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Abstract
Introduction: Telemedicine has the potential to improve healthcare access and reduce dis-

parities. We examined whether the incidence rate of medical cannabis patients (MC) was as-
sociated with concentrated disadvantage in Pennsylvania in 2022, accounting for a population
of patients approved through telemedicine.

Methods: This zip code-level analysis examined associations between the Concentrated
Disadvantage Index (CDI) and two outcomes: (1) the number of telemedicine-approved MC
patients, as obtained from a specific telemedicine provider, and (2) the number of all other MC
patients, calculated by subtracting the number of telemedicine-approved patients from the total
number of MC patients at the zip code-level. Total counts of MC patients and in-office MC
providers for Pennsylvania were sourced from the Pennsylvania Department of Health, while
CDI data were derived from the 2022 American Community Survey. We used multivariate neg-
ative binomial regression models with population offsets and robust standard errors, adjusting
for spatial autocorrelation through spatial lag adjustments.

Results: The CDI was not associated with the incidence rate of telemedicine-approved
MC patients (IRR = 0.962; p = 0.355), but it was significantly negatively associated with the
incidence rate of all other MC patients (IRR = 0.904; p = 0.000). The density of in-office MC
providers was significantly associated with the incidence rate of all other MC patients but not
with telemedicine-approved patients. Spatial factors, including autocorrelation, significantly
influenced the distribution of both groups of patients.

Discussion: These findings suggest that telemedicine plays a crucial role in improving
access to MC for socioeconomically disadvantaged areas. The lack of a significant association
between the CDI and telemedicine-approved MC patients highlights the ability of telemedicine
to bypass barriers such as provider scarcity and transportation challenges. By facilitating remote
consultations and approvals, telemedicine ensures access for patients who might otherwise face
difficulties obtaining MC.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Medical Cannabis in the United States: Policies and Promises Unkept

In the United States, 38 states and the District of Columbia have legalized cannabis for medical use

(National Conference of State Legislatures, 2024). All states where cannabis is medically available

have developed state-administered medical cannabis (MC) programs. State regulatory frameworks

for MC vary, influencing which conditions qualify for treatment and the demographic profiles of

users (Boehnke et al., 2024; Fairman, 2016). Prospective patients must obtain certification from a

qualified physician, verifying their diagnosis of one of these conditions to become eligible for MC

use. As of 2022, there were nearly 4.1 million registered MC patients in the U.S., a 33% increase

from the previous year (Boehnke et al., 2024).

Current research suggests that MC has beneficial properties (National Academies of Sciences,

2017). While it is not without risks, MC has been shown to assist in the discontinuation of high-

risk medications (Bradford and Bradford, 2016, 2017, 2018; Bruce et al., 2021b; Charoenporn et al.,

2023; O’Connell et al., 2019; Purcell et al., 2019). It has been shown to increase sleep quality and

quality-of-life for people suffering from various conditions including chronic pain, post-traumatic

stress disorder, and epilepsy (AminiLari et al., 2022; Bonn-Miller et al., 2022; Bruce et al., 2021a;

Cahill et al., 2021; Chan et al., 2017; Drost et al., 2017; Erridge et al., 2022, 2023; Harris et al., 2022;

Mangoo et al., 2022; Nicholas et al., 2023; Pillai et al., 2022). Examining the impact of medical

and recreational cannabis laws through a societal lens shows evidence that MC laws do not generate

negative economic outcomes or lead to increased criminal activity (French et al., 2022; Ghimire,

2020; Ullman, 2017). However, the increased access to MC resulting from policy reform, and thus
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its potential benefits, have not been realized equally across racial and ethnic groups (American Civil

Liberties Union, 2020; Martins et al., 2010).

Despite the recent push towards making cannabis legal for medical and recreational purposes

within the U.S., the harms surrounding cannabis criminalization continue to disproportionately

impact Black and Hispanic people. A report by the American Civil Liberties Union (2020) notes

that the war on cannabis continues despite law changes. This report, and others specific to New

York, find persistent racial disparities in cannabis possession arrests in states that legalized cannabis

(Drug Policy Alliance, 2021).

