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Introduction: Experiences of discrimination and bias in health care contribute to health 

disparities for LGBTQ+ and other minority populations. To avoid discrimination, many 

LGBTQ+ people go to great lengths to find healthcare providers who they trust and are 

knowledgeable about their health needs. This study examines whether access to an LGBTQ+ 

affirming provider may improve health outcomes for LGBTQ+ populations across a range of 

preventive health and chronic disease management outcomes. 

Methods: This cross-sectional study uses Poisson regression models to examine original survey 

data (n=1,120) from Wave 1 of the Vanderbilt University Social Networks, Aging, and Policy 

Study (VUSNAPS), a panel study examining older (50�76 years) LGBTQ+ adults’ health and 

aging, collected between April 2020 and September 2021. 

Results: Overall, access to an LGBTQ+ affirming provider is associated with greater uptake of 

preventive health screenings and improved management of mental health conditions among older 

LGBTQ+ adults. Compared to participants reporting a usual source of care that is not affirming, 

participants with an LGBTQ+ affirming provider are more likely to have ever and recently 

received several types of preventive care, including past year provider visit, flu shot, colorectal 

cancer screening, and HIV test. Access to an LGBTQ+ affirming provider is also associated with 

better management of mental health conditions. 

Conclusions: Inclusive care is essential for reducing health disparities among LGBTQ+ 

populations. Health systems can reduce disparities by expanding education opportunities for 

providers regarding LGBTQ+ medicine, adopting nondiscrimination policies for LGBTQ+ 

patients and employees, and ensuring LGBTQ+ care is included in health insurance coverage. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Up to one-third of lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer (LGBTQ+) Americans avoid 

seeing a doctor for fear of discrimination.1,2 Others go to great lengths to find healthcare 

providers who they trust, will affirm their identities, and are knowledgeable about their health 

needs.3–6 This study examines the association of access to LGBTQ+ affirming health care with 

lifetime and timely receipt of preventive health screenings and chronic diseases management 

outcomes among older LGBTQ+ adults. 

 

While there are no uniform standards for assessing what constitutes LGBTQ+ affirming clinical 

care, previous work suggests that there are 2 key domains: (1) clinical competence, such as 

understanding specific health needs among LGBTQ+ individuals, and (2) cultural competence, 

which includes respectful communication and interaction with LGBTQ+ individuals.7–11 

Researchers operationalize LGBTQ+ affirming care at multiple levels (Figure 1), including at the 

interpersonal level (e.g., during the patient encounter), the institutional level (e.g., the presence 

of nondiscrimination policies), and the structural level (e.g., laws or rules regulating the 

provision of gender affirming care). Most research focuses on interpersonal barriers to receiving 

affirming care, such as disclosure of sexual orientation or gender identity to providers.12–19 

LGBTQ patients may also experience barriers to accessing affirming care, including lack of 

insurance or distance to an LGBTQ+ affirming provider.5,6 

 

There are several potential benefits of receiving care from an LGBTQ+ affirming provider. 

Broadly, affirming care environments may improve health outcomes for LGBTQ+ patients by 

promoting engagement and retention in care, more timely preventive screenings, provider trust, 
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uptake of provider recommendations, earlier diagnoses, and more open conversations about 

needs and concerns. As evidence of this, HIV-negative gay and bisexual men with LGBTQ+ 

affirming providers are more likely to have ever tested for HIV and to be aware of current HIV 

prevention strategies such as Undetectable = Untransmitable.20 At the institutional level, patients 

report higher satisfaction when health systems are LGBTQ+ affirming regardless of sexual 

orientation or gender identity.21 Affirming care practices and explicit nondiscrimination policies 

may also allow for greater involvement of partners and caregivers in contexts like cancer care, 

where patients have concerns about disclosing their LGBTQ identity and bringing their partner 

to appointments.22–24 

 

