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Abstract

BACKGROUND:

Analyzing and visualizing disparities in environmental risks can help in assessing place-based
vulnerabilities and provide civic leaders and community members with essential data about
promoting health equity and inform public health strategies. However, thereis alack of effective
and integrative tools for evaluating census tract vulnerabilities.

OBJECTIVE:

We investigated the adaption of a previously developed environmental vulnerability index to
evaluate cumulative impacts of diverse stressors in Louisville Metro-Jefferson County, KY, with
the goal of supporting multi-faceted targeted public health interventions at the census tract-level.
METHODS:

We assessed countywide variability in vulnerability using Toxicological Prioritization Index
interface across five domains with 32 indicators and modeled the effects of theoretical public
health interventions.

RESULTS:

Our findings suggest similarly vulnerable areas are not always geographically clustered. Higher
vulnerability scores are observed along the western and central areas of the county with lower
vulnerability scoresin the central urban core and eastern regions. The index enabled the selection
of the most at-risk census tracts for modeling targeted public health interventions to reduce
cumulative environmental vulnerability.

SIGNIFICANCE:

Environmental vulnerabilities are not invariant features of urban environments, rather the
knowledge of these risks can guide the development and implementation of targeted solutions.
IMPACT STATEMENT:

Targeted interventions to modify environmental conditions that are supportive of health can be
devel oped and implemented locally with greater precision at the census tract level, yielding
impactful outcomes.
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Introduction

Given the importance of the role that environmental factors play in health outcomes, assessing
and mapping population health and environmental hazards together could better estimate place-
based vulnerabilities and furnish civic leaders and community members with vital data on health
equity and environmental risks. This knowledge can facilitate informed decisions regarding the
implementation of public health interventionstailored to address specific vulnerabilities within
communities. However, addressing the unequal distribution of environmental hazards and
vulnerabilities across geographic areas presents multifaceted challenges.*™ Health risk and
environmental hazards are well described at the state and county levels, but the characteristics
that comprise vulnerability are often localized at the census tract or neighborhood level.> For
instance, infectious disease tracking by the National Notifiable Diseases Surveillance System®
happens at the state level despite the fact that individual disease occurrenceis shaped by
geographical proximity at acity or a neighborhood scale.” Similarly, some determinants of
health, such as access to healthy foods, or proximity to only fast food and convenience outlets,
are well established to be most impactful at a neighborhood scale.® Further, risk and vulnerability
do not recognize political boundaries; pollution can cross census tract, neighborhood, and even
state boundaries.’ However, there is paucity of integrative, census tract, vulnerability screening

tools to inform targeted public health interventions.

Existing vulnerability indices at smaller scales typically focus on arelatively narrow set of issues
such as environmental pollution, extreme heat, flooding, disease, or lead exposure and depend on
specific data sources which may limit appropriate use and effectiveness.’>** The World Health

Organization (WHO) provides a framework for global application to evaluate the cost-
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effectiveness of environmental health interventions for air pollution, water supply, sanitation,

climate change, food safety, water management, and vector control; ™

while lacking place-based
intervention framework customization. Moreover, literature regarding public health interventions
to address climate-related environmental vulnerabilities and extreme weather eventsis lacking. ™
Many of these evaluations focus on modifying individual stressors or exposures to individuals,

rather than using a place-based framework that integrates cumulative impacts, community

exposure, and the natural and built environments.