These disparities exist despite policymakers making concerted efforts to pass cannabis reform

legislation that includes diversity requirements in MC and adult-use laws. These measures aim to

address social equity by ensuring that communities disproportionately affected by previous cannabis

prohibition have opportunities to participate in the legal cannabis market (New Jersey Cannabis

Regulatory Commission, 2024; State of Connecticut, 2024). But the efforts to implement diversity

requirements in MC and adult-use cannabis laws have shown mixed progress as the legislative

process has been slow, with many bills still awaiting committee approval (WHYY, 2024). The

pace of legislative action and the complexity of regulatory frameworks continue to challenge the

full realization of these diversity goals.

1.2 Telemedicine in the United States

Telehealth has been recognized for its potential to deliver efficient and cost-effective care by re-

ducing healthcare costs through decreased medication misuse, unnecessary emergency department

visits, and prolonged hospitalizations (Ebbert et al., 2023; Gajarawala and Pelkowski, 2021; Shaver,
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2022). Patient preferences indicate a high likelihood of using telemedicine for medication refills,

preparing for visits, reviewing test results, and receiving education, showcasing its effectiveness

in various healthcare services (Ebbert et al., 2023). Furthermore, telemedicine interventions have

shown promise in managing chronic conditions, suggesting potential long-term benefits for patient

outcomes and healthcare cost reduction (Omboni et al., 2020; Tchero et al., 2019).

Telehealth also plays a crucial role in increasing access and alleviating disparities in healthcare.

It offers significant benefits for socially or economically disadvantaged populations, such as those

in rural areas, who face greater barriers to accessing traditional in-person care (Ebbert et al., 2023;

Mahtta et al., 2021). However, disparities in telemedicine utilization persist, particularly among

racial and ethnic minorities, individuals with low socioeconomic status, and those with limited

technological access (Mahtta et al., 2021; Marcondes et al., 2024; Shaver, 2022).

1.3 Medical Cannabis Access and Telemedicine

To date, there is a dearth of research evaluating whether access to medical cannabis has been eq-

uitably distributed. One study, Cunningham et al. (2022), examined the geographic distribution

of in-office MC certifying providers in New York. The study found that for every 10% increase

in the percent of Black residents, neighborhoods were 5% less likely to have at least one in-office

MC provider. Conversely, they found that for every 10% increase in the percent of residents with a

bachelor’s degree or more, neighborhoods were 30% more likely to have at least one in-office MC

provider. These findings suggest that in-office qualified providers are unevenly distributed across

socioeconomic groups, with significant implications for accessing MC (Cunningham et al., 2022).

Telemedicine offers a potential solution to address the uneven geographic distribution of MC
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providers. Its use has recently increased in popularity (DeWitt, 2020; Pankratz, 2023). Currently,

only two states, Rhode Island and Utah, do not allow for telemedicine consultations for qualifying

a patient for MC. Although limited research compares the two consultation modes, one study, a

doctoral thesis, found that telemedicine visits were as effective as in-office visits for reducing pain

among chronic pain patients treated in a MC clinic during the COVID-19 pandemic, highlighting

the potential for telemedicine as an alternative mode of care (Pankratz, 2023).

1.4 Current Contribution

We sought to understand whether telemedicine consultation services addressed existing disparities

in MC access found in the Cunningham et al. (2022) study of New York. To do so, we explored

the relationship between telemedicine-approved MC patients and concentrated disadvantage across

Pennsylvania zip codes in 2022, accounting for spatial distribution and in-office MC providers.

Pennsylvania legalized MC on April 17, 2016. The first licensed sales occurred on February 15,

2018. As of July, 2023 the Pennsylvania Department of Health (PA-DoH) announced a total of

942,231 registered patients and caregivers.

2 Methods

This cross-sectional study used publicly available 2022 data from PA-DoH, proprietary Leafwell

data, and geospatial data from the National Historical Geographic Information System (NHGIS).

The analysis was conducted at the zip code-level, examining the associations between concen-

trated disadvantage and counts of patients, controlling for the density of in-office certifying medical

providers.
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2.1 Study Variables

We examined two primary outcomes: counts of telemedicine-approved MC patients from Leafwell

and counts of all other MC patients by zip code (Leafwell, 2024). We identified telemedicine-

approved patients through the Leafwell Patient Database (LPD). Leafwell operates in 36 states

and advertises on internet search engines and digital media to connect potential MC patients with

physicians in their state. After a physician deems a patient qualified for MC, Leafwell assists patients

in obtaining their medical card. Leafwell patients are asked to fill out a baseline questionnaire,

providing their zip code of primary residence. Data from the LPD have been used recently to

describe common primary qualifying conditions for medical cannabis (Doucette et al., 2024b,a) as

well as estimate the impact of medical cannabis treatment on healthcare utilization (Doucette et al.,

2024c)

To achieve our research aims, we accessed and analyzed LPD data from January 1, 2022, to

December 31, 2022. We identified all patients approved in Pennsylvania in 2022 and obtained their

zip code information. For patient confidentiality, only de-identified data from the LPD was shared

with internal researchers. Researchers did not have access to identifiable data. This project received

exempt status from an external, third-party IRB, BRANY (IRB Number: IRB00000080). Patients

consented to the use of their questionnaire data in aggregate form as part of the Leafwell terms of

service.

