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Key Points 

Question. What is the prevalence of ischemic heart disease (IHD) and stroke in the All of Us 

Research Program cohort with electronic health records (EHR), and in the subset of these 

participants who also completed the Personal Medical History (PMH) survey?  

Findings. The EHR-based prevalence estimates of IHD and stroke were 6.4% and 2.8%, 

respectively. They were significantly lower among PMH survey respondents but higher among 

non-respondents.    

Meaning. Participants who complete follow-up study modules, such as the PMH survey, may 

disproportionately represent those with higher socioeconomic status and better health, 

potentially leading to an underestimation of IHD and stroke prevalence.   
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Abstract 

Importance: Disease prevalence estimation is highly sensitive to sample characteristics shaped 

by recruitment and data collection strategies. Using follow-up study modules that require active 

participant engagement may introduce participation bias, affecting the accuracy of disease 

prevalence estimation. 

Objective: To estimate the prevalence of ischemic heart disease (IHD) and stroke using 

electronic health records (EHR) and the self-reported Personal Medical History (PMH) survey 

collected in the All of Us Research Program.  

Design and settings: Cross-sectional study aimed at estimating the prevalence of IHD and 

stroke among 266,472 participants with EHR in the latest release of the All of Us Registered 

Tier Curated Data Repository (R2022Q4R9).  

Main outcomes and measures: Primary outcomes were IHD and stroke, ascertained using 

expert-curated diagnostic and procedure codes recorded in EHR. Secondary outcomes were 

IHD and stroke, ascertained using responses from the PMH survey. To mitigate the impact of 

participation bias in the PMH survey responses, we applied poststratification weighting based 

on annual household income and education. 

Results: Of the 266,472 participants with EHR, 17,054 (6.4%) were identified as having IHD 

and 7,461 (2.8%) as having stroke based on the EHR definitions. Among PMH survey 

respondents, the EHR-based prevalence was lower at 5.6% (95% CI, 5.4-5.7) for IHD and 2.2% 

(95% CI, 2.1-2.3) for stroke, compared to 7.2% (95% CI, 7.0-7.3) for IHD and 3.3% (95% CI, 

3.2-3.4) for stroke among non-respondents. The PMH survey-based prevalence among 

respondents was 5.9% (95% CI, 5.7-6.0) for IHD and 3.6% (95% CI, 3.5-3.7) for stroke, with 

higher estimates among non-Hispanic White participants after applying poststratification weights. 

Conclusion and relevance: Our findings suggest that while the current All of Us cohort with 

EHR reflects the general US population for IHD and stroke prevalence, participants completing 

the PMH survey are skewed toward higher socioeconomic status and medical literacy. Future 
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research should refine bias mitigation strategies when using voluntary follow-up data to estimate 

disease prevalence in this cohort.
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Introduction 

Ischemic heart disease (IHD) and stroke are the largest causes of mortality in the US, 

representing one in five deaths annually.1 The prevalence of these conditions varies by 

demographic factors, including race, ethnicity, and sex, with disproportionate deaths seen 

among people identifying as Black or African American, Hispanic or Latino, and among men.2,3 

To capture such variations in the occurrence and course of illness across populations, it is 

essential to use data from cohorts reflecting the broad diversity of the US population.  

The longitudinal All of Us Research Program has enrolled more than 750,000 

participants from diverse enrollment sites across the United States, including regional medical 

centers, federally qualified healthcare centers, Veterans Administration hospitals, and through 

direct volunteer outreach.4 In addition to the unprecedented scale and diversity of the cohort, it 

provides a unique and valuable resource by collecting a wide range of health-related data 

modalities. They include, but not limited to, electronic health records (EHR), various participant-

reported surveys (e.g. health history, lifestyle, pandemic experience), genomic, wearable—all 

gathered using a disease-agnostic approach to support a broad spectrum of health research.5 

Aside from the Basics and Lifestyle surveys, other follow-up surveys are administered online 

several months after the initial enrollment and rely heavily on active engagement. Participation 

in follow-up survey varies by participant characteristics,6 such as age, gender, socioeconomic 

status, which can potentially lead to inaccurate representation of the experiences and health 

outcomes.  

In the present study, we estimate the prevalence of ischemic heart disease (IHD) and 

stroke using EHR-based case definitions of among All of Us participants with EHR. We 

compared the EHR-based prevalence estimates between respondents and non-respondents of 

the PMH survey, hypothesizing that the EHR-based prevalence would be lowest among 

respondents and highest among non-respondents. Additionally, for respondents, we additionally 

calculated prevalence using survey-based case definitions. We then compared participant 
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characteristics between PMH survey respondents and non-respondents to guide the 

specification of poststratification weights, aiming to mitigate the impact of participation bias. We 

hypothesized that the weighted PMH survey-based prevalence estimates for IHD and stroke 

would be higher than the unweighted estimates.  

 

Methods 

Study Population. At enrollment, participants are asked to consent to the release of EHR 

through the secure program database after the data transformation into a standardized 

Observational Medical Outcomes Partnership Common Data Model (OMOP CDM) format. As of 

March 2024, there were 266,472 participants (65.1% of the overall All of Us cohort) whose EHR 

were available for analysis (Registered Tier Dataset v7, version R2022Q4R9; released on April 

20, 2023; see eMethods 1 for details on recruitment and data collection). We then stratified our 

study sample based on the completion of the Personal Medical History (PMH) survey. 

 

Primary outcomes: EHR-based case definitions of IHD and stroke. We identified clinician-

diagnosed IHD if participants had 2 or more qualifying ICD-9 or 10 diagnostic and/or procedure 

codes for IHD on separate days. We additionally identified cases of IHD using an expert-curated 

set of Current Procedural Terminology (CPT) codes for cardiac revascularization procedures. 

Separately, we identified clinician-diagnosed stroke cases if participants had 2 or more ICD-9 or 

10 diagnostic and/or procedure codes for stroke on separate days. The complete list of 

qualifying codes for both IHD and stroke cases in the All of Us cohort, informed by and 

extending the previous study,7 can be found in eTable 1.   

 

Secondary outcomes: PMH-based case definitions of IHD and stroke. The “Personal 

Medical History (PMH)” and “Family History” surveys were collected three months after 

enrollment during the first two years of cohort follow-up. In 2019, these were combined into a 
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single “Personal and Family History” survey and offered to participants at the baseline visit, with 

a reminder sent at three months to complete follow-up surveys. As secondary outcomes, we 

identified self-reported cases of IHD and stroke based on PMH survey responses from 124,192 

participants (46.6% of the study sample). In this survey, participants are asked whether they 

were previously told that they have disease conditions from the predefined list of 11 comorbidity 

groups (shown in eMethods 2). In the present study, we focused the “Heart and Blood 

Conditions” section, in which participants were asked about coronary artery or heart disease, 

stroke, and transient ischemic attacks (TIAs). For IHD, participants who reported being 

previously diagnosed with coronary heart disease or heart attack were considered PMH-based 

cases. For stroke, participants who reported being previously diagnosed with stroke and TIAs 

were considered PMH-based cases.   

 

Covariates. We examined the 16 sociodemographic, lifestyle, and health literacy characteristics 

measured at enrollment for their potential associations with the likelihood of either releasing 

EHR or completing the PMH survey. Sociodemographic characteristics included age (in years), 

sex assigned at birth (female, male, neither male nor female), birthplace (USA, non-USA), self-

reported race and ethnicity (Hispanic or Latino, Non-Hispanic (NH) Asian, NH Black or African 

American, NH White, NH more than one population, refused/skipped/none of these), region of 

residence (Northeast, Midwest, South, West), marital status (never married, married/living with a 

partner, divorced/separated/widowed), health insurance status (yes, no), employment status 

(employed for wages or self-employed, not currently employed for wages), highest level of 

education received (college or higher, less than college), household income (50k or higher, less 

than 50k), and current homeownership (own, rent, other arrangements). Lifestyle characteristics 

included lifetime cigarette smoking (yes, no) and lifetime alcohol consumption (yes, no). Lastly, 

we also included measures of medical literacy using the first three questions from the Overall 

Health Survey shown in eMethods 3.  
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Statistical analysis 

Prevalence estimation. We estimated EHR-based prevalence among 266,472 participants with 

linked EHR. Among 124,192 (46.6%) participants who also completed the PMH survey, we 

additionally estimated PMH survey-based prevalence. Lastly, we applied poststratification 

weighting to the PMH survey-based prevalence estimation, accounting for differences in 

household income and education between PMH survey respondents and non-respondents.  

 

Poststratification weighting. We used two approaches to specify poststratification weights. We 

first performed univariate descriptive analysis to compare the distributions of 16 demographic, 

socioeconomic, and medical literacy characteristics between the overall study sample, PMH 

survey respondents, and non-respondents, using chi-square tests. We then conducted a 

multivariable logistic regression analysis to estimate the probability of completing the PMH 

survey among participants who released EHR. We triangulated the evidence from the two 

approaches to specify the most parsimonious set of covariates to calculate poststratification 

weights. After specifying the covariates, we used the survey R package8 to create survey 

objects with poststratification weights using the postStratify function and calculate the weighted 

PMH survey-based prevalence for IHD or stroke, respectively, using the svymeans function. 

Lastly, we compared the weighted PMH survey-based prevalence estimates against the 

unweighted estimates to mitigate the impact of non-random likelihood of PMH survey 

completion.   

 

Phenome-wide association scan (PheWAS). We conducted a PheWAS analysis among 

participants with EHR to explore clinical phenotypes that may influence the observed 

prevalence in our study sample and subsamples defined based on the PMH survey completion. 

We used a Python-based PheTK package to perform PheWAS analyses in the All of Us cohort.9 

Specifically, we used its Phecode module to map and aggregate diagnostic codes (including 
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ICD versions 9-CM, 10, 10-CM, and SNOMED) to 3,409 phecodes using the Phecode X 

(Extended) ontology (version 1.0).10 Participants were considered cases of a given condition if 

they had two or more qualifying diagnostic codes on separate days. After excluding 1,205 

phecodes having less than 100 cases, our PheWAS analysis included 266,472 participants, 

2,204 phecodes. To account for potential confounding, we adjusted the PheWAS analysis for 

age at enrollment, sex assigned at birth, self-reported race and ethnicity, country of birth, age at 

last clinical encounter documented in EHR, and length of EHR.  

 

Data sharing statement. We used data available through the Researcher Workbench for the 

Registered Tier access (R2022Q4R9), a cloud-based platform where approved researchers can 

access and analyze data collected from the All of Us participants. All analyses were conducted 

using R Studio version 4.2.3, and Jupyter Notebook with Python, version 3.9, on the Researcher 

Workbench. The results reported follow the All of Us Data and Statistics Dissemination Policy, 

which does not allow disclosure of results in group counts under 20. 

 

Results 

Univariate descriptive analysis. Table 1 presents participant characteristics of the overall 

sample of participants who released their EHR (N = 266,472), and subsamples stratified by the 

PMH survey completion: respondents (n = 124,192, 46.6%) and non-respondents (n = 142,280, 

53.4%). PMH survey respondents were, on average, significantly older (54.0; standard deviation 

(SD), 16.6 years vs. 50.4; SD, 16.5 years), more likely to report being female at birth (64.7% vs. 