As health inequities continue to grow nationally and new vulnerabilities arise from a changing
climate, frameworks that integrate environmental hazard and risk data to understand
vulnerability will become increasingly important. There are some efforts to integrate national
and local health datain a spatial context to address localized concerns across several
environmental domains.* For instance, the Houston-Galveston—Brazoria (HGB) EnviroScreen’s
Environmental Vulnerability Index (EV1)* pinpoints which communities need the most support
by analyzing health and environmental data geographically. Thisindex preceded the U.S.
Climate Vulnerability Index, which integrates indictors nationwide to inform a broad range of
policy interventions ranging from health and environment to infrastructure and socio-economic
factors.>* A potential benefit of environmental vulnerability assessments includes the
prioritization and implementation of layered interventions to reduce cumulative burdens across
communities. By employing comprehensive screening tools that merge publicly accessible health
data with location-specific environmental indicators, vulnerabilities can be pinpointed. This
approach forms a strong foundation for implementing precise public health intervention

strategies. The goal of this study was to demonstrate the development of an integrative screening
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tool to inform targeted public health interventions at a metro-area scale. Specifically, we adapted
the HGBEnNviroScreen framework into a bespoke index for Louisville Metro-Jefferson County.
We used the framework to model and evaluate interventions to reduce environmental risk and

vulnerabilities, focusing on solutions for communities most burdened by multiple stressors.
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Materialsand Methods

Study Area

The Louisville Metro-Jefferson County areain Kentucky, USA, isamid-sized, metropolitan area
with a population of 780,000."® Employment islargely in trade, transportation, and utilities.*®
Manufacturing activities are dispersed throughout the county, including a chemical and rubber
manufacturing corridor along the western edge of the city. The county features mixed-income
housing in the north and west, high-income areas in the east, and middle-to-low-income zones in
the south. Many census tracts in the northwestern part of the county are identified by the Climate
and Economic Justice Screening Tool® as facing significant burdens. The people, environment,
and infrastructure covering 190 census tracts are additionally affected by the presence of federal
and state Superfund sites, an international airport with acommercial air-transport hub, two large
interstate highways, and the Ohio River abutting the northern and western boundaries of the

county (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Study area, L ouisville M etr o-Jeffer son County area in Kentucky, USA. The
Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool (CEJST) designation by census tract aswell as
federal and state Superfund sites, the international airport with acommercial air-transport hub,
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Data Sources

Our methodological approach was based on the HGB region tool* (Table S1) with customization
to reflect Louisville Metro-Jefferson County-relevant indicators. The index includes 32
indicators organized into five domains (Table 1; Table S2). Transportation noise exposure
(vehicle, railways, aviation), heat wave exposure, and tornado indicators were added. Some
indicators included in the original HGB index were removed for the Jefferson County index as
being either not applicable or with no local source data (Table S3). Indicators were derived from
source datasets that were publicly available, with source data from 2015 through 2023. For
proximity analysis including number of hospitals, Superfund sites, and point sources of
pollution, asum of siteswithin a5 km radius buffer from the census tract centroid was used. In
most cases, low indicator values reflect low vulnerability. This relationship was inverted for

three indicators (life expectancy, number of hospitals, and tree canopy).

The basdline health domain contains six indicators pertaining to disease, longevity, and
healthcare access to show where residents themselves are most vulnerable to adverse
environmental impacts. The environmental exposures and risks domain encompasses nine
indicators related to ambient pollution and general environmental hazards. The environmental
sources domain features seven indicators, six reflect point sources of environmental exposures
and the seventh is tree canopy. The social vulnerability domain includes nine indicators related
to the resilience capacity of communities to recover from natural disasters and other crises. The

extreme weather domain includes three indicators: flood, heat exposure, and tornados.
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Table 1. Domains and vulnerability Indicatorsin the Environmental Vulnerability Index model for Louisville Metro- Jefferson §>§
County, Kentucky (USA), data variance, source dataset publication year, and assessment of if modification is possible by public health 3
intervention or policy. BS
Domain Indicator Original data variance Sourcedata Modifiable? Reference %g
year (yes/no) 22

Baseline Adult asthma (>18 years old) 8.7-18.4 2020 No - g8
Health Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 42-173 2020 No 2 Eé
Coronary heart disease 2.2-14.0 2020 No 2 38