Data on all other MC patients in Pennsylvania were obtained through a release resulting from

the court case Department of Health v. Spotlight PA, Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania, No.

660 C.D. 2021 (Mahon, 2023a). Spotlight sued the PA-DoH for de-identified data related to MC

patients. As a result, the PA-DoH provided anonymized MC patient data for 2017 through 2022
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to Spotlight, which subsequently published the data. We downloaded the Spotlight data for 2022,

which provided the zip code of patients (Mahon, 2023b,a). We aggregated both sets of patient data

(LPD and PA-DoH) to the zip code-level. We then subtracted the counts of telemedicine-approved

patients from the counts of total Pennsylvania patients to create the outcome variable all other MC

patients.

Our primary independent variable was the concentrated disadvantage index (CDI). GIS zip code

boundaries, as well as zip code-specific demographic data necessary to compute the CDI, were

downloaded from the Integrated Public Use Microdata Series’ (IPUMS) NHGIS (Manson et al.,

2023). We downloaded data for the year 2022. The IPUMS-NHGIS provides summary tables of

the 2022 American Community Survey (5-year average 2018-2022). We did not use data from

1-year or 3-year estimates, as these are not available at the zip code-level.

We defined the CDI variable following established literature (Jing et al., 2022). Items were

combined into an index by taking the average of their z-scores, per established literature. A higher

value of the CDI variable indicates more concentrated disadvantage within a zip code. We also

included in the analysis a covariate representing the percentage of the population that was white

non-Hispanic. White non-Hispanics have been shown to utilize MC at higher rates compared to

other race/ethnicities (Fairman, 2016; Mahabir et al., 2020).

We included counts of in-office MC providers as an additional covariate in our models. We

obtained counts of in-office MC providers from the State of Pennsylvania’s MC program. This

information is publicly available through the PA-DoH (Pennsylvania Department of Health, 2024).

We downloaded the information, cleaned, and aggregated the counts of in-office MC providers to

the zip code-level for the analysis.
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2.2 Statistical Approach

The unit of analysis was the zip code-level. To examine whether concentrated disadvantage was

different for telemedicine-approved patients versus all other patients, we first conducted a multi-

variate negative binomial regression including all covariates in the model. We also conducted an

analysis to estimate whether spatial autocorrelation impacted our findings. To achieve this, we first

defined the spatial relationships between the observations, creating a spatial weight matrix using

the four nearest neighbors. We then conducted Moran’s I tests for our two primary outcomes to

test for autocorrelation. We extracted the residuals from the initial regression model, calculated a

spatial lag, and fit them into the spatial regression model, which included the covariates mentioned

above and lagged residuals to account for spatial dependence. For both the initial model and the

spatial regression model, we included a zip code-specific population offset to express our estimates

as incidence rate ratios (IRR). Both models also included standard errors clustered at the zip code-

level to adjust for potential correlation within clusters. All analyses were conducted using R version

4.3.1 (R Core Team, 2024). The multivariate negative binomial regression models were conducted

using the glm.nb function in the R package MASS (Venables and Ripley, 2002).

3 Results

Of the 2,167 total zip codes associated with Pennsylvania, we identified 1,458 standard zip codes,

excluding all PO boxes and unique zip codes. Of the 1,458 zip codes, 53 had a population of zero.

Therefore, we excluded these zip codes for a total of 1,405 remaining in the analyses.
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Figure 1: Distribution of telemedicine-approved patients within Pennsylvania in 2022. Light gray
indicates no patients were present in the zip code. White indicates limited data on population.

We provided figures examining the distribution of telemedicine-approved MC patients, all other

approved MC patients, in-clinic MC providers, and the CDI, respectively in Figures 1, 2, 3, and 4.