57.4%), and more likely to be married (58.5% vs. 41.0%) than non-respondents. In contrast, 

non-respondents were more likely to self-identify as Hispanic or Latino (non-respondents: 24.7% 

vs. respondents: 11.9%) or Black or African American (27.9% vs. 9.8%), and endorsed 

indicators of lower socioeconomic status, including health insurance coverage (88.2% vs. 

94.5%), employment (39.6% vs. 49.3%), and college education or higher (54.8% vs. 82.5%), 
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household income greater than or equal to $50,000 (16.2% vs. 41.5%), and home ownership 

(32.1% vs. 60.7%). Non-respondents also had higher rates of lifetime cigarette smoking (43.4% 

vs. 35.7%) but lower rates of lifetime alcohol consumption (82.6% vs. 93.1%). Additionally, non-

respondents exhibited lower medical literacy, being approximately three times more likely to 

lack confidence in filling out medical forms (20.5% vs. 7.0%), have difficulty understanding 

written medical information (7.9% vs. 2.6%), and need help reading health-related materials 

(12.2% vs. 4.8%). 

 

Multivariable logistic regression analysis. As summarized in Figure 1 and eTable 2, older 

age at enrollment was associated with a 9% increase in the odds of completing the PMH survey 

for each standard deviation increase in age (OR, 1.09; 95% CI, 1.08-1.11). Compared to 

participants reporting female at birth, those reporting male sex at birth had over a 30% decrease 

in the odds of completing the PMH survey (OR, 0.68; 95% CI, 0.67-0.70). Participants who 

reported neither female nor male sex at birth had a 20% increase in the odds of PMH survey 

completion (OR, 1.20; 95% CI, 1.11-1.29). Participants identifying as Black or African American 

were significantly less likely than non-Hispanic White participants to complete the PMH survey, 

with up to 63% reduction in odds (OR, 0.37; 95% CI, 0.36-0.38). Similarly, Hispanic or Latino 

participants were 50% less likely to complete the PMH survey (OR, 0.50; 95% CI, 0.48-0.51).  

Characteristics indicative of lower socioeconomic status generally corresponded to 

decreased odds of PMH survey completion. For instance, renters were nearly 30% less likely to 

complete the survey compared to homeowners (OR, 0.69; 95% CI, 0.67-0.70), and those with 

less than a college education had a nearly 50% lower likelihood of completing the survey (OR, 

0.54; 95% CI, 0.52-0.55). Participants with an annual household income under $50,000 were 

approximately 40% less likely to complete the survey (OR, 0.63; 95% CI, 0.62-0.65). 

Interestingly, a lifetime history of alcohol consumption was associated with a 45% increase in 

the odds of survey completion (OR, 1.45; 95% CI, 1.41-1.50), while a lifetime history of cigarette 
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smoking was associated with a 20% decrease in odds (OR, 0.79; 95% CI, 0.77-0.80). Lastly, 

individuals reporting lower confidence in completing medical forms, difficulties in understanding 

medical information, or needing assistance with health-related materials were significantly less 

likely to complete the PMH survey, with a reduction in odds up to 36% (OR, 0.64; 95% CI, 0.62-

0.66 for lacking confidence in filling out medical forms). 

 

Prevalence of IHD. The EHR-based prevalence of IHD in the overall sample of 266,472 

participants was 6.4% (95% CI, 6.3-6.5). When stratified by PMH survey completion status, the 

EHR-based prevalence was higher among non-respondents at 7.2% (95% CI, 7.0-7.3) 

compared to 5.6% (95% CI, 5.4-5.7) among respondents (see Figure 2 and eTable 3). Among 

124,192 participants who additionally completed the PMH survey, the PMH-based prevalence of 

IHD was 5.9% (95% CI, 5.7-6.0), which remained nearly unchanged after poststratification 

weighting for household income and educational attainment (see Figure 3 and eTable 3).  