Hospitals within 5km radius 0.0-6.0 2020 No 2 7282

Life expectancy 63.7-86.8 2015 No = §E§

Stroke 13-87 2020 No 2 235

Environment  Environmental Hazard Index 1-62 2023 No 2 550
al Exposures  National Air Toxics Assessment cancer risk 20 — 80 2019 Yes » i
and Risks National Air Toxics Assessment 0.02-0.07 2019 Yes 2 354
reproductive risk i

National Air Toxics Assessment respiratory 0.3 —0.6 2019 Yes 2 Y=

risk g

Noise exposure 46.8189 — 60.1937 2020 Yes 2 o83

PM2.5 Community Multiscale Air Quality ~ 5.3892 —12.949 2016 Yes 2 g §§

Risk-screening environmental indicators 0-11,311,551 2021 Yes 8 580

(RSEI) 228

Environment  Cement batch plants within 5km radius 0-7 2023 No 29 820
al Sources Metal recyclers within 5km radius 0-3 2023 No 2 B3
Petrochemical and oil refinerieswithin 5km 0—1 2023 No 2 5~

radius g3

Power plants within 5km radius 0-1 2023 No 2 28

Superfund sites within 5km radius 0-1 2023 No 30 3z

Traffic proximity and volume 16.4009 — 82435887 2020 No . 23

Tree canopy coverage 1.6807 — 68.0316 2021 Yes 2 =8

Social % Income for housing 0-0.5498 2023 Yes . 89
Vulnerability % Renters 2.6892 —96.711 2023 Yes 3 25
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Domain Indicator Original datavariance Sourcedata Modifiable? Reference
year (yes/no)
% Without health insurance 0.2-283 2020 Yes ¥
Food desert low access 0-2 2019 Yes ®
Household composition and disability 0.0072 —0.9892 2020 No #
Housing and transportation 0.0018 -1 2020 No .
M edian renter income vs. median area 0.3108 — 0.5789 2023 Yes s
income
Minority status and language 0.1182-1 2020 No .
Socioeconomic status 0.001-1 2020 No .
Weather 1% Annual probability flood hazard® 0-—40.3884 2020 Yes %
Warm season average maximum 86.13766667- 2018 Yes 3
temperature 88.39227273
Tornado 0.000912796 — 2023 Yes %
0.019012543

#24 census tracts have missing data; the Louisville Metro-Jefferson County average was used in these cases.
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Data Analysis

The Toxicological Prioritization Index (ToxPi) version 1.2.1 (Durham, North Carolina) was used
to produce EV| scores by census tract (n=190).3*% Indicators were converted to percentiles to
put them on the same scale before being combined within domains. Equal weights were applied
to each indicator within adomain, and each domain was weighted equally as one-fifth. Scores
are relative rankings; a composite score of O indicates that an area has no vulnerabilities while
higher scores indicate more vulnerability. The Louisville International Airport comprises an
entire census tract and was excluded. Maps, geocoding, and Local Moran’s | analysis were

performed using ArcGIS Pro version 2.9.5 (Redlands, CA).

Environmental Vulnerability I ntervention Simulation

To evaluate potential public health interventions for reducing environmenta vulnerabilities,
modifiable indicators were identified, and three intervention scenarios were devel oped (Figure
2). Indicators were determined to be modifiable if they were changeable by policy or other
intervention activity within five years, for instance — tree planting efforts can increase the
percentage of tree canopy and air toxics can be reduced through policy or power plant retirement,
retrofit, and conversion to natural gas.”*® To define modifiable factors, particular emphasis was
placed on their potential for theoretically feasible implementation in real-world settings,** within
the context of census tract-level influence. Non-modifiable indicators included factors such as

interstate highways, industrial corridors, rivers, and other natural landscape features.