Each figure provides zip code-level information for Pennsylvania, specifically highlighting Philadel-

phia and Pittsburgh. Examining Figures 1 and 2, we see that there is some overlap in telemedicine-

approved and all other patients, but with a greater distribution for all other patients.
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Figure 2: Distribution of all other patients within Pennsylvania in 2022.Light gray indicates no
patients were present in the zip code. White indicates limited data on population.

Figure 3 illustrates the CDI at the zip code-level. The map reveals that areas with higher CDI

scores are located across Pennsylvania, with some concentrations in urban centers like Philadelphia

and Pittsburgh. The presence of high CDI values in both urban and rural areas indicates pockets of

socioeconomic disadvantage across diverse geographic regions. Figure 4 shows the distribution of

qualified in-clinic medical providers across zip codes. This figure highlights that the availability of

qualified providers is unevenly distributed across the state, with significant concentrations in urban

areas, particularly around Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. Rural areas and smaller towns show fewer

providers, which might limit access to in-office services in those regions.
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Figure 3: Distribution of qualified medical providers within Pennsylvania in 2022.Light gray
indicates no patients were present in the zip code. White indicates limited data on population.

Table 1 presents the results of the Moran’s I Statistics, including Moran’s I, expectation value,

variance, and p-value for both primary outcomes. Results suggest that the geographic distribution

of both telemedicine-approved and all other patients is not random but rather exhibits a significant

pattern of spatial clustering.
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Figure 4: Distribution of concentrated disadvantage index within Pennsylvania in 2022. Light
gray indicates no patients were present in the zip code. White indicates limited data on population.

In Table 2, we see that the CDI does not have a statistically significant association with the

incidence rate of telemedicine-approved patients. Without spatial lags, the IRR for the CDI is 0.988

(95% CI: 0.881, 1.107; p = 0.831), indicating no meaningful effect. When spatial lags are included,

the IRR is slightly lower at 0.962 (95% CI: 0.885, 1.045; p = 0.355), but still not significant. The

number of providers does not significantly affect the number of telemedicine-approved patients in

either model. The IRR is close to 1 in both cases (IRR = 1.005, p = 0.344 without spatial lags;

IRR = 1.007, p = 0.129 with spatial lags). The inclusion of spatial lags in the model is significant,

with an IRR of 1.040 (95% CI: 1.037, 1.043; p =< 0.001).
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Table 1: Moran’s I Statistic for Primary Outcomes: Telemedicine Approved Patients and All Other
Patients

Zip Code Level Variables Moran’s I Expectation Variance p-value

Telemedicine Approved Patients 0.3488 -0.0007 0.0003136 <0.0001
All Other Patients 0.3509 -0.0007 0.0003152 <0.0001

Note: Moran’s I statistics calculated at the zip code level. All p-values are significant at the p < 0.0001 level.

In Table 3, we see that the CDI shows a significant negative association with the incidence rate of

all other MC patients in both models. Without spatial lags, the IRR is 0.891 (95% CI: 0.839, 0.947;

p =< 0.001),indicating that higher CDI values are associated with fewer all other MC patients in

a given zip code. This negative association persists when spatial lags are included, with an IRR

of 0.904 (95% CI: 0.855, 0.957; p =< 0.001). Provider counts also show a significant positive

association with the number of non-Leafwell patients in both models, in contrast to Table 1. The

IRR is 1.009 without spatial lags (p = 0.017) and remains consistent with spatial lags included

(IRR = 1.009, p = 0.010). The inclusion of spatial lags is significant in this model as well, with an

IRR of 1.002 (95% CI: 1.002, 1.003; p =< 0.001).

Table 2: Associations between total telemedicine-approved medical cannabis patients and
concentrated disadvantage index controlling for qualified medical cannabis providers, percent

population white non-Hispanic, and spatial distribution

Without Spatial Lags With Spatial Lags

Zip Code Level Variables IRR 95% CI P-value IRR 95% CI P-value

Concentrated Disadvantage Index 0.988 0.881, 1.107 0.831 0.962 0.885, 1.045 0.355
Provider Counts 1.005 0.994, 1.016 0.344 1.007 0.998, 1.017 0.129
Percent White, non-Hispanic 1.194 0.918, 1.555 0.187 0.929 0.749, 1.152 0.503
Intercept 0.001 0.001, 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.001, 0.002 <0.001
Spatial Lags — — — 1.040 1.037, 1.043 <0.001

Note: Models are negative binomial generalized linear models with cluster robust standard errors clustered at the zip code level with a
population-level offset.
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4 Discussion