Conversely, when patients do not feel comfortable disclosing or are not asked19 about their 

sexual orientation, gender identity, or sexual behavior, this can lead to inattention to health needs 

and missed diagnostic screenings.17,18,25–27 Gay and bisexual men who do not disclose their 

sexual orientation to their primary provider are less likely to receive HIV and other STI tests and 

hepatitis vaccinations.12,28–30 The lack of affirming care options for sexual minorities and 

transgender people can also lead to healthcare fragmentation, where individuals seek care outside 

of primary care contexts because of gaps in provider knowledge, greater comfort with 

community providers, or expectations of discrimination.31,32 Finally, experiences of disrespect 

toward a patient’s partner are not uncommon in healthcare settings33 and may decrease partner 

involvement in care decisions.22–24,34 

 

This study focuses on older LGBTQ+ adults aged 50 to 76 years, a cohort that has experienced 

substantial individual, institutional, and structural discrimination throughout their lives. 
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Consistent with accumulated exposure to minority stressors across the life course, health 

disparities by sexual orientation and gender identity are especially pronounced at older ages.35–39 

Experiences of discrimination, stigma, and harassment within healthcare settings reinforce and 

exacerbate health disparities.27,40 By focusing on older adults aged 50 to 76 years, a group that is 

understudied despite high rates of unmet medical needs,41 this study is able to assess both 

lifetime and timely uptake of many preventive cancer screenings that only are recommended 

later in life. 

 

Additionally, by focusing on the U.S. South, where an estimated 35% of LGBTQ+ adults in the 

U.S. live, this study offers insight into how expanding access to LGBTQ+ affirming care might 

intervene in the poorer health trajectories of LGBTQ people in Southern states,42 even as many 

of these states pursue criminalization of gender affirming care and make allowances for 

providers to deny care on the basis of religious belief to LGBTQ+ patients.43 

 

METHODS 

Study Sample 

This study uses survey data from Wave 1 of the Vanderbilt University Social Networks, Aging, 

and Policy Study (VUSNAPS; n=1,256), a panel study examining older LGBTQ+ adults’ health 

and aging, collected between April 2020 and September 2021. Respondents included LGBTQ+ 

adults aged 50 to 76 years residing in Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Tennessee 

recruited via community outreach at LGBTQ+ and senior organizations, events, and paid 

targeted online ads on social media platforms. These states were selected because they reflect the 

diversity of population and policy relevant to LGBTQ+ populations in the U.S. South. The 
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VUSNAPS Wave 1 sample generally reflects the demographic characteristics of the LGBTQ 

population aged 50 to 76 years age for sample states and the U.S. South as measured by the U.S. 

Census Household Pulse Survey (HPS), Phase 3.2, weeks 34�39 (Appendix Table 1).44 

Compared to weighted HPS estimates of demographic characteristics of LGBTQ people in the 

U.S. South, VUSNAPS participants are more educated (71% college degree or higher vs 32% in 

HPS), less likely to identify as bisexual (11% vs 26%), and less likely to identify as 

Latino/Hispanic (1% vs 17%). This study was approved by the Vanderbilt University IRB. 

 

Analyses were restricted to LGBTQ+ individuals with a usual source of care to avoid comparing 

LGBTQ+ affirming care to those without care and to estimate the marginal benefit of having an 

LGBTQ+ affirming provider versus standard care. The analytic sample included 1,120 

respondents, excluding 105 participants who reported the emergency room as their usual source 

of care and 31 respondents who were missing covariate information on education and/or 

household income. 

 

Measures 

Respondents were asked “Do you have an LGBT-affirming health care provider?” with response 

options: “Yes, they are my primary health care provider; Yes, I see them in addition to another 

health care provider; No, I don’t need or want an LGBT-affirming health care provider; No, I 

cannot find an LGBT-affirming health care provider in my area; I don't know; and No answer.” 