The five most vulnerable census tracts, those with the highest ToxPi composite scores, were

selected as intervention sites with threeillustrative case studies for each (A, B, C). To model
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interventions, we substituted selected indicator score(s) with the lowest (least vulnerable) score
observed in Louisville Metro-Jefferson County. This change represents atheoretical intervention
aimed at improving the tract’s overall vulnerability. Intervention A modeled the potential
impacts improving singular indicators such as tree canopy, noise pollution exposure, or
respiratory risk from air toxics. Intervention B modeled the potential impacts of improving an
entire domain such as environmental exposures and risks, environmental sources, or weather; for
example, an intervention that included removing a group of point sources of pollution,
decreasing traffic and increasing tree canopy coverage through joint economic and policy
investment. Intervention C modeled the potential impacts of improving athematic cluster of
indicators, such asair pollution, environmental infrastructure, or point sources of pollution

(Table S4).
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Ethics

Data used in the analysis are available in online public records, sources are provided in Table S2.
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Results

Composite ToxPi Scores

Composite ToxPi scores were not uniformly distributed across Louisville Metro-Jefferson
County (Figure 3); they ranged from 0.19 to 0.71. Geographically, high vulnerability scores were
observed along the western and central areas of the county with lower vulnerability scoresin the
central urban core and eastern regions. The most at-risk census tract (21111005900) isin the
downtown urban core. The least at-risk census tract (21111013100) isamainly residential area
in the urban core that abuts a park and a local airfield. However, there are pockets of
vulnerability and census tracts that span geographic locations. The five least vulnerable census
tracts are spread across an area east of Interstate 65. In contrast, the five most vulnerable census
tracts are spread across the central and western areas of the county. This pattern matches the
distribution of CEJST-designation of disadvantaged.”® Of the 72 disadvantaged census tractsin
Jefferson County 83% (70) are in the western and south-central regions. Of the 21 most
vulnerable census tracts, 80% (17) are considered disadvantaged. All five of the most vulnerable

census tracts from our model are also considered CEJST disadvantaged.

Local Moran’s | analysis was used to identify statistically significant clusters and outliers.
Clusters are areas where tracts with high or low ToxPi scores are adjacent to other tracts with
similarly high or low scores. Outliers are areas where tracts with high values are adjacent to low
values and vice-versa (Figure 3). Results show significant clustering of higher ToxiPi scoresin
the west, with low ToxiPi scores cluster in the eastern county areas. There are five outlier tracts

with relatively higher ToxPi scores than their neighboring tractsin the eastern county areas.
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Figure 3. Toxicological Prioritization Composite Score I ndex by censustract, Louisville
Metr o-Jeffer son County, Kentucky (USA). Pand A: Composite scores by census tract
whereby a higher score corresponds to a more vulnerable census tract. Census tracts were sorted
into quartiles by overall score, the quartiles were scored as: 1% quartile as lowest vulnerable
census tracts <0.32 (n=48); 2™ quartile 0.33 to 0.41 (n=48); 3" quartile 0.42 to 0.51 (n=47); and
4™ quartile as most vulnerable census tracts >0.52 (n=47). Panel B: Modeled clusters of
composite scores by census tract. The Local Moran’s | analysisindicates statistically significant
clusters of high or low values, as well as outliers where high values are adjacent to low values,
and vice-versa.

Domain-specific Scores

Some census tracts with low composite ToxPi scores have high domain-specific scores (Figure
4). The five most vulnerable census tracts especially score low in the domains of environmental
exposures and risks and environmental exposures. The least vulnerable census tract

(21111013100) has the best score across the county for both for social vulnerability and severe

weather domains.
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Figure 4. Toxicological Prioritization Domain Score I ndex by censustract, Louisville

Metr o-Jeffer son County, Kentucky (USA). Top: Domain scores by census tract whereby a
higher score corresponds to a more vulnerable census tract. Panels present the domain scores for:
A.) Basdline Health; B.) Environmental Exposures and Risks; C.) Environmental Sources; D.)
Socia Vulnerability; and E.) Extreme Weather. Bottom: Modeled clusters of domain scores by
censustract. The Local Moran’s | analysis indicates statistically significant clusters of high or
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low values, as well as outliers where high values are adjacent to low values, and vice-versa.
Panels present the domain scores for: A.) Baseline Health; B.) Environmental Exposures and
Risks; C.) Environmental Sources; D.) Social Vulnerability; and E.) Extreme Weather.