Using a combination of publicly available data from PA-DoH and proprietary data from Leafwell,

we examined how the CDI, in-office MC provider counts, and racial composition influenced the dis-

tribution of our two outcomes, accounting for spatial autocorrelation. Our findings reveal significant

differences in how socioeconomic factors and spatial distributions impact telemedicine-approved

patients compared to all other patients. For telemedicine-approved patients, the CDI did not show a

statistically significant association with the incidence rate of patients, indicating that telemedicine

access mitigate some of the barriers typically associated with socioeconomic disadvantage. These

findings suggest that telemedicine services, specifically for MC patients, may be more equitably dis-

tributed across socioeconomic strata than in-office MC providers alone, as found in Cunningham

et al. (2022).

Table 3: Associations between all other medical cannabis patients and concentrated disadvantage
index controlling for qualified medical cannabis providers, percent population white

non-Hispanic, and spatial distribution

Without Spatial Lags With Spatial Lags

Zip Code Level Variables IRR 95% CI P-value IRR 95% CI P-value

Concentrated Disadvantage Index 0.891 0.839, 0.947 < 0.001 0.904 0.855, 0.957 < 0.001
Provider Counts 1.009 1.002, 1.016 0.017 1.009 1.002, 1.017 0.010
Percent White, non-Hispanic 1.040 0.886, 1.221 0.632 0.835 0.726, 0.961 0.012
Intercept 0.019 0.017, 0.022 < 0.001 0.023 0.020, 0.026 < 0.001
Spatial Lags — — — 1.002 1.002, 1.003 < 0.001

Note: Models are negative binomial generalized linear models with cluster robust standard errors clustered at the zip code level with a
population-level offset.

On the other hand, the CDI had a significant negative association with the incidence rate of all

other patients, meaning that areas with higher socioeconomic disadvantage tended to have fewer

all other MC patients. This contrast underscores a crucial finding: telemedicine may serve as a
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critical tool in reducing disparities around obtaining a qualification for a MC card, particularly in

socioeconomically disadvantaged areas where traditional, in-clinic services are less prevalent or

harder to access.

In the context of the current literature, our findings align with the Cunningham et al. (2022)

study, which found disparities along socioeconomic lines in the distribution of in-office MC

providers. Our research expands on this by differentiating between patients who obtained a medical

card via a telemedicine provider and all other MC patients. Our findings, combined with Cunning-

ham et al. (2022), suggest the benefits of MC may not be shared equitably across different zip codes.

As states attempt to address the inequities perpetuated by the war on drugs through legislative

means, this knowledge can help policymakers better understand ways of alleviating the existing dis-

parities around MC service access. A recent article found racial and ethnic differences in cannabis

use following legalization among US states with MC laws. Martins et al. (2010) note that while

white non-Hispanic and Hispanic individuals saw cannabis use increase, Black non-Hispanic indi-

viduals did not see similar changes. This difference may be the result of the persistent disparities

in cannabis arrest rates (American Civil Liberties Union, 2020). However, part of this may be due

to differences in accessing MC services found in Cunningham et al. (2022) and further discussed

here. Our findings suggest that telemedicine services can alleviate some of the persistent disparities

around MC access.

While our findings indicate that telemedicine can help alleviate some disparities in access to

MC, the significant relationship between the CDI and the distribution of all other patients suggests

that broader healthcare inequalities still persist within Pennsylvania. Policymakers in Pennsylva-

nia, and policymakers in other states, should consider these disparities when crafting MC policies,

ensuring that initiatives to expand telemedicine do not replace but rather complement efforts to im-
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prove access to in-person care, particularly in areas with high levels of concentrated disadvantage.

Telemedicine can address MC access challenges by connecting patients with cannabis-trained

providers, regardless of location, thus improving access to expert advice in states with both medical

and adult-use cannabis. It also helps bridge knowledge gaps among primary care providers by

facilitating ongoing education and collaboration with specialists, ensuring cannabis use is safely

integrated into treatment plans. Telemedicine enables better communication and continuity of care,

keeping all healthcare providers informed and up-to-date on patient cannabis use, which reduces

unrecorded or unauthorized prescription medication substitution. This approach increases patient

confidence, supports personalized care, and enhances overall safety and efficacy in cannabis therapy.

4.1 Limitations

Several limitations must be considered when interpreting these findings. Geospatial analyses, while

powerful, have inherent limitations related to the accuracy of spatial data and the potential for eco-

logical fