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ABSTRACT 

Objective: Type 2 diabetes mellitus is a major public health concern. We assessed the 

association between air pollution and first documented diabetes occurrence in a national U.S. 

cohort of Medicare enrollees to estimate incidence risk.    

Research design and methods: We included all Medicare enrollees 65 years and older in the 

fee-for-service program, part A and part B, in the contiguous United States (2000-2016). 

Participants were followed annually until the first recorded diabetes diagnosis, end of enrollment, 

or death. We obtained air pollution annual estimates of fine particulate matter (PM2.5), nitrogen 

dioxide (NO2), and ozone (O3) exposures from highly spatiotemporally resolved prediction 

models. We assessed the simultaneous effect of the pollutants on diabetes incidence using 

Poisson survival analysis with adjustment for temporal and spatial confounders. We repeated the 

models in data restricted to ZIP codes with air pollution levels not exceeding the ambient air 

quality standards during the study period. 

Results: We have included 264,869,458 person-years of 41,780,637 people. We observed 

nonlinear associations between the three pollutants and diabetes, with larger risks at lower levels 

for PM2.5 and O3. When restricting the data to lower air pollution levels, an increased risk for 

diabetes (Incidence Rate Ratio [95% Confidence Interval] was associated with interquartile 

range (IQR) increases in PM2.5 (1.048 [1.045;1.051]), O3 (1.016 [1.014;1.18]), and NO2 (1.040 

[1.037; 1.043]).  

Conclusion: We found increased diabetes risk associated with air pollution exposures. The 

observed effects remained in exposure levels below the national ambient air quality standards in 

the U.S. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) is a major public health concern that is rising rapidly, with the 

number of people diagnosed with the disease worldwide more than doubling in the past 20 years 

(1). T2DM may cause major complications, including blindness, cardiovascular damage, and 

premature mortality (2). Therefore, it is important to identify determinants of the disease, 

especially environmental exposures, due to the universal extent of these exposures. 

Like many chronic conditions, T1DM and T2DM have a genetic component, but genetics alone 

explains only a small portion of the variance. Studies show that in T2DM, which represents over 

99% of diabetes cases globally (3), both genetics and environmental exposures play a significant 

role (4).  In the last few decades, environmental research focused primarily on behavioral factors, 

such as inactivity and diet. However, in recent years, cardiometabolic risk was linked to various 

environmental components, including the social environment, environmental pollutants (3), and, 

more specifically, air pollution. A recent meta-analysis concluded that each 10 µg/m3 increase in 

long-term fine particulate matter (PM2.5) exposure was associated with an 8% increase in T2DM 

prevalence risk, and each 10 µg/m3 increase in long-term nitrogen dioxide (NO2) exposure was 

associated with a 7% increase in T2DM prevalence. O3 was not included in that analysis since 

the number of studies was limited  (5).  

These positive associations were observed in other systematic reviews as well (6-9). However, 

since it is challenging to investigate the effects of the environment on chronic conditions, current 

research has many limitations. These limitations include potential bias in the outcome and 

exposure assessment, inability to separate incidence and prevalence cases, healthy survivor bias, 

and the inability to account for cardiometabolic risk factors and co-morbidities (6).   
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Our study addresses many of these limitations by investigating the association between 

particulate and gaseous air pollution and diabetes incidence. In a national analysis, using highly 

spatiotemporally resolved exposure models and comprehensive chronic conditions data on 

Medicare enrollees across the U.S., we assessed the air pollution effect on first documented 

diabetes occurrence. We additionally assessed the effect of air pollution exposure below the U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) and 

explored the role of sex and race in susceptibility to the air pollution effect on diabetes risk.    

METHODS 

Study population 

We included all Medicare enrollees who were 65 years and older in the fee-for-service (FFS) 

program, part A (hospital insurance) and part B (medical insurance), in the contiguous U.S. 

between the years 2000-2016. We limited the data to person-years included in these programs 

because the algorithm used to identify chronic conditions utilizes claims covered by these three 

programs. We entered participants into the cohort on January 1 of the year after they became 

Medicare participants for each calendar year until the first recorded diabetes diagnosis, end of 

enrollment in either of the mentioned Medicare programs or death – whichever came first. To 

avoid gaps in follow-up, once enrollment in the FFS, Medicare part A or B programs was 

terminated, those participants were no longer included in the cohort even if they renewed their 

enrollment in later years.  