There were substantial variations in the PMH-based prevalence of IHD when stratified 

by self-reported race and ethnicity (see Figure 3 and eTable 4). In the unweighted estimation, 

we found the highest prevalence of IHD among participants who either refused, skipped, or 

selected “none of these” for their race and ethnicity (6.9%; 95% CI, 6.2-7.6), followed by NH 

White participants (6.7%; 95% CI, 6.5-6.8), NH Black or African American participants (4.5%; 95% 

CI, 4.1-4.8), and the lowest among NH Asian participants (2.8%; 95% CI, 2.3-3.4). After 

applying poststratification weights, we found the highest prevalence among NH White 

participants (7.0%; 95% CI, 6.8-7.2) and the lowest among non-Hispanic Asian participants 

(2.8%; 95% CI, 2.2-3.3). 

 

Prevalence of stroke. The EHR-based prevalence of stroke in the overall sample was 2.8% 

(95% CI, 2.7-2.8). Similar to IHD, the prevalence was higher among non-respondents at 3.3% 

(95% CI, 3.2-3.4) and lower among respondents of the PMH survey at 2.2% (95% CI, 2.1-2.3) 
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(see Figure 2 and eTable 3). Among those who additionally completed the PMH survey, the 

PMH-based prevalence of stroke was 3.6% (95% CI, 3.5-3.7), increasing slightly with 

poststratification weighting to 3.8% (95% CI, 3.6-3.9) (see Figure 3 and eTable 3).  

There were notable variations in the PMH-based prevalence of stroke by self-reported 

race and ethnicity (see Figure 3 and eTable 4). Participants who self-identified as NH Black or 

African American had the highest prevalence of stroke (4.7%; 95% CI, 4.3-5.1), followed by 

those refused, skipped, or selected “none of these” for their race and ethnicity (3.8%; 95% CI, 

3.3-4.3) and non-Hispanic White participants (3.7%; 95% CI, 3.6-3.9). While poststratification 

weighting had a minimal impact on the PMH-based prevalence overall, it significantly increased 

the prevalence from 3.7% (95% CI, 3.6-3.9) to 4.1% (95% CI, 3.9-4.2) among NH White 

participants.  

 

PheWAS. There were diagnostic codes associated with a significantly increased likelihood of 

PMH survey completion among participants who released the EHR (see Figure 4a). These 

codes corresponded to less critical health conditions indicative of access to routine healthcare, 

including dermatological conditions (e.g., benign neoplasm of the skin, melanocytic nevi, 

seborrheic keratosis, acne), sensory conditions (e.g. myopia, astigmatism, hearing loss), and 

respiratory conditions (e.g., allergic rhinitis, rhinitis and nasal congestion).  

Conversely, there were diagnostic codes associated with a significantly decreased 

likelihood of PMH survey completion (see Figure 4b). They included critical conditions requiring 

specialized care, such as psychiatric conditions (e.g., substance use, suicidal behavior, bipolar 

disorder, major depressive disorder), endocrine and genitourinary conditions (e.g., volume 

depletion, type 2 diabetes, kidney failure), and most importantly, cardiovascular conditions (e.g., 

heart failure, essential hypertension, ischemic heart disease).    
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Discussion  

In the present study, we investigated the impact of participation bias on prevalence 

estimation using EHR and the PMH survey, focusing on IHD and stroke as case examples. We 

first estimated the prevalence of these conditions in the overall sample of 266,472 participants 

with EHR and compared prevalence in the subsamples stratified by PMH survey completion. 

The EHR-based prevalence estimates for IHD and stroke among participants with EHR were 

6.4% and 2.8%, respectively. These estimates align closely with recent population-based 

estimates from the Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System, which reported prevalence 

estimates of 6.0%11 for IHD and 2.9%12 for stroke. The All of Us Program is not designed to 

represent the US general population and is typically not considered an ideal data source for 

estimating disease prevalence.13 However, our findings suggest that its current EHR cohort may 

resemble the US general population for IHD and stroke, offering new opportunities for future 

research. 