Heterogeneity

Heterogeneity analysis (Figure S1) was performed for each for each of the 32 indicatorsto
ensure only factors that offer significant variance were included in theindex. Indicators that have
limited variation thus may have minimal influence on the model's predictive accuracy. Heat
exposure and noise are two examples with a good, but narrow, data range across census tracts.
Aswell, for NATA cancer, most (186/190) census tracts have the same raw value, but thereis
some variation. And, again for renter/owner income most (185/190) census tracts have the same
raw value. If the framework indicated an indicator raw score that had no-variation it would have

been appropriate to remove; no changes were made following heterogeneity analysis.

Modelling the Impact of | nterventions on Vulnerability Scores

Across the Intervention A case studies, modifications to a single indicator led to enhancementsin
the ToxPi composite score ranging from 1 to 4% (Table 2). Improving single indicators does not
universally reduce vulnerability, even in the most vulnerable tracts. Improving the best possible
indicator score reflected in the county for tree canopy alone resulted in an average 3%
improvement to the composite ToxPi score, while improving noise pollution or NATA
respiratory risk were an average 2% improvement. Currently tree canopy coverageisaslow as
5% and adjusting tree canopy in these five census tracts uniformly to 10% only improved
composite ToxPi scores marginally, an average of 1% improvement. Increasing tree canopy to

the countywide goal of 45%* improved average composite ToxPi scores by 3%. One of the most
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vulnerable census tracts (21111011901) already had a 31% tree canopy coverage, which is good

for an urban area and better than the average tree canopy coverage across the county.
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Table 2. Toxicological Prioritization Index (ToxPi) composite scoresfor the lowest five ranking census tracts and modeled case
study result following intervention to the best possibleindicator score reflected in the county. Higher composite scores
correspond to higher vulnerability. Intervention A modeled the potential impacts of improving one indicator while keeping all other

indicators static. Intervention B modeled the potential impacts of improving entire domains. Intervention C modeled the potential

impacts of improving clusters of indicators with related interventions. Each moddl intervention was conducted three times as an

illustrative case studt.

CensusTract Original

ToxPi
Composit
e Score
21111005900 0.7077
21111009103 0.6831
21111011002 0.6497
21111011901 0.6594
21111012701 0.7
Logistically
feasible public
health
intervention

ToxPi Score after Intervention A

Al-Tree
canopy

0.68
0.6559
0.6233
0.6548
0.676
Tree
planting
efforts
inclusive of
site selection
and
preparation,
long term
maintenance
and
community
engagement,
and
protective

policy.

A2 —Noise

0.6862
0.6618
0.6416
0.6325
0.6929
Noise
pollution
reduction
achieved
through
noise
reduction
features
(sound
walls,
vegetative
buffers, etc.)
and policy
(elevation
standards
for aircraft
and
residential
noise
regulations.)

A3 -
NATA

respiratory
risk

0.6941

0.6695

0.6361

0.6458

0.6864
Air quality
improveme
nts through
local clean
air
standards,
pollution
control
requirement
s, best
available
technologie
s, and
compliance
monitoring
and

reporting

ToxPi Score after Intervention B

B1-
Environmen
tal exposure
& risks

0.6199
0.6025
0.574
0.5955
0.6498
A
combination
of air
monitoring
and noise
exposure
interventions

B2 - B3-
Environme Weather
ntal
Sour ces
0.5695 0.6029
0.5699 0.5194
0.5641 0.5217
0.5948 0.4958
0.546 0.5734
Economic Wetland
and policy restoration
investment and green
toremoveor infrastructur
reduce the €; upgrading
number of drainage
environment  systemsand
al sourcesof  critica
pollution infrastructur
from €, integration
residential of flood
areas, and management
increasing into broader
tree environment
coverage. al planning.