To better approximate incident cases, we excluded individuals diagnosed with diabetes before or 

in their first year of enrollment. We obtained information on diabetes status and additional 

chronic conditions from the chronic conditions warehouse database, which includes pre-defined 
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indicators for 27 chronic conditions. Chronic conditions were identified using an algorithm that 

incorporates claims indicating that an individual received a service for a specific condition. The 

algorithm combines inpatient, outpatient, skilled nursing facilities, home health claims, or carrier 

claims (primarily doctor visits) (10).  

This study was approved by the Emory Rollings School of Public Health and the Icahn School of 

Medicine at Mount Sinai human subjects’ committees.    

Exposures 

We obtained predictions of PM2.5 (24-hour average, µg/m3), NO2 (daily 1-hour maximum, ppb) 

and ozone (daily maximum of 8-hour average, ppb) exposures from validated prediction models 

calibrated to measurements at approximately 2000 monitoring stations using an ensemble of 

three machine learners (neural network, random forest, and gradient boosting) that provided 

daily estimates for a 1km2 grid of the contiguous U.S. (11-13). In brief, each machine learning 

algorithm incorporated more than 100 predictor variables from satellite data, land-use 

information, weather data, and chemical transport model simulations. The predictions of the 

three learners were then integrated using a generalized additive model-based geographically 

weighted-averaging technique. The model was calibrated using daily pollutants concentrations 

measured at environmental protection agency (EPA) monitoring sites and demonstrated excellent 

model performance (average cross-validation R2=0.89, 0.84, and 0.86 for annual predictions of 

PM2.5, NO2, and O3, respectively). To align with the Medicare data, we aggregated gridded 

exposures to ZIP codes by averaging predictions of grid cells within each ZIP code annually. For 

ozone, we averaged the exposure only during the warmer months of each year (May – October), 

a commonly specified time window to examine associations with health outcomes (14, 15).   
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Covariates 

The Medicare data is a dynamic cohort that includes individual-level information on the 

participants’ sex, race, age, Medicaid eligibility, and date of death. We additionally obtained the 

following ZIP code level covariates from the U.S. Census: median household income, population 

density, median house value, percent of residents with no high school education, and percent of 

the population self-identified as black. We obtained data from available U.S. Census years, the 

annual American Community Survey, and extrapolated values for missing years. We aggregated 

annual summer and winter temperature ZIP code means from gridded Daymet 1- km models 

(16).  

Statistical analysis 

We investigated the effect of the three air pollutants simultaneously using the Anderson-Gill 

formulation in a mixed Poisson survival analysis (17). We included a random intercept for each 

ZIP code and adjusted the model for individual-level covariates (age, sex, race, and Medicaid 

insurance) and ZIP code level time-varying covariates (annual summer and winter mean 

temperatures, population density, median household income, median house value, percent of 

residents without a high school diploma, and percent black population). Because the exposures 

and covariates in our analysis vary annually, we fit a proportional hazard model using the 

equivalent Poisson regression (18). We generated longitudinal data with a binary Poisson 

outcome for each subject in the risk set, with a zero value at each non-censored year for all 

person-years except the year of first diabetes occurrence. To non-parametrically estimate a time-

varying baseline hazard, we adjusted the model for a penalized spline function of year (17). The 

model equation is as follows: 

LogE(Yi,z)=(β0+Uz)+β1PMz,t+β2O3z,t +β3NO2z,t +β4Pi,t+β5Ci,t +β6Wz,t+s(t). 
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Where Yi,z is the outcome (i.e., diabetes) of person i, in ZIP code z; β0 is a fixed intercept, and uz 

is a random intercept per  ZIP code z; PMz,t is the annual mean PM2.5 associated with ZIP code z 

in year t; O3z,t is the warm-season average O3 associated with ZIP code z in year t; NO2z,t is the 

annual mean NO2 associated with ZIP code z in year t; Pi,t are the person's individual 

confounders that do not vary over time (race, and sex); Ci,t are the person's individual 

confounders that do vary over time (age, Medicaid insurance); Wz,t are spatial and temporal 

confounders that vary between ZIP codes and over time (winter and summer mean temperature, 

median household income, median house value, population density, percent population with no 

high school diploma, and percent blacks); and s(t) is a penalized spline for the year of study. 