Respondents who reported “Yes” were coded as having access to an LGBTQ+ affirming health 

care provider. All others were coded as no. 
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Preventive health outcomes included receipt of timely and lifetime preventive care. Respondents 

were asked if they had “seen a doctor or health care provider” in the past year. Receipt of 

lifetime preventive care was assessed by asking, “Have you ever had any of the following 

preventive care screenings or tests?” including flu shot, breast cancer screening or mammogram 

(participants assigned female at birth [AFAB]), Pap test (participants AFAB), colorectal cancer 

screening or colonoscopy, and HIV test (participants who are HIV negative and identify as 

cisgender male, transgender male, transgender female, or gender non-conforming). If 

respondents indicated ever having 1 or more of these tests, timely receipt was assessed by 

asking, “Have you had any of the following tests or screenings in the last 3 years?”). Although 

screening recommendations vary, the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and the 

U.S. Preventive Services Task Force recommend mammogram screening, cervical cancer 

screening, and HIV testing at least every 3 years for most adults in this sample.45 Colorectal 

cancer screening is recommended for all adults beginning at age 50 years, and then every 5 to 10 

years depending on screening mode and risk factors. Given the age range of the sample, only 

lifetime receipt of colorectal cancer screening is examined. 

 

Chronic disease management was based on measurement of  5 common conditions with elevated 

prevalence among LGBTQ+ populations: high blood pressure, diabetes, any heart condition, any 

respiratory condition, any mental health condition.46,47 Conditional on having a specific health 

condition, respondents were asked: “Is your condition [high blood pressure, diabetes, heart 

condition, respiratory condition, mental health condition] pretty much under control (1) or is it 

still a problem (0)?”). 

 

Statistical Analysis 
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All analyses were conducted using Stata v17. Chi-square and unadjusted Poisson regression were 

used to test bivariate differences in the distributions of responses. For binary outcome variables, 

adjusted prevalence ratios using modified Poisson models with robust error variance were 

estimated.48,49 Adjusted analyses controlled for factors identified in prior research predicting 

LGBTQ healthcare use and access,11 including: age, gender identity, sexual orientation, 

race/ethnicity, education, income, health insurance status, state of residence, whether the 

respondent had seen a doctor or healthcare provider in the past year (except where outcome), and 

the presence of any chronic condition (preventive outcomes only). 

 

RESULTS 

About two-thirds (63%) of respondents had an LGBTQ+ affirming provider. Among the 

remaining one-third of respondents (N=412), a majority (64.3%) indicated that they did not 

know if their provider was affirming, 17.5% indicated that they did not need or want and 

LGBTQ+ affirming provider, and 13.1% could not find one. All respondents reported a usual 

source of care despite not having an LGBTQ+ affirming provider. 

 

Table 1 presents demographic characteristics of the sample by access to an affirming provider. 

There were significant differences in the distribution of access to an LGBTQ+ affirming care 

provider across several demographic characteristics. Most notably, respondents with an 

LGBTQ+ affirming provider were more likely to: be cisgender men (p<0.05) or transgender 

women (p<0.05) than cisgender women; be gay than bisexual (p=0.001); have completed a 

graduate or professional degree than have less than a college degree (p=0.05); be living in North 

Carolina compared with Alabama (p=0.05); and be living with HIV (p<0.001). 
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Table 2 presents adjusted prevalence ratios for the associations among having an LGBTQ+ 

affirming care provider and preventive care and chronic disease management outcomes. 

Compared to respondents receiving standard care, respondents with an LGBTQ+ affirming 

provider were more likely to have ever and recently received several types of preventive care. 

