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Abstract (247/ 250)

Background: The COVID-19 pandemic has worsened pre-existing vulnerabilities among older
Syrian refugees in Lebanon, potentially impacting their mental health. This study aimed to identify
predictors of poor mental health amongst older Syrian refugeesliving in Lebanon during the
pandemic.

Methods: This study used repeated cross-sectional data from a multi-wave telephone survey
(September 2020-March 2022). It was conducted among Syrian refugees aged 50 years or older from
households that received assistance from a humanitarian organization. Poor mental health was defined
as aMental Health Inventory-5 score of 60 or less. Itstrend over time was assessed using growth
curve model; and, its predictors were identified using wave one data, through backwards stepwise
logistic regression. The model’ s internal validation was conducted using bootstrapping.

Findings. There were 3,229 participants (median age=56 [IQR=53-62]) and 47.5% were female. At
wave one, 76.7% had poor mental health, and this increased to 89.2% and to 92.7% at waves three
and five, respectively (B=0-52; 95% CI: 0-44-0-63; p-value<0.001). Predictors for poor mental health
were younger age, food insecurity, water insecurity, lack of legal status documentation, irregular
employment, higher intensity of bodily pain, having debt, and having chronic illnesses. The fina
model demonstrated good discriminative ability and calibration.

I nter pretation: Mental health predictors were related to basic needs, rights and financial barriers.
These allow humanitarian organizationsto identify high risk individuals, organizing interventions,
and addressing root causes to boost resilience and well-being among older Syrian refugeesin

L ebanon.

Funding: ELRHA’s Research for Health in Humanitarian Crisis Programme.



Research in context

Evidence before this study

A search was conducted on PubMed and Google Scholar for studies published between February 1,
2020 and June 20, 2023, using the search terms “ Syrian Refugees’, “Mental Health”, and “ Prediction
Modd”, including all article types with no time constraints or language restrictions. We found that
few previous prognogtic models for Syrian refugees have been developed exclusively among
participants at high risk of poor mental health, such as widowed women, Syrian refugees with post-
traumatic stress disorder, or those who experienced ambiguous loss. Older adults were
underrepresented in these studies, which had small sample sizes and focused primarily on inter-
relational factors. Therefore, their effectiveness in predicting outcomes for this highly vulnerable
group, which faces distinct circumstances, may be constrained due to their development based on
incomparable samples and contexts. Furthermore, none were developed during the COVID-19
pandemic. Overall, the search highlighted the need for research into the specific vulnerabilities and
risk factors for mental health faced by the community of older Syrian refugeesin Lebanon, asthe
existing models do not appear to be applicable to this group.

Added value of this study

The study developed a prognostic model to predict the risk of poor mental health amongst older
Syrian refugeesin Lebanon during the COVID-19 pandemic, using predictors that covered economic,
social and health factors. Data were collected using a multi-wave panel study. Most participants had
poor mental health that increased over the course of the sudy. Y ounger age, food insecurity, water
insecurity, lack of legal status documentation, irregular employment, higher intensity of bodily pain,
having debt, and having multiple chronic illnesses were predictors of poor mental health. These
findings are consistent with previous literature on associations between these vulnerabilities and poor
mental health amongst refugees.

Implications of all the available evidence

The study provides evidence that the population of older Syrian refugeesin Lebanon faces multiple
vulnerabilities and were largely at risk for poor mental health, which increased during the COVID-19
pandemic. Vulnerabilities identified in this study as predictors of poor mental health indicate that it
will be necessary to engage with humanitarian sectors outside of health such as food assistance, water,
sanitation and hygiene (WA SH) and legal assistance programs in order to support mental health in
older Syrian refugees.



I ntroduction

Older Syrian refugees may be at increased risk of experiencing poor mental health dueto the
exacerbation of stressors during the COV1D-19 pandemic.* Those who have experienced war,
persecution, displacement, lack of quality shelter, lack of job security and fear of deportation are at an
increased risk of mental health problems.? Moreover, the COVID-19 pandemic generated an
additional set of challengesfor refugees, including difficulties in adhering to preventive measures due
to overcrowding, limited access to information and healthcare services, jobs loss and experiencing
discrimination and stigmatization, as the host community perceived refugees as a potential source of
communicable diseases transmission.>* These combined stressors may have led to a deterioration in
mental health of refugees.*

Lebanon hosts approximately 1.5 million Syrian refugees including 831,053 registered with the
UNHCR.> A study conducted in Lebanon between 2018 and 2020 showed that the prevalence of
moderate to severe depression symptoms among 3,255 Syrian adults was 22%,° which is higher than
the depression rate among the host population (9.9%).” Additionally, being 45 years or older was
linked to an increased likelihood of experiencing such symptoms.® Thisfigure is likely to have
increased due to the co-occurrence of a severe economic crisis, political instability and the pandemic,
which has further reduced the limited governmental social protection and mental health services for
Syrian refugees, particularly among older individuals and those with mental health disorders.®

Older adults were more generally at ahigher risk of experiencing the deleterious psychosocial effects
of the COVID-19 pandemic.” An analysis of the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing, carried out
among 5,146 participants aged at least 50 years old, showed a significant increasein levels of
depression and loneliness during the evolvement of COVID-19 pandemic, in contrast to the initial
levels reported before the outbreak.™® Similarly, a study from the global ApartTogether survey,
conducted among 20,742 refugees and migrants, demonstrated that the mental health of older adults
was affected during the pandemic.” There are different pathways that could explain this declinein
their mental health status, including social isolation, lack of social support, low resilience and the fear
of infection.**°

In this context, prediction models have the ability to identify those at high risk of experiencing poor
mental health, and informing humanitarian programming for this particularly vulnerable sub-
population. To date, previous prognostic models on Syrian refugees have been developed only among
very specific subgroups such as widowed women,* those with diagnosed post-traumatic stress
disorder,*? or those who experienced ambiguous loss,™® and are therefore not generalizable to older
Syrian refugees. As well, none of these studies were developed during the COVID-19 pandemic.***®
Moreover, there have been callsto concurrently collect data on water security and food security, along
with mental health outcomes, to understand the risk each poses to health.***® In addition, to the best of
our knowledge, there are no longitudinal studies assessing the evolution of poor mental health or
developing predictive models among older Syrian refugees in the Middle East and North Africa
(MENA) region during COVID-19.

Therefore, this sudy aims to describe the evolution of poor mental health over time and to develop
and internally validate a prediction model for poor mental health among older Syrian refugeesin
Lebanon.

M ethods

Study design and setting

This study used repeated cross-sectional datafrom afive-wave study that aimed to examine the
vulnerabilities of older Syrian refugees living in Lebanon during the COVID-19 pandemic. This study
complied the Transparent Reporting of a Multivariable Prediction Model for Individual Prognosis or



Diagnosis (TRIPOD)™ and Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology
(STROBE)" reporting guidelines for prediction modelling.

Sampling and study population

Using a ligt of beneficiaries of a humanitarian non-governmental organization [Norwegian Refugee
Council] from 2017-2020, all Syrian refugee households with at least one adult aged 50 years or older
were invited to participate (n=17,384). If there was more than one eligible participant in a household,
one participant was randomly chosen. Verbal informed consent was obtained from all participants and
the data were collected via telephone interviews conducted in Arabic. Participants aged 65 years or
older underwent a capacity assessment to consent before participation.*® The study population
included participants who had complete responses for the mental health outcome measure in the first
two waves of the study (September 2020-January 2021), wave three (January-April, 2021) and wave
five (January-March, 2022).

Data sour ces

The questionnaire for each wave was developed using acombination of sources, including validated
guestionnaire modules, contextually specific questions, and community-identified priorities. The
survey tool was co-created by academics, humanitarian actors, local government officials, and focal
points from the refugee communities. It was created in English and translated into Arabic. Modules
varied between the waves. The Arabic-language questionnaire was piloted internally with data
collectors and local community focal points to ensure face validity. Trained data collectors
administered the surveysin Arabic and entered data into structured electronic data collection forms
hosted on KoboToolbox. Data entry checks and monitoring were performed for quality assurance
throughout data collection.

Outcome measure

The primary outcome was poor mental health, which was assessed using the Mental Health Inventory-
5 (MHI-5), asubscale of the 36-item Short Form Survey. The MHI-5 is considered as a measure of
individuals' psychological well-being and distress. It includes 5 items assessing the frequency of
depressive and anxiety symptoms (being nervous, feeling blue and down), as well as positive signs of
mental health (feeling calm and being happy), during the past month. Each item is rated on a 6-point
scale, which were summed to produce atota score ranging from 5 to 30, with low valuesindicative of
poor mental health. The MHI-5 had excellent reliability in this population (Cronbach’ s al pha=0.82).
Thetotal score was transformed using a linear transformation according to standard methods into a
score ranging between 0 and 100."° A score of 60 or less, a widely used cut-off point,™ indicated poor
mental health.

Candidate predictors

Nineteen possible predictors were identified in the literature and included in the full model including
sex, age, education, marital status, living arrangement (living alone vs with others), having unmet
waste management needs, number of self-reported physician diagnosed chronic illnesses, intensity of
bodily pain measured on a scale from 1 (no pain) to 6 (very severe pain), housing eviction notice,
household water insecurity (measured using the short-form Household Water Insecurity Scale),?
household food insecurity (measured using the Food Insecurity Experience Scale),* regular
employment (if they engaged in paid, regular work in the last 7 days), having received humanitarian
cash assistance, having received other kind of assistance, having debt, self-reported experience of any
kind of physical abuse or violence inside or outside home, self-reported experience of any kind of
verbal abuse or violence inside or outside home, and residence inside or outside informal tented
settlements (ITS). Having legal status documentation was also a predictor included in the full model;
regularisation of legal status allows refugeesto legally remain in Lebanon in case their residency visa
expired, or if they entered the country through an unofficial border.

Missing data



Missing data in item responses were negligible (all variables had <5% missing). Missing responses
were assumed to be missing at random and compl ete case analysis was used.

Statigtical Analyses

Absolute frequencies, proportions and unadjusted logistic regression models with odds ratios (OR)
and 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) were presented. Additionally, the growth curve model was
used to assess the trend of poor mental health over time across waves one, three, and five. The odds of
having poor mental health for each candidate predictor were first examined using bivariate analyses.
Datafrom the first two waves were used for model development.

The variables noted as candidate predictors for mental health outcomes were included in a full
multivariable logigtic regression model. A stepwise backwards method (p<0-157) was used to remove
variables, leaving the model with the best set of predictors for the outcome.? Multicollinearity
between variables was tested using a Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) where VIF >5 showed
collinearity. The C-Statistic (area under the receiver-operating characteristic curve) was used to assess
discrimination in the final model. A C-Statistic value of 1 shows perfect discrimination between
individuals who had a poor mental health outcome and those who did not, while avalue closer to 0.5
indicates poor discriminative ability.

Calibration plots of the final model were presented. Calibration indicates agreement between the
observed and expected outcomes (predictive probabilities) in amodel. The plots were created using
ten risk groups (grouped based on predictive probabilities). The plots show the mean observed
proportion of events against each group’s mean predicted risk of the outcome. Perfect calibrationis
shown by an intercept of 0 and slope of 1. Overfitting is indicated by a slope <1, which occurs when
those with alow risk of the outcome are underestimated, and those with ahigh risk of the outcome are
overestimated. Calibration-In-The-Large (CITL) was used to evaluate the difference between the
actual number of individuals with poor mental health and the average predictive risk of this outcome.

The predictors, discrimination, and calibration-slope estimate of the final model were internally
validated, using bootstrapping techniques with replacement, where 500 bootstrap samples were used.
This generated optimism estimates, an optimism-adjusted C-statistic, optimism-adjusted CITL, and an
optimism-adjusted calibration plot. Beta coefficients of the final model were modified using bootstrap
shrinkage (multiplying the optimism-adjusted C-slope by the Beta coefficients), and odds ratios were
presented. All statistical analyses were undertaken using Statav.17.

Ethical approval

Ethical approval for this study was obtained from the American University of Beirut Social and
Behavioural Sciences Ingtitutional Review Board [Reference: SBS-2020-0329].