We subsequently estimated the EHR-based prevalence of IHD and stroke, stratified by 

PMH survey completion. The EHR-based prevalence estimates were consistently lower among 

PMH survey respondents but higher among non-respondents. More specifically, PMH survey 

respondents were less diverse and had higher education, income, and medical literacy than 

non-respondents, consistent with the well-established “healthy volunteer” bias.14 To address the 

skewed distribution of participant characteristics in PMH survey responses, we applied 

poststratification weights adjusting for annual household income and educational attainment. 

For both IHD and stroke, the weighted PMH-survey based prevalence estimates were higher 

than the unweighted estimates, accounting for the differences between the overall study sample 

and PMH respondents by household income and education. Additionally, we found substantial 

variations in the prevalence of IHD and stroke by self-reported race and ethnicity. Notably, the 

effect of poststratification weighting was particularly pronounced for stroke and among 

participants self-identifying as NH White. The weighted PMH survey-based prevalence was 
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significantly and consistently higher than the unweighted prevalence among NH White 

participants. These results underscore the importance of bias mitigation when using voluntary 

follow-up modules to ensure accurate estimation of disease burden.  

Our findings contribute to the growing body of literature emphasizing the importance of 

adjusting for the non-random likelihood of participation in follow-up modules in longitudinal 

cohort studies. Previous studies, such as those conducted in the Avon Longitudinal Study of 

Parents and Children (ALSPAC)15,16 and the UK Biobank,6,17 have highlighted this issue. In the 

context of the All of Us Research Program, our team previously reported on the impact of non-

random participation in its COVID-19 Participant Experience (COPE) survey administered 

during the pandemic.18 Consistent with the findings from the ALSPAC and UK Biobank, we 

observed that COPE survey respondents were more likely to be female, non-Hispanic White, 

older, have higher socioeconomic status and lower mental health burden compared to the 

underlying All of Us cohort.18 In our previous studies using the COPE surveys, we applied a 

causal inference method called inverse probability weighting19 to mitigate bias when estimating 

of hypothesized causal relationships.18,20  

In the current study, we applied poststratification weighting to mitigate healthy volunteer 

bias in the context of disease prevalence estimation. Calibration and propensity score weighting 

are two most common approaches to post-survey adjustment.21 The simplest form of calibration 

is poststratification, which divides the nonprobability samples (i.e., PMH survey respondents) 

into mutually exclusive cells and weights them to match the corresponding proportion in the 

target population (i.e., EHR cohort).22 After applying poststratification weights for annual 

household income and education, we found that the EHR-based prevalence of IHD and stroke 

was underestimated when non-random sampling was not accounted for. This finding 

underscores the importance of addressing participation bias in voluntary follow-up modules to 

ensure accurate estimation of disease burdens and associations in target populations.  
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In addition to sociodemographic and medical literacy characteristics, we conducted a 

PheWAS analysis to investigate the clinical characteristics that further influence the likelihood of 

the PMH survey completion. Our results showed that diagnostic codes indicative of access to 

routine healthcare (e.g., benign neoplasm of the skin, myopia, allergic rhinitis, astigmatism) 

were associated with an increased likelihood of PMH survey completion. Conversely, diagnostic 

codes indicative of critical and debilitating conditions, including those strongly associated with 

IHD and stroke (e.g., hypertension, heart failure), were associated with a decreased likelihood 

of PMH survey completion, potentially resulting in an incomplete capture of important health 

outcomes among PMH survey respondents. These findings provide a nuanced explanation for 

the potential differences in access to routine healthcare and underlying disease burden between 