Individuals with an LGBTQ+ affirming provider were 3.8% (95% CI=1.1%, 6.7%, p<0.01) more 

likely to have seen a doctor in the past year, 7.0% (95% CI=0.1%, 14.3%, p<0.05) more likely to 

have ever had a colorectal cancer screening, 6.0% (95% CI=1.2%, 11.1%, p<0.01) more likely to 

have ever had a flu shot, and, 7.8% (95% CI=2.2%, 13.7%, p<0.01) more likely to have had a flu 

shot in the last 3 years. Among those most at risk of HIV, respondents with an affirming provider 

were 13.9% (95% CI=3.8%, 24.9%, p<0.01) more likely to have ever had an HIV test, and 

32.7% (95% CI=7.2%, 64.4%, p<0.01) more likely to have an HIV test in the last 3 years. There 

were no differences in timely or lifetime receipt of Pap test and mammogram screenings among 

participants assigned female at birth. Figure 2 plots adjusted prevalence ratios for all preventive 

care and chronic disease management outcomes. 

 

LGBTQ+ individuals with a mental health condition were 10.8% (95% CI= �1.4%, 24.4%, 

p<0.10) more likely to report their condition “under control” when they had an affirming 

provider versus standard care. There were no significant differences by provider type in the 

likelihood that respondents reported other health conditions as “under control.” 

 

DISCUSSION 
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Access to an LGBTQ+ affirming provider varied across demographic characteristics and was 

associated with receipt of several preventive care outcomes and better patient-reported 

management of mental health conditions. Respondents who had LGBTQ+ affirming healthcare 

provider were more likely to have had a doctor’s visit in the past year, to have ever had a flu 

shot, and to have ever had a colorectal cancer screening compared to LGBTQ+ adults receiving 

standard care. 

 

LGBTQ+ adults with a mental health condition were also more likely to report that their mental 

health condition was under control when they had an affirming provider. This finding is 

consistent with other work showing the benefits of accessing gender affirming care for mental 

health among transgender young people50–53 and adults.54 

 

Notably, those most at risk of HIV were more likely to have ever had an HIV test and more 

likely to have had an HIV test in the last 3 years when they had an LGBTQ+ affirming provider. 

More than half of new HIV infections in the U.S. occur in the South, and people living with HIV 

are more than 3 times more likely to die from the disease compared to the rest of the country.56 

Links between affirming care and HIV prevention outcomes in this and other studies20 help us 

better understand the poorer HIV trajectories of the U.S. South, where LGBTQ patients face a 

dearth of LGBTQ affirming providers55 and are more likely to live in states with laws that deny 

or limit health care for sexual and gender minorities.43 

 

Respondents with an affirming care provider also had higher rates of lifetime receipt of 

colorectal cancer screening, most of which are conducted via colonoscopy.57 While there may be 
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several aspects of affirming care that are relevant to this outcome, related work suggests that 

cultural competency and trust are especially important for acceptability and uptake of invasive 

procedures like colonoscopy among minority populations.58 

 

Although sexual minority women are less likely to be offered a Pap test than heterosexual 

women,59 there were no associations between having an LGBTQ+ affirming provider and 

lifetime or timely receipt of Pap test or mammogram screenings among LGBTQ+ individuals 

AFAB. This is likely explained by several factors. The study does not include information on 

current anatomy; thus, analyses may include individuals for whom these screenings would be 

inappropriate. Patient care and research with transgender and gender diverse populations should 

adopt anatomical inventories in electronic health records and study measures to improve 

accuracy and patient-centeredness of care.60 Additionally, Pap tests and mammograms have 

higher rates of completion compared with other screenings,57 longer lifetime risk exposure (Pap 

test), and higher acceptability compared to HIV tests or colorectal cancer screenings.61–64 

 

There are several behaviors that may promote higher uptake of preventive care and better mental 

health management among individuals with an affirming provider, including the use of visual 

cues, such as a rainbow pin,65 or communicating to cisgender gay and bisexual men that they are 

at elevated risk for developing colorectal cancer.66 LGBTQ+ affirming providers may also 

support patient uptake of invasive procedures by using gender-neutral language when asking 

patients whether they have a spouse or partner who can provide transportation and support 

afterward. By engaging in these varied practices, LGBTQ+ affirming clinicians and institutions 

may allow for earlier diagnoses, more open conversations about patient concerns, and greater 
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patient uptake of provider recommendations. Additionally, among populations where many are 

hesitant or lack trust in their healthcare providers,35,67 retention in care, measured here as having 

had a recent visit to a usual source of care, is a major achievement. 

 

Health systems should prioritize LGBTQ+ inclusive best practices to achieve health equity for 

LGBTQ+ populations. Best practices identified by the American Medical Association include 

the visible display of information and images that reflect and center LGBTQ identities and health 

concerns, and the collection of sexual orientation and gender identity on patient intake forms.68,69 

In addition, institutions should adopt higher level policy statements on nondiscrimination of 

LGBTQ patients and employees; provide gender-neutral restroom facilities; engage openly with 

LGBT referral networks and identify LGBT-specific competencies on institution websites; 

develop protocols to support to LGBTQ physicians, staff , and patients who encounter 

antagonistic patients in clinical spaces; and expand formal continuing medical education (CME) 

offerings and staff development trainings on inclusive language use, LGBTQ+ identities, family 

structures, behaviors, and health needs beyond sexual health.70–73 In general, physicians and 

nurses have few or no reservations about providing care to LGBTQ+ populations; however, they 

often feel unprepared to support LGBTQ+ patients across a range of health needs (emergency 

medicine, cancer care, dementia care, palliative care, etc.) given limited engagement with 

LGBTQ+ health in medical curricula,74–79 even when they also identify as LGBT.33 These 

changes will be a first step toward improving LGBTQ+ engagement with preventive services, 

reducing healthcare fragmentation, and ensuring the opportunity of access to all members of the 

LGBTQ+ community. 
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Longer-term, health systems can improve training and retention opportunities for LGBTQ+ 

health professionals by updating nondiscrimination policies to explicitly include sexual 

orientation and gender identity, and expanding fellowship and residency opportunities in 

LGBTQ+ health and medicine. Despite improvements since the 1990s, LGBT physicians 

continue to experience discrimination in the workplace, are denied referrals from colleagues, and 

witness discrimination against LGBT employees, patients, and patients’ partners.33 Physician 

workforce diversity matters for patient outcomes and reducing health disparities. Rigorous 

studies demonstrate that having a gender- or race-match between doctors and patients reduces 

mortality and adverse outcomes in hospital settings, increases uptake of preventive care, and 

increases patient satisfaction.80,58,81,82 While not all LGBTQ+ patients may need or want to 

access an LGBTQ+ provider, LGBTQ+ health disparities may be improved by increasing 

training opportunities in LGBTQ+ medicine and for LGBTQ+ physicians, and by decreasing 

experiences of discrimination on the job that threaten retention of LGBTQ+ health 

professionals.33 

 

Limitations 

While this study offers critical insight into potential benefits associated with access to an 

LGBTQ+ affirming provider for older LGBTQ+ adults in the U.S. South, there were some 

limitations. First, the item asking whether respondents had an LGBTQ+ affirming provider did 

not include a definition or example. LGBTQ+ adults may have had different perceptions of what 

“affirming” means in the context of health care. Future work should examine how patients 

identify whether their provider is culturally and clinically competent in LGBTQ+ health needs. 
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Second, while the VUSNAPS sample broadly reflects the characteristics of older LGBTQ+ 

adults in the U.S. South, the sample underrepresents the experiences of racial/ethnic minority, 

bisexual, and less educated members of the LGBTQ+ community who are often more likely to 

experience discrimination or erasure across multiple minority statuses, live in geographic 

locations with fewer affirming providers, and experience higher barriers to accessing care 

overall.59,83,84 

 

Finally, data collection overlapped with the earliest period of the COVID-19 pandemic. The 

study mitigated the effects of the pandemic by measuring preventive care outcomes in the last 3 

years to capture utilization prior to the onset of the pandemic. However, pandemic-related 

healthcare delays or restrictions may have still disrupted some preventive care. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

Expanding access to LGBTQ+ affirming providers across the health system may help narrow 

disparities in morbidity for LGBTQ+ older adults and intervene in the poorer health trajectories 

of LGBTQ people in many Southern states. To increase access to LGBTQ+ affirming providers, 

medical education and healthcare systems must expand formal and continuing education 

opportunities around LGBTQ+ medicine and adopt best practices for LGBTQ+ affirming care. 
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Figure 1. Theoretical model of LGBTQ+ affirming care. 