ToxPi Score after Intervention C

Cl-Air
quality

0.6397
0.6272
0.5928
0.6127
0.6657
A
combinatio
n of
suggested
intervention
sfrom each
of the other
categories.

c2-
Environme
ntal
infrastruct
ure
0.6533
0.6509
0.6058
0.6532
0.6477
A
combination
of suggested
intervention
sfrom each
of the other
categories.

C3-
Potential
health
hazards

0.6254
0.5986
0.5973
0.6105
0.5894
A
combination
of suggested
interventions
from each of
the other
categories.
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For Intervention B, entire domains with several indicators were adjusted: environmental
exposures and risks, environmental sources, or weather. Across the case studies, domain
modifications led to enhancements in the ToxPi composite scores ranging from 7% to 25%.
When indicator scores within adomain were adjusted to the best scores observed in the county,
the census tract’s composite ToxPi scores were reduced by an average of 11% for environmental

exposures and risks, 16% for environmental sources, and 20% for extreme weather.

For Intervention C, thematically related intervention clusters of indicators were adjusted: air
pollution, environmental infrastructure, or potential health hazards. Across the case studies,
modifications to these clusters led to enhancementsin the ToxPi composite scores ranging from
1 to 16%. When indicator scores for each cluster were reduced to the best scores observed in the
county, the census tract’s composite ToxPi scores were reduced on average for air quality at 8%,

for environmental infrastructure at 6%, and for potential health hazards at 11%.
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Discussion

In this study, we used a modified version of community based EV framework® to assess
vulnerabilities in a new geographic region. We extended the tool to mode! interventions and to
assess potential impact on hyperlocal risks. Our approach provides a data-driven guide for
Louisville Metro-Jefferson County as examples of census tract scale solutions as opposed to
more general public health programming. Theindex is customized to the particular concerns of
our area, including the addition of indicators such as noise pollution exposure, heatwave
exposure, and tornados. While Messer et al.** developed neighborhood socioeconomic context
for 19 cities, it excluded flood, growing urban heat island effect, and tornados which are locally
important vulnerabilities in the Louisville Metro-Jefferson County area. The presence of a
commercial air-hub led to the addition of the noise pollution indicator. These risks are real for
many cities and the expanded evaluation demonstrates the benefits of adaptation to local
conditions, risks, and vulnerabilities. The Louisville Metro-Jefferson County has unique
vulnerabilities when compared with most other counties across of the nation, although the area
does resemble several towns in the United States Midwest. For example, all 190 censustractsin
Louisville Metro-Jefferson County have higher average PM 2.5 concentrations than the
nationwide average of 3.79 ug/ma3. Identification and incorporation of such local vulnerabilities

may be key to developing local and well-targeted interventions.

Previous work suggests that single-indicator interventions to improve health are theoretically
feasible. Wang et al.*® reported on the effectiveness of an urban green and blue space
intervention in improving wellbeing. Brown et al.** and Hammer et al.* discovered that direct

regulation on lowering noise at its source, expanding and increasing access to noise maps, and
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altering the built environment can be effective. Further, Casey et al.” documented improved
health outcomes resulting from the removal of an environmental point source of pollution when

the retirement of a coal-fired power plant led to improved asthma outcomes.

Our index integrates several related indicatorsinto a single domain and it incorporates social,
clinical, and environmental datato provide a more comprehensive evaluation of area
vulnerability. In previous work, other environmental health vulnerability studies conducted at
census tract level have focused on only clinical dataor only afew public data sources, %%
despite the probability that a wide range of structural environmental variables can impact health.
For instance, social vulnerability combines data on socioeconomic status, housing and
trangportation, and health insurance coverage. When assessing access to healthcare, this

combined view of indicators may be more explanatory of lack of healthcare access than a smple

hospital proximity indicator.

Our findings suggest that environmental vulnerability could be feasibly estimated at census tract
scale, rather than county level, consistent with 