tati e ti e se ies plots o  the dou li  ti e a d the )FR o  t o dist i ts i  I dia. The t o dist i ts 
sho  a e 5u ai, 5aha asht a a d (ij o , Utta  P adesh, hi h ha e had e y di e e t u e s o  )o id  ases a d asso iated 
atalities. 5u ai had  ases a d  atalities, hile (ij o  had  ases a d  atalities, at the ti e o  the a alysis. Day  
ep ese ts 5a h , . 

 
Supple e ta y Fi . S : Ti e e olutio  o  the u ulati e e ue y dist i utio  o  )o id  a  ases a d  atalities, a oss ou  dates 
de oti  la d a ks i  I dia’s atio al o tai e t st ate y. 0o kdo  .  as i posed o  5a h th, ; 0o kdo  .  e ded 
o  5ay d, ; U lo k .  e a  o  th Ju e, ; a d U lo k .  e a  o  st July, . 

 
Supple e ta y Fi . S : Histo a s o  a  a e a e dou li  ti e, a d  a e a e )FR, o  all dist i ts i  I dia. 
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