 

LGBTQ+, lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer; DEI, diversity, equity, and inclusion. 

 

Figure 2. Adjusted prevalence ratios of preventive care and chronic disease management 

outcomes by access to LGBTQ+ affirming provider. 

 

Note: * p<.10 **p<.05 ***p<.01. LGBTQ+, lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer. 

Source: Vanderbilt University Social Network, Aging, and Policy Study (VUSNAPS), Wave I 

(N=1,120).  
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Table 1. Sample Demographic Characteristics by Provider LGBTQ+ Affirming Status 
  By access to an LGBTQ+ affirming provider 
 Overall No, non-LGBTQ+ 

affirming 
Yes, LGBTQ+ 

affirming 
 

Demographic characteristic Number 
(column %) 

Number 
(row %) 

Number 
(row %) 

p-value 

Gender identity    <0.001 
Cisgender man 617 (55.1) 210 (34.0) 407 (66.0)  
Cisgender woman 424 (37.9) 186 (43.9) 238 (56.1)  
Transgender womana 31 (2.8) 4 (12.9) 27 (87.1)  
Transgender manb 24 (2.1) 4 (16.7) 20 (83.3)  
Transgender/Nonbinary/Gender nonconformingc 24 (2.1) 8 (33.3) 16 (66.7)  

Sexual orientation*    <0.001 
Lesbian or gay 968 (86.4) 336 (34.7) 632 (65.3)  
Bisexual 119 (10.6) 60 (50.4) 59 (49.6)  
Not lesbian, gay, or bisexual 33 (2.9) 16 (48.5) 17 (51.5)  

Race and ethnicity    ns 
White 973 (86.9) 345 (35.5) 628 (64.5)  
Black 83 (7.4) 38 (45.8) 45 (54.2)  
Asian, Hispanic, Multiracial, or Other 64 (5.7) 29 (45.3) 35 (54.7)  

Education    <0.001 
Less than college 310 (27.7) 139 (44.8) 171 (55.2)  
College degree 353 (31.5) 137 (38.8) 216 (61.2)  
Grad/Professional degree 457 (40.8) 136 (29.8) 321 (70.2)  

Household income    <0.001 
<$45,000 292 (26.1) 128 (43.8) 164 (56.2)  
$45,000�$74,999 263 (23.5) 105 (39.9) 158 (60.1)  
$75,000�$12,999 302 (27.0) 114 (37.7) 188 (62.3)  
>$125,000 263 (23.5) 65 (24.7) 198 (75.3)  

State of residency    <0.01 
Alabama 202 (18.0) 94 (46.5) 108 (53.5)  
North Carolina 322 (28.7) 97 (30.1) 225 (69.9)  
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Tennessee 351 (31.3) 129 (36.8) 222 (63.2)  
Georgia 245 (21.9) 92 (37.6) 153 (62.4)  

Health insurance    <0.05 
No 45 (4.0) 24 (53.3) 21 (46.7)  
Yes 1,075.00 (96.0) 388 (36.1) 687 (63.9)  

HIV status    <0.001 
Negative or don’t know 987 (88.1) 396 (40.1) 591 (59.9)  
Positive 133 (11.9) 16 (12.0) 117 (88.0)  

Any chronic disease    <0.05 
None 140 (12.5) 62 (44.3) 78 (55.7)  
1 or more 980 (87.5) 350 (35.7) 630 (64.3)  