Results

Out of 3,838 participants who were eligible and consented to participate, 3,322 completed both waves
1 and 2; of those, 3,229 participants had available data on their mental health status (Figure 1). The
median age of the study sample was 56 (IQR=53- 62; range=50-96); 47.5% were female, 98.1% lived
with others, 70.7% had a partner, 3.1% reported physical abuse and 10.9% reported verbal abuse,
92.7% were in debt, 69.8% received cash assistance, 20.1% received other assistance, 29.6% had
received an eviction notice, and 47.8% did not report experiencing bodily pain. Most of the
participants did not have regularised legal status documentation (75.8%), lived outside ITS (61.2%),
had multiple chronic illnesses (43.7%), and 48.4% had not previously attended school. Only 1.9%
were regularly employed, 91.9% had experienced household food insecurity, and 30.7% lived in water
insecure households (Table 1). In addition, 3,156 and 3,370 participants completed waves 3 and 5
respectively, and had non-missing data on mental health status. The characteristics of these
participants are presented in supplementary tables (P2 to P4). Most participants had MHI-5 score < 60
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across all waves (76-7% at wave 1, 89-2% at wave 3, and 92-7% at wave 5) and the frequencies
demonstrate a statistically significant increase over time (B=0-52; 95% CI: 0-44-0-63; p-value <0.001)
(Figure 2).

Unadjusted odds ratios of having an MHI-5 score < 60 are presented for each potential predictor.
Characteristics associated with increased odds of having an MHI-5 score < 60 included being
unpartnered compared to partnered (OR: 1.21; 95% Cl: 1-01-1-45), being food insecure compared to
being food secure (OR: 2.76; 95% Cl: 2-:12-3-60), being water insecure compared to being water
secure (OR: 1-84; 95% CI: 1-52-2-24), having two or more chronic illnesses compared to none
(OR:1-70; 95% ClI: 1-40-2-06), receiving an eviction notice compared to not receiving one (OR: 2:03;
95% CI: 1-66-2-48), being in debt compared to having no debt (OR: 2-11; 95% Cl: 1-59-2.78),
reporting verbal abuse (OR:1-60; 95%CI: 1-20-2-15) compared to not reporting it, not having
regularised legal documentation status (OR:1-26; 95%Cl: 1-04-1-51) compared to having regularised
status, and having no work or irregular work compared to having regular work (OR: 3-89; 95% ClI:
2-33-6-50). Additionally, the participants showed a progressive increase in the likelihood of having an
MHI-5 score < 60 with experiencing higher intensity of bodily pain compared to not experiencing it,
with OR ranging from 1.87 (95% Cl: 1.26-2-77) for very mild pain to 5-48 (95% ClI: 3-38-8-87) for
very severe pain (Table 1).

Thefinal prediction model for poor mental health (MHI-5 score < 60) retained eight predictors: age,
food insecurity, water insecurity, employment status, having debt, legal status documentation,
intensity of bodily pain and number of chronic conditions (Table 2). Figure 3 presents the calibration
plot adjusted for optimism, whereas the calibration plot of the apparent model before correction for
optimism is shown in the appendix (P6). After adjustment for optimism, the final model had a C-
statistic of 0-689 (95%Cl: 0-667-0-711), which showed good discriminative ability, and a calibration
slope of 0:933 (95%CI: 0-821-1-074) aswell as CITL of -0-003 (95%ClI: -0-082—0-093), indicating a
good calibration (Figure 3). The odds ratios along with their coefficients have been adjusted using
bootstrap shrinkage and are presented in Table 2.

In the final model, coefficients of predictors indicated the expected directions of association with the
outcome. Household food and water insecurity, younger age, higher intensity of bodily pain, having
multiple chronic illnesses, having no work or irregular work, having debt and not having regularised
legal status documentation increase the likelihood of having a MHI-5 score < 60 (Table 2).

To demonstrate the model, the predicted probability of having an MHI-5 score < 60 (poor mental
health), for a 60-year-old Syrian refugee who was not engaging in regular work, had debt,
experienced household water insecurity and household food insecurity, lacked regularised legal status
documentation, suffered from very severe bodily pain and had multiple chronic ilInesses was 90.3%.
Meanwhile, a person who was 60 years old, engaging in regular work, not having debt, water secure,
food secure, with regularised legal status documentation, not suffering from bodily pain or chronic
illnesses had a predicted probability of having a MHI-5 score < 60 (poor mental health) at 10.8%.

Discussion

This study showed that poor mental health among older Syrian refugees was very common and
increased over time during the COVID-19 pandemic in Lebanon. We developed a predictive model of
poor mental health that included younger age, food insecurity, water insecurity, lack of legal status
documentation, irregular employment, higher intensity of bodily pain, having debt, and having
multiple chronic illnesses. Thisresearch provides insight into specific socio-ecological vulnerabilities
faced by older Syrian refugees (Appendix P7).

Mental health in older Syrian refugees in Lebanon deteriorated over time during the pandemic; this
finding is similar to results of the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing and of the global
ApartTogether survey.*° Experiencing daily stressors could have a significant negative impact on



mental health? as refugees faced distressing circumstances compounded by social adversity, the
economic crisis, and the pandemic.?®

Undocumented older Syrian refugees have higher odds of experiencing poor mental health compared
to those with a regularised legal status, which is consistent with other study findings.”® Undocumented
refugees could face a high burden of anxiety, depression, fear of deportation, lack of social protection
and barriers to access healthcare services.”* In Lebanon, refugee registration was suspended in 2015,
at the request of the government. A longitudinal study conducted on 387 migrants in Switzerland
demonstrated that regularization had a direct positive impact on reducing the severity of depression.*
Thisindicates that the precarity of legal status needsto be addressed in the context of Syrian refugees
in Lebanon.

Food and water insecurity are two distinct but interconnected predictors of poor mental health
identified in this study. These types of resource insecurities are well known stressors, linked to worry,
distress and increased depressive symptoms, which could affect individuals' well-being and are both
basic needs that intersect.’® Water and food insecurities have reciprocal effects, leading to potentially
additive and even multiplicative deterioration in mental health status, when experienced together.” It
istherefore important for humanitarian interventions aiming to improve mental health in such settings
to ensure that refugees receive basic needs support that can aleviate food and water insecurities.

Other predictorsfor poor mental health that emerged from this study were intensity of bodily pain and
having multiple chronic illnesses. The relationships between mental health problems and pain as well
as suffering from multiple chronic illnesses such as hypertension and diabetes are well-established in
the literature.®®" For instance, complex biological, psychological, and social factorsinteract and may
lead and exacerbate pain and disrupt individuals' daily life activities,?® which increases their need to
healthcare services and the use of medication. In particular, older Syrian refugees in Lebanon have
reported difficulties in accessing necessary healthcare and medication, factors that are associated with
poor mental health among migrants and refugees.>* Financial factors also exacerbate problems with
healthcare access with 60% of Syrian refugees reporting that they reduced healthcare expenditure to
be able to cope financially in 2021.°

Indebtedness and lack of engagement in regular work are stressorsthat are related to financial status,
which may contribute to poor mental health amongst older Syrian refugees. For most older adultsin
this study, humanitarian cash assistance was their primary source of income.® Refugees associate
emotional well-being with secure employment and the absence of general economic worries.” For
instance, Syrian refugeesin Lebanon have alack of employment opportunities at all agesand thisis
likely to be exacerbated at amongst older adults.

Results of this study demonstrate that older refugees face multiple stressors that contribute to poor
mental health. Actually, Syrian refugees referred to environmental and structural stressors, including
lack of basic needs, unemployment and movement restrictions as some of the main cause of their
emotional distress, which they considered as anormal collective result of pressure accumulation.®
These factors are not necessarily recognized by all mental health service providers, though some do
recognize that referral to mental health services is sometimes premature considering basic needs are
not being sufficiently addressed.*

In the context of the pandemic, mental health interventions for older refugees are necessary and need
to be linked to the provision of other essential humanitarian services including but not limited to
social safety net programs that alleviate food insecurity (e.g., cash interventions, food assistance)
water and sanitation interventions and legal and protection services. Predictive models of mental
health, could be applied to target individuas at high risk of experiencing mental health problemsin
order for them to be targeted with interventions aiming to reduce vulnerabilities that impact health and
wellbeing.