Secondary analyses 

First, to explore the possibility of nonlinear associations, we repeated the models while grouping 

the exposures into four quartiles and treating the lowest quartile as a reference. Second, to assess 

the effect of air pollution concentrations below the national ambient air quality standards 

(NAAQS), we have restricted the data only to ZIP codes in which the air pollution level has not 

exceeded the annual PM2.5 and NO2 standards during the study period (12 µg/m3 and 53 ppb 

respectively) (19). To approximate the O3 NAAQS, we also restricted the data to ZIP codes in 

which warm-season O3 levels did not exceed 70 ppb during the study period.  

To identify potential modification by sex and race, we repeated the model in the restricted 

sample, including interaction terms between each of the three air pollutants and sex or race. If 

interaction terms were significant, we ran stratified models to obtain the effect estimates of the 

three pollutants among men, women, whites, blacks, and other races. 

Sensitivity analyses 
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The exclusion of individuals who are not enrolled in the FFS, part A, and Part B programs can 

potentially induce a selection bias in the study. Biased results can also occur due to competing 

mortality risk. To avoid selection bias, we used inverse probability weights. Probabilities of 

enrollment in the cohort and probability of not dying were modeled, accounting for the subjects' 

age, sex, race, Medicaid eligibility, and the ZIP code population density, percent population 

under the poverty line, percent population without a high school diploma, percent black and 

Hispanic population. We calculated the weight by multiplying the inverse probability of 

enrolling in the three programs with the inverse probability of being alive. We then repeated the 

models incorporating the weights.  

Results for all the analyses are presented as incidence rate ratios (IRR) and 95% confidence 

intervals (CI) Per interquartile range (IQR) increase in exposures. 

RESULTS 

We have included 264,869,458 person-years of 41,780,637 people. The mean age was 

approximately 76 years, 60% were women, and 90% were white. We observed 10,024,879 

diabetes cases (3.8% of person-years) (Table 1). The survival time from entering our cohort to 

diabetes diagnosis ranged from 1 to 17 years, with a median of 3 years.  The mean and IQR 

values of the air pollutants were as follows: PM2.5 10.1 µg/m3 (4.2 µg/m3), O3 43.2 ppb (7.0 

ppb), and NO2 18.9 ppb (13.7 ppb). The correlation between the exposures was low to moderate 

(Supplementary Table 1), with the highest correlation observed between PM2.5 and NO2 

(r=0.44). 

We observed a statistically significant increased risk for diabetes, associated with IQR increase 

in annual mean PM2.5 exposure (IRR 1.005, 95% CI 1.004; 1.006) and IQR increase in annual 

mean NO2 exposure (IRR 1.185, 95% CI 1.184; 1.187). Warm-season O3 exposure was 
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negatively associated with diabetes risk (IRR=0.996, 95% CI 0.995: 0.997). When exploring the 

possibility of nonlinear associations, we found increased diabetes risk associated with all three 

air pollutants in the 2nd and 3rd quartiles of exposure (compared to the lowest quartile). For PM2.5 

and warm-months O3, exposure in the highest quartile was not associated with increased diabetes 

risk. For NO2, we observed larger effects in higher exposure quartiles (Table 2).   

About 40% of the ZIP codes (15601/38921) never experienced PM2.5, NO2, or O3 pollution 

levels higher than the national ambient air quality standards during the study period. As seen in 

Figure 1, ZIP codes excluded in this analysis were mostly located in the mid-west, southeast, 

and mid-Atlantic U.S. regions. In this restricted data, we still observed a statistically significant 

increase in diabetes risk associated with IQR increases in annual PM2.5 (IRR=1.048, 95% CI 

1.045;1.051), warm-months O3 (IRR=1.016, 95% CI 1.015; 1.018), and annual NO2 (IRR=1.040, 

95% CI 1.037; 1.043) (Figure 2). 

We found a significant interaction between sex and warm-months O3 (interaction p value<0.001) 

or annual NO2 (interaction p value<0.001), with larger effects among women (IRR=1.022, 95% 

CI 1.020; 1.024 and IRR=1.045, 95% CI 1.041; 1.049, respectively) compared to men 

(IRR=1.009, 95% CI 1.007; 1.011 and IRR=1.037, 95% CI 1.032; 1.042, respectively). The 

interaction with annual PM2.5 was not statistically significant (interaction p value=0.140). We 

also found a significant interaction between the three pollutants and race (p<0.001 for all). 

Annual PM2.5 effects were stronger among whites, the warm-months O3 effect was stronger 

among blacks and other races, and annual NO2 effects were equally stronger among blacks and 

whites compared to other races (Figure 1). We observed similar trends in stratified analyses in 

the main analytical data (not restricted to lower air pollution levels) (Supplementary Table 2).  
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Supplementary Table 3 shows the baseline characteristics of those included and excluded from 

the cohort. Person-years included in the cohort were of older people. In addition, the proportion 

of whites and women was larger, and the proportion of death was much smaller. We conducted a 

sensitivity analysis and repeated the models, including inverse probability weights, to account for 

the probability of being enrolled in the cohort and alive. Results of the sensitivity analysis were 

very similar to the results found in the main analysis (Supplementary Table 4). 

DISCUSSION 

In a large, national cohort, we found evidence of increased risk for diabetes incidence associated 

with air pollution exposures, even when restricting the data to exposure levels below the national 

ambient air quality standards set by the U.S. EPA. We found nonlinear associations between the 

air pollutants and diabetes: PM2.5 and warm-months O3 effects were stronger in lower 

concentrations, and NO2 effects were stronger in higher pollution concentrations.  

T2DM is characterized by high blood glucose levels and increased insulin resistance leading to 

vascular damage and metabolic dysfunctions (20). A growing body of literature links ambient air 

pollution exposure to diabetes risk, as concluded in many systematic reviews in recent years (5-

9). Different mechanisms were proposed to explain the links between air pollution exposure and 

T2DM. Oxidative stress is considered a major pathway to this association (3). PM exposure is 

associated with oxidative stress, which can lead to lipid peroxidation, reduction of antioxidants, 

and activation of pro-inflammatory processes (21, 22). These, in turn, have a major role in the 

development and progression of metabolic syndrome and diabetes in particular (23, 24). Another 

suggested pathway is PM-induced mitochondrial dysfunction, which decreases brown adipose 

tissue (25). Since stimulated brown adipose tissue regulates glucose homeostasis and insulin 

resistance using glucose and free fatty acids during thermogenesis (26, 27), this may 
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systematically interfere with glucose metabolism and insulin sensitivity. Studies also found 

indications of oxidative stress and mitochondrial disfunction following NO2 and O3 exposure 

(28-31). 

Finally, air pollution exposure may increase insulin resistance through alteration of endothelial 

function (32). The resulting “endothelial dysfunction” promotes vasodilation, fibrinolysis, and 

anti-platelet aggregation. Nitric oxide (NO) is a major contributor to the processes that lead to 

endothelial dysfunction. Chronic hyperglycemia from diabetes leads to an impairment of NO 

production and activity. Endothelial cells undergo apoptosis and are released into the 

bloodstream. These changes promote arterial denudation, which triggers atherosclerotic 

processes (22) and impaired insulin signaling (33).  

In agreement with these experimental studies, recent epidemiological studies found associations 

between air pollution exposure and markers of potential underlying pathways of this association: 

such as lower insulin sensitivity (34), higher fasting glucose (34, 35), Homeostatic Model 

Assessment for Insulin Resistance (HOMA-IR) (34), and lipids levels (36). 

Our study was focused on three principal air pollutants linked to cardiometabolic health: PM2.5, 

O3, and NO2. PM2.5 are fine inhalable particles, smaller than 2.5 micrometers, comprising a 

mixture of solids and liquids. Particulate air pollution is defined by its size, and the toxicity of 

the particles may vary depending on the source. NO2 is an air pollutant that originates mostly 

from traffic and high-temperature combustion processes (37). O3 at the ground level is formed 

naturally and following a chemical reaction - where air pollutants emitted from sources such as 

traffic, industry, and wildfires (i.e., nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds) react with 

sunlight and organic gases, principally from vegetation (37, 38).  
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The Clean Air Act was last amended in 1990 and requires the U.S. EPA to set national ambient 

air quality standards that mitigate any harmful consequences of air pollution to human health and 

the environment (19). An independent committee of experts reviews these standards every five 

years, determining whether current standards adequately achieve this goal based on the 

accumulating scientific evidence.  

We limited our study sample to ZIP codes with lower air pollution levels to simulate a scenario 

where air pollution levels never exceeded thresholds considered safe. The major findings of our 

study are the nonlinear associations and the harmful air pollution effects observed even from 

levels below the national ambient air quality standards set by the EPA. Paul et al. (39) have 

found similar dose-response functions when studying the effects of air pollution exposure on 

diabetes mortality. Like our findings, they observed greater diabetes mortality risks in lower 

PM2.5 and O3 exposures and higher NO2 exposure. They additionally found greater PM2.5 effects 

on diabetes incidence risk in lower pollution concentrations. In support of our findings, they too 

concluded that there is no safe threshold for NO2 exposure, and even lower exposure levels were 

associated with increased diabetes mortality risk.  

The primary ambient air quality standards aim to protect public health, emphasizing vulnerable 

populations (19). Our study shows that women are more susceptible to the effects of gaseous air 

pollutants (i.e., O3 and NO2). This higher vulnerability to air pollution-induced diabetes among 

women was documented in several studies (39-42). It may be attributed to sex-related 

physiological differences in inflammatory processes, different lifestyles, and activity habits (40). 

In some cultures, and populations, women also tend to work closer to home and spend more time 

at the house, which leads to lower exposure measurement error and smaller bias in the effect 

estimates (43).    
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Individuals from racial minorities have been found to be more vulnerable to air pollution 

cardiometabolic effects in several studies (44-46). For example, a community-based prospective 

cohort in the U.S. found worse cardiometabolic effects (i.e., glucose levels, arterial endothelial 

function, and cardiovascular events) associated with exposure to PM2.5 among blacks compared 

to whites (45). This evidence of racial disparities may be attributed to higher exposure levels 

among minority populations. The net effect of the long history of housing segregation in the U.S. 

may be to subject certain populations to disproportionate levels of air pollutants creating health 

disparities in turn. The significantly higher PM2.5 and NO2 exposures among African American 

and LatinX subjects compared to white subjects have been documented in several studies (47, 

48). In addition, these air pollution disparities can also be further magnified by limited access to 

health care and resources which is more common in predominantly minority neighborhoods (46).  

In our study, non-white populations were more vulnerable to ozone but not to PM2.5 or NO2 

exposures. These results are not consistent with other studies which find racial minorities to be 

more vulnerable to air pollution exposure. In our data, racial minorities were more likely to be 

excluded for not enrolled in the FFS, part A, and Part B programs (Supplementary Table 3). 

This differential selection into the study by race might have biased the interaction analysis 

results.   

Population differences between people included and excluded from the cohort are the major 

limitation of this study. This is a limitation of all studies that analyze claims data of the Medicare 

cohort. To ensure this limitation did not introduce a selection bias into our study, we added a 

sensitivity analysis and repeated our models, including inverse probability weights. The 

inference did not change, suggesting that our results were not biased due to differential 

probabilities of enrollment or death. Another limitation of our study is the computational 
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challenge of analyzing big data, which did not allow us to explore nonlinearity with smoothed 

functions of exposures. We, therefore, explored nonlinearity by aggregating exposures into 

quartiles. Since we observed positive, stronger effects in lower concentrations for most 

exposures, we focused our secondary interaction analyses in ZIP codes with air pollution levels 

lower than the national ambient air quality standards set by the U.S. EPA. Finally, like other air 

pollution studies, we might have had exposure misclassification error. However, the use of 

highly spatiotemporally resolved exposure models reduces this error.  

In conclusion, assessing the simultaneous effects of particulate and gaseous air pollutants in a 

national cohort, we found increased diabetes risk associated with air pollution exposure. The 

observed effects remained when restricting the data to exposure levels below the national 

ambient air quality standards.  For ozone and PM2.5, the effects were even stronger in lower 

levels of exposure.  Finally, we found evidence of larger vulnerability among women.  Since 

current studies of the link between air pollution and diabetes are scarce and often limited in 

quality or sample size (49), this national study may add robust evidence important for inferring 

the causal link between air pollution exposure and the development of diabetes. 
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Table 1. Population characteristics (264,869,458 person years) 

 

Population characteristics Summary statistics 

Individual characteristics  

Age, Mean (S.D.)     75.97 (7.7) 

Female sex, n (%) 158,138,886 (59.7)  

Race, n (%)  

White 238,995,206 (90.2)  

Black  14,986,036 (5.7)  

Other  10,888,216 (4.1)  

Medicaid insurance, n (%)  24,986,082 (9.4)  