PMH survey respondents and non-respondents. Additionally, they highlight the broader 

complexity involved in interpreting the observed differences between the unweighted and 

weighted prevalence estimates. Future studies may consider incorporating a more 

comprehensive set of characteristics that differentiate volunteers from the target population as it 

continues to expand its follow-up modules.23  

Taken together, our findings demonstrate that prevalence estimation can be sensitive to 

the sample characteristics, which are fundamentally shaped by recruitment and data collection 

strategies. Despite the All of Us Research Program being a volunteer-based cohort, its EHR-

based prevalence estimates of IHD and stroke closely resembled national estimates. This may 

be due to the Program’s efforts to oversample participants from historically underrepresented 

contexts in biomedical studies (e.g., lower education, income, racial and ethnic diversity). We 

found a slight underestimation of EHR-based prevalence when restricted to participants who 

additionally completed the PMH survey, possibly impacted by the reduced representation of 

underprivileged sociodemographic contexts relative to the overall study sample. Therefore, 

when working with voluntary follow-up modules in longitudinal cohort studies, it is important for 
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researchers to clearly define the target population and evaluate how sample characteristics vary 

across data modalities and assessment timepoints, accurately representing the disease burden.  

 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, the present study demonstrates that disease prevalence estimation can 

be biased if non-random sampling is not adequately addressed in follow-up modules relying on 

active participant engagement in volunteer-based cohorts, such as the All of Us Research 

Program. 
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Tables   

Table 1. Participant characteristics of the study sample and comparison by Personal Medical 
History (PMH) survey completion status.  

 Overall PMH 
respondents 

PMH non-
respondents 

P 

Sample size (N (%)) 266,472  124,192 142,280  

Demographic characteristics 

Age at enrollment (mean (SD)) 52.07 (16.7) 54.00 (16.6) 50.39 (16.5) <0.001 

Sex assigned at birth    <0.001 

Female 161978 (60.8) 80361 (64.7) 81617 (57.4)  

Male 99096 (37.2) 41204 (33.2) 57892 (40.7)  

Not male, not female, prefer not to answer, 
skipped, or no matching concept 5398 (2.0) 2627 (2.1) 2771 (1.9)  

Birthplace    <0.001 

USA 221140 (83.0) 107141 (86.3) 113999 (80.1)  

Non-USA 40518 (15.2) 14607 (11.8) 25911 (18.2)  

Refused/Skipped 4814 (1.8) 2444 (2.0) 2370 (1.7)  

Self-reported race and ethnicity    <0.001 

Hispanic or Latino 49899 (18.7) 14774 (11.9) 35125 (24.7)  

Non-Hispanic (NH) Asian 7147 (2.7) 3441 (2.8) 3706 (2.6)  

NH Black or African American 51849 (19.5) 12179 (9.8) 39670 (27.9)  

NH More than one population 4116 (1.5) 2073 (1.7) 2043 (1.4)  

NH White 141599 (53.1) 86243 (69.4) 55356 (38.9)  

Refused/Skipped/None of these 11862 (4.5) 5482 (4.4) 6380 (4.5)  

Region of residence    <0.001 

Northeast 80351 (30.2) 37499 (30.2) 42852 (30.1)  

Midwest 59386 (22.3) 33405 (26.9) 25981 (18.3)  

South 45335 (17.0) 17272 (13.9) 28063 (19.7)  

West 66216 (24.8) 26976 (21.7) 39240 (27.6)  

Suppressed/Missing 15184 (5.7) 9040 (7.3) 6144 (4.3)  
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Marital status    <0.001 

Married/Living with a partner 130994 (49.2) 72591 (58.5) 58403 (41.0)  

Divorced/Separated/Widowed 61667 (23.1) 24755 (19.9) 36912 (25.9)  

Never Married 64553 (24.2) 23534 (18.9) 41019 (28.8)  

Refused/Skipped 9258 (3.5) 3312 (2.7) 5946 (4.2)  

Socioeconomic status 

Health insurance status    <0.001 

Yes 242804 (91.1) 117361 (94.5) 125443 (88.2)  

No 14765 (5.5) 3573 (2.9) 11192 (7.9)  