Total 1,120.00 (100.0) 412 (100.0) 708 (100.0)  
Note: Boldface indicates statistical significance. *p<0.1, **p<0.05, ***p<.01 LGBTQ+, lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and 
queer; ns, nonsignificant. 
aGender identity was assessed using multiple domains, including current gender identity (multiple selection allowed), sex assigned at 
birth, a direct “are you transgender?” item, and, for transgender and other gender diverse respondents, daily presentation (man, 
woman, both, neither). Respondents are coded as transgender women when they identify as transgender and as a woman and were 
assigned male at birth. 
bRespondents are coded as transgender men when they identify as transgender and as a man and were assigned female at birth. 
cRespondents are coded as transgender nonbinary/gender nonconforming when they identify as transgender or nonbinary or gender 
nonconforming and do not also identify as a cisgender man or cisgender woman. 
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Table 2. Unadjusted Prevalence of Preventive Care and Chronic Disease Management Outcomes by Provider LGBTQ+ Affirming 
Status 
 Access to an LGBTQ+ affirming 

care provider 
  

 Overall No, non-
LGBTQ+ 
affirming 

Yes, LGBTQ+ 
affirming 

APR (95% CI) Sample 
size 

Outcomes of interest Number (%) Number (%) Number (%) 
Preventive care      

Seen provider, past year*** a 1,081 (96.5) 386 (93.7) 695 (98.2) 1.038 (1.011, 1.067) 1,120 
Flu shot, lifetime** b 999 (89.2) 347 (84.2) 652 (92.1) 1.060 (1.012, 1.111) 1,120 
Flu shot, timely*** 960 (85.7) 328 (79.6) 632 (89.3) 1.078 (1.022, 1.137) 1,120 
Colorectal, lifetime** 884 (78.9) 304 (73.8) 580 (81.9) 1.070 (1.001, 1.143) 1,120 
HIV test, lifetime*** c 440 (78.2) 154 (73.3) 286 (81) 1.139 (1.038, 1.249) 563 
HIV test, timely*** 245 (43.5) 80 (38.1) 165 (46.7) 1.327 (1.072, 1.644) 563 
Mammogram, lifetime d 428 (93.2) 180 (93.3) 248 (93.2) 0.994 (0.941, 1.051) 459 
Mammogram, timely 374 (81.5) 153 (79.3) 221 (83.1) 1.034 (0.946, 1.130) 459 
Pap test, lifetime 400 (87.1) 171 (88.6) 229 (86.1) 0.971 (0.903, 1.044) 459 
Pap test, timely 269 (58.6) 118 (61.1) 151 (56.8) 0.912 (0.777, 1.070) 459 

Chronic disease management      
Mental health condition* 386 (73) 126 (65.3) 260 (77.4) 1.108 (0.986, 1.244) 529 
Blood pressure 550 (91.8) 203 (89.4) 347 (93.3) 1.035 (0.979, 1.095) 599 
Diabetes 175 (73.8) 72 (75) 103 (73) 0.979 (0.826, 1.159) 237 
Heart condition 144 (88.3) 65 (90.3) 79 (86.8) 1.019 (0.902, 1.152) 163 
Respiratory condition 211 (86.1) 87 (82.9) 124 (88.6) 0.998 (0.896, 1.112) 245 
Arthritis or rheumatism 169 (50) 69 (50) 100 (50) 0.957 (0.759, 1.207) 338 

Note: Data come from Wave I VUSNAPS (R01AG063771). Boldface indicates statistical significance. *p<0.1, **p<0.05, ***p<.01 
LGBTQ+, lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer; ns, nonsignificant. Number is the raw count and % is the raw proportion. 
APR is the adjusted Prevalence Ratio adjusting for gender identity, race and ethnicity, sexual orientation, age, household income, 
education, state of residency and insurance status. 
aAll preventive care outcomes with the exception of HIV testing outcomes were adjusted for having any chronic condition, including 
high blood pressure or hypertension, diabetes or high blood sugar, heart attack or coronary heart disease, asthma, arthritis or 
rheumatism, a mental health condition, cancer, stroke, or HIV. 
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bAll preventive and chronic disease management outcomes besides seeing a doctor in the last year were adjusted for having seen a 
doctor in the last year. 
cHIV testing outcomes were restricted to cisgender men, transgender men, transgender women, and gender non- conforming 
individuals. 
dMammogram and Pap test outcomes were restricted to participants assigned female at birth. 
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Appendix Table 1. Comparison of VUSNAPS Sample Characteristics with Census Household 
Pulse Survey Estimates for LGBT Adults Aged 50-76 in 2021. 
US Census Household Pulse Survey, Weeks 34-39 
 VUSNAPS 