Diabetes, n (%)  10,024,879 (3.8)  

Hypertension, n (%)  96,411,807 (36.4)  

Ischemic heart disease, n (%)  57,842,331 (21.8)  

Death, n (%) 

ZIP code characteristics 

  1,125,608 (0.4)  

Percent poverty, Mean (SD)      0.1 (0.1) 

Population density, Mean (SD)   2,650.1 (7,854.1) 

Median house value, Mean (SD) 195,301.5 (159,465.5) 

Percent black population, Mean (SD)      0.1 (0.2) 

Median household income, Mean (SD)  53,618.0 (22,608.6) 

Percent black population, Mean (SD)      0.3 (0.1) 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 14, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.09.21263282doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.09.21263282
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 2. The association between air pollution and diabetes: results of Poisson survival models. 

 

Model Exposure IRR (95% CI) P value 

Model 1 PM2.5 1.005 (1.004; 1.006) <0.001 

 Warm-months O3 0.996 (0.995; 0.997) <0.001 

 NO2 1.185 (1.184; 1.187) <0.001 

    

Model 2 PM2.5   

 Q1 (<8.9 µg/m3) Reference  

 Q2 (8.9-10.8 µg/m3) 1.006 (1.004; 1.007) <0.001 

 Q3 (10.9-13.0 µg/m3) 1.001 (0.999; 1.003) 0.176 

 Q4 (≥13.1 µg/m3) 0.993 (0.991; 0.996) <0.001 

 

 Warm-months O3   

 Q1 (<40 ppb) Reference  

 Q2 (40-43.4 ppb) 1.053 (1.051; 1.055) <0.001 

 Q3 (43.5-47.2 ppb) 1.030 (1.028; 1.032) <0.001 

 Q4 (≥47.3 ppb) 0.987 (0.985; 0.989) <0.001 

 

 NO2   

 Q1 (<12.6 ppb) Reference  

 Q2 (12.6-19.2 ppb) 1.090 (1.088; 1.092) <0.001 

 Q3 (19.3-28.5 ppb) 1.229 (1.227;1.232) <0.001 

 Q4 (≥28.6 ppb) 1.424 (1.421; 1.428) <0.001 

 

Table 2 shows the results of two Poisson survival models analyzing the effects of annual fine 

particulate matter (PM2.5), warm-months ozone (O3), and annual nitrogen dioxide (NO2) on 

diabetes risk simultaneously. In model 1, we treated the exposures as linear. In model 2, we 

grouped the exposures into quartiles and compared each quartile to the lowest quartile. Each 

model was adjusted for age, race, sex, Medicaid insurance, annual ZIP code means of summer 

and winter temperature, and annual ZIP code level sociodemographic variables (population 

density, percent below poverty line, percent black population, median household income, median 

house value, and percent population with no high school diploma). Each model also includes a 

random intercept for each ZIP code and a spline function of year.  

 

IRR=Incidence rate ratio; Q=quartile 
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Figure 1. The ZIP codes included in the analysis limited to ZIP codes in which annual PM2.5, warm-

season O3, and NO2 levels never exceeded the Environmental Protection Agency’s annual national 

ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) over the study period. 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
ZIP codes included in the analysis are colored in black. ZIP codes excluded from the analysis are colored 

in gray.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 14, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.09.21263282doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.09.21263282
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Figure 2. The simultaneous effect of low-levels PM2.5, warm-months O3, and NO2 exposure 

on diabetes incidence. 

 

Figure 2 shows the results of Poisson survival models analyzing the effects of annual fine 

particulate matter (PM2.5), warm-months ozone (O3), and annual nitrogen dioxide (NO2) on 

diabetes occurrence risk simultaneously. All models were restricted to ZIP code in which the 

annual exposures levels have never exceeded the national ambient air quality standards (i.e., 

PM2.5<12 µg/m3, NO2<35 ppb, and O3<70 ppb). We present the main results and results obtained 

from models stratified by sex (men or women) and race (white, black, or other). Each model was 

adjusted for age, Medicaid insurance, annual ZIP code means of summer and winter temperature, 

and annual ZIP code level sociodemographic variables (population density, percent below 

poverty line, percent black population, median household income, median house value, and 

percent population with no high school diploma). Each model also includes a random intercept 

for each ZIP code and a spline function of year. We added adjustment for sex only in models 

stratified by race and vice versa. 
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