This study is one of the largest studiesto explore the mental health status of older Syrian refugeesin
Lebanon, with aresponse rate higher than 85%. Moreover, alimited number of predictors of poor
mental health with good predictive abilities were identified in this study; potentially providing a



shortlist of predictorsto include in data collection efforts of researchers and aid agencies, decreasing
intrusiveness and time burden for those surveyed, especially when they are approached by multiple
agencies. We acknowledge that the generalizability of these results was limited by the fact that our
sample was obtained from a single humanitarian organization’slist of beneficiaries and that several
variablesrely on self-reported indicators; athough this humanitarian organization is one of the largest
providers of assistance in Lebanon. Additionally, there are other potential predictorsfor poor mental
health identified in the literature, but not included in our model, such as experiencing trauma during
their life course, loss of family members or friends, personal or family history of mental health issues,
which could improve the discrimination of our model. In particular, we acknowledge the role of social
networks and support as protective factors for mental health. Nevertheless, social support variables
were excluded from the model due to their negative impact on the model's performance.

Future research should evaluate the feasibility and face validity of the proposed predictive tool
through qualitative methods, in collaboration with refugees and NGO workers. In addition, we also
plan to investigate factors associated with the deterioration of mental health over time to improve the
predictive value of these models. In particular, this longitudinal analysis will fill the gap in the
literature by examining the causal connections between food and water insecurity, and their
intersection with mental health outcomes.™

In conclusion, this study indicates that during the COVID-19 pandemic, poor menta health amongst
older Syrian refugees in Lebanon may be predicted by age, food insecurity, water insecurity,
employment status, having debt, having multiple chronic illnesses, legal status documentation, and
intensity of bodily pain. This model can allow humanitarian aid to target those at the highest risk of
poor mental health as well as organise interventions that could help older Syrian refugees to meet and
maintain their basic human needs and rights, to improve their resilience, health and well-being. In
order to holistically address the mental health of this population vulnerabilities that are predictive of
poor mental health must be directly addressed, in addition to the provision of mental health services.
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Captionsfor figures
Figure 1. Flow diagram of Syrian refugeesincluded in the study population.
Figure 2. Prevalence of Poor Mental Health across waves 1, 3 and 5.

Figure 3: Models performance after adjustment for optimism at wave 1; footnotes: CITL= Calibration
in Large; E:O ratio = Expected vs Observed ratio ; 95%Cl = 95% Confidence interval

Online Appendix Content

Table 1: Characterigtics of older Syrian refugees and their associations with their mental health status
(wave 3)

Table 2: Characteristics of older Syrian refugees and their associations with their mental health status
(wave 5)

Figure 1. Model performance for the apparent model of wave 1

Figure 2: Timeline of COVID-19 events and the data collection

10



Table 1: Characteristics of older Syrian refugees and their associationswith their mental health status (wave 1)

Mental Health status

Total (n=3,229) Good Poor OR (95%CI)*
n=752 (23.3%) N=2477 (76.7%)
n (%) n (%) n (%)
Age (years) [Median (Q1-Q3)] 3229 [56 (53- 62)] 752 [57 (53-63)] 2477 [56 (53-62)] 0.98 (0.97 - 1.00)
Sex Female 1533 (47.5) 328 (21.49) 1205 (78.6) ref.
Male 1696 (52.5) 424 (25.0) 1272 (75.0) 0.82 (0.69 - 0.96)
Marital Status Partnered 2283 (70.7) 554 (24.3) 1729 (75.7) ref
Unpartnered 946 (29.3) 198 (20.9) 748 (79.1) 1.21(1.01 - 1.45)
Residence Inside informal tented settlements 1254 (38.8) 295 (23.5) 959 (76.5) ref
Outside informal tented settlements 1975 (61.2) 457 (23.1) 1518 (76.9) 1.02 (0.86 - 1.21)
Living With others 3169 (98.1) 741 (23.4) 2428 (76.6) ref
arrangement Alone 60 (1.9) 11 (18.3) 49 (8L.7) 1.36 (0.70 - 2.63)
Education Never attended school 1558 (48.4) 355 (22.8) 1203 (77.2) ref
Elementary 840 (26.1) 196 (23.3) 644 (76.7) 0.97 (0.80- 1.18)
Preparatory + 824 (25.6) 199 (24.2) 625 (75.8) 0.93(0.76 - 1.13)
Missing 7 2 5
No. of Chronic None 977 (31.0) 282 (28.9) 695 (71.1) ref
[lInesses One 795 (25.2) 196 (24.7) 599 (75.3) 1.24(1.00 - 1.53)
Two or more 1377 (43.7) 265 (19.2) 1112 (80.8) 1.70 (1.40 - 2.06)
Missing 80 9 71
I ntensity of None 1543 (47.8) 523 (33.9) 1020 (66.1) ref
bodily pain Very mild 158 (4.9) 34 (215) 124 (78.5) 1.87 (1.26 - 2.77)
Mild 377 (11.7) 70 (18.6) 307 (81.4) 2.25(1.70-2.97)
Moderate 495 (15.3) 60 (12.1) 435 (87.9) 3.72(2.78-4.97)
Severe 434 (13.4) 46 (10.6) 388 (89.4) 4.32 (3.13-5.97)
Very severe 222 (6.9) 19 (8.6 203 (91.9) 5.48 (3.38-8.87)
Cash assistance Did not receive 975 (30.2) 222 (22.8) 753 (77.2) ref
Received 2249 (69.8) 528 (23.5) 1721 (76.5) 0.96 (0.80 - 1.15)
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(37.6)
(22.2)