Wave 1 
 
South 

 
diff 

Sample 
States only 

 
National 

Gender      
Male 0.5470 0.5394 -0.0076 0.5014 0.5459 
Female 0.3798 0.3915 0.0117 0.3895 0.3862 
Transgender 0.0629 0.0575 -0.0054 0.0897 0.0580 
None of these 0.0104 0.0116 0.0012 0.0193 0.0099 
Sexual Orientation      
Gay or lesbian 0.8591 0.6232 -0.2359 0.5581 0.6202 
Straight 0.0080 0.0643 0.0563 0.0864 0.0588 
Bisexual 0.1091 0.2584 0.1493 0.2731 0.2829 
Something else 0.2070 0.0198 -0.1872 0.0494 0.0180 
I don't know 0.0032 0.0334 0.0302 0.0329 0.0189 
Age      
50-54 0.2158 0.2433 0.0275 0.1921 0.2176 
55-59 0.3392 0.2777 -0.0615 0.3094 0.2986 
60-64 0.2205 0.1956 -0.0249 0.2013 0.2000 
65-69 0.1481 0.1803 0.0322 0.1794 0.1652 
70-74 0.0709 0.0774 0.0065 0.0805 0.0938 
75-76 0.0056 0.0258 0.0202 0.0373 0.0249 
Race      
White only 0.8615 0.6636 -0.1979 0.6139 0.6689 
African American/Black only 0.0796 0.1143 0.0347 0.1691 0.0914 
Latino/Hispanic 0.0104 0.1694 0.1590 0.1406 0.1578 
Asian only 0.0040 0.0143 0.0103 0.0147 0.0315 
Other/Multiracial 0.0446 0.0384 -0.0062 0.0318 0.0504 
Education      
High school or less 0.0537 0.3873 0.3336 0.4505 0.3515 
Some college/AA 0.2384 0.2931 0.0547 0.2629 0.2945 
College degree 0.3157 0.1572 -0.1585 0.1184 0.1640 
Graduate degree 0.3922 0.1624 -0.2298 0.1682 0.1899 
Marital Status      
Married 0.4307 0.4112 -0.0195 0.4000 0.4202 
Widowed 0.0358 0.0623 0.0265 0.0652 0.0496 
Divorced 0.1513 0.1829 0.0316 0.2095 0.1694 
Separated 0.0183 0.0306 0.0123 0.0173 0.0313 
Never married 0.3639 0.3131 -0.0508 0.3080 0.3294 
Note: Census Household Pulse Survey (HPS) estimates incorporate data from Phase 3.2, Weeks 
34 to 39, which covers the period of July 21, 2021, to October 11, 2021. We pool HPS data to 
account for smaller sample sizes among older adults and LGBTQ populations in the Southern US 
Census Region. Sample states include Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Tennessee. For 
estimation purposes, the HPS sample is limited to older adults aged 50-76 at time of interview 
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who are cisgender and lesbian, gay, or bisexual, or who are transgender and any sexual 
orientation. Transgender includes individuals who self-identify their gender as "transgender" and 
any individual whose sex assigned at birth is different from their current gender identity. 
Estimates exclude individuals who report their sexual orientation as "Something Else or "Don't 
Know" who are not transgender. Differences between the VUSNAPS sample and estimates from 
HPS for Southern states of +/- 10 percentage points or more are bolded. 
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