Refused/Skipped 8903 (3.3) 3258 (2.6) 5645 (4.0)  

Employment status    <0.001 

Employed for wages or self-employed 117547 (44.1) 61246 (49.3) 56301 (39.6)  

Not currently employed for wages 138824 (52.1) 59490 (47.9) 79334 (55.8)  

Refused/Skipped 10101 (3.8) 3456 (2.8) 6645 (4.7)  

Educational attainment    <0.001 

College or higher 180349 (67.7) 102398 (82.5) 77951 (54.8)  

Less than college 77780 (29.2) 18736 (15.1) 59044 (41.5)  

Refused/Skipped 8343 (3.1) 3058 (2.5) 5285 (3.7)  

Household income    <0.001 

50k or higher 74629 (28.0) 51596 (41.5) 23033 (16.2)  

Less than 50k 107975 (40.5) 38375 (30.9) 69600 (48.9)  

Refused/Skipped 83868 (31.5) 34221 (27.6) 49647 (34.9)  

Current homeownership    <0.001 

Own 121145 (45.5) 75445 (60.7) 45700 (32.1)  

Rent 105247 (39.5) 36252 (29.2) 68995 (48.5)  

Other Arrangement 26449 (9.9) 8178 (6.6) 18271 (12.8)  

Refused/Skipped 13631 (5.1) 4317 (3.5) 9314 (6.5)  

Lifestyle characteristics 

Lifetime cigarette smoking    <0.001 
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Yes 106159 (39.8) 44376 (35.7) 61783 (43.4)  

No 154091 (57.8) 77916 (62.7) 76175 (53.5)  

Refused/Skipped 6222 (2.3) 1900 (1.5) 4322 (3.0)  

Lifetime alcohol consumption    <0.001 

Yes 233146 (87.5) 115650 (93.1) 117496 (82.6)  

No 29566 (11.1) 7816 (6.3) 21750 (15.3)  

Refused/Skipped 3760 (1.4) 726 (0.6) 3034 (2.1)  

Medical literacy characteristics 

How confident are you in filling out medical forms by yourself? <0.001 

Not At All/A Little Bit/Somewhat 37834 (14.2) 8704 (7.0) 29130 (20.5)  

Quite A Bit/Extremely 224548 (84.3) 114698 (92.4) 109850 (77.2)  

Skipped 4090 (1.5) 790 (0.6) 3300 (2.3)  

How often do you have problems learning about your medical condition because of 
difficulty understanding written information? 

<0.001 

Never/Occasionally/Sometimes 245931 (92.3) 119721 (96.4) 126210 (88.7)  

Often/Always 14404 (5.4) 3182 (2.6) 11222 (7.9)  

Skipped 6137 (2.3) 1289 (1.0) 4848 (3.4)  

How often do you have someone help you read health-related materials? <0.001 

Never/Occasionally/Sometimes 238463 (89.5) 117332 (94.5) 121131 (85.1)  

Often/Always 23361 (8.8) 5986 (4.8) 17375 (12.2)  

Skipped 4648 (1.7) 874 (0.7) 3774 (2.7)  
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Figure 1. Multivariate logistic regression analysis predicting the PMH survey completion among participants with EHR (N=266,472). 
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Figure 2. EHR-based prevalence estimates for ischemic heart disease (IHD) and stroke, stratified by PMH survey completion status. 

 

 
Note: Cases of IHD and stroke were defined using the EHR-based definitions. 
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Figure 3. PMH survey-based prevalence estimates of IHD and stroke with or without poststratification weighting. 

 
 
Note: Poststratification weighting was performed with respect to annual household income and education.
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 Figure 4. Manhattan plot summarizing results from the phenome-wide association study (PheWAS) of PMH survey completion. 

(a) Diagnostic codes that are positively associated with PMH survey completion.   
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(b) Diagnostic codes that are negatively associated with PMH survey completion.   
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