(24.1)
(16.5)

(23.4)
(17.8)

(26.5)
(22.3)

(53.3)
(22.7)

1993
475

144
2251
82

1642
826

2007
464

1665
808

146
2315
16

2175
293

2386
83

572
1891
14

28
2449

(77.5)
(73.3)

(57.1)
(78.7)

(73.6)
(83.7)

(76.1)
(79.7)

(73.3)
(84.9)

(62.4)
(77.8)

(75.9)
(83.5)

(76.6)
(82.2)

(735)
(77.7)

(46.7)
(77.3)

ref
0.79 (0.65 - 0.97)

ref
2.76 (2.12- 3.60)

ref
1.84 (1.52 - 2.24)

ref
1.24 (0.99 - 1.54)

ref
2.03(1.66 - 2.48)

ref
2.11 (159 - 2.78)

ref
1.60 (1.20 - 2.15)

ref
1.41 (0.84 - 2.36)

ref
1.26 (1.04 - 1.51)

ref
3.89 (2.33- 6.50)

TOdds ratio (95% confidence interval) showing the odds of having poor mental health
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Table 2: Multivariable model for predicting poor mental health (wave 1)

Apparent model

Model adjusted by bootstrap shrinkage

Parameter  (95% CI)* Odds (95% CI)* p-value Parameter  (95% CI)* Odds (95% CI)* p-

estimate Ratio estimate Ratio value
Age -0.03 (-0.04--0.02) 0.97 (0.96-0.98) <0.001 -0.03 (-0.04--0.01) 0.97 (0.96 - 0.98) <0.001
Employment
Regular work Ref. Ref.
Nofirregular work 117 (0.60-1.73) 321 (1.82-5.66) <0.001 1.09 (0.56-1.62) 297 (1.75-5.04) <0.001
Debt
No Ref Ref
Yes 0.35 (0.03-0.66) 141 (1.03-1.94) 0.033 0.32 (0.03-0.62) 1.38 (1.03-1.86) 0.033
Water insecurity
Secure Ref. Ref.
Insecure 0.33 (0.12-0.54) 139 (1.13-1.72) 0.002 0.31 (0.11-0.50) 136 (1.12-1.66) 0.002
Food insecurity
Secure Ref. Ref.
Insecure 0.68 (0.38-0.97) 197 (1.46-2.64) <0.001 0.63 (0.36-0.91) 188 (1.43-247) <0.001
Legal status
documentation
Regularised Ref. Ref.
Not Regularised 0.17 (-0.03-0.38) 1.19 (0.97-1.46) 0.092 0.16 (-0.03-0.35) 118 (0.97-1.42) 0.092
l'O’:jf]”S“y of bodily 035 (0.29-0.41) 141 (133-150) <0.001 032 (027:0.38) 138 (131-146)  <0.001
No. of Chronic
IlInesses
None Ref Ref
One 0.07 (-0.16-0.30) 1.07 (0.85-1.35) 0.539 0.07 (-0.15;0.28) 1.07 (0.86-1.33) 0.539
Two or more 0.26 (0.05-0.48) 130 (1.05-1.61) 0.017 0.24 (0.04-0.45) 128 (1.05-1.56) 0.017
I nter cept -0.75 (-1.68-0.18) 047 (0.19-1.20) 0.115 -0.63 (-0.72-054) 0.53 (0.49-0.58) <0.001

1959 confidence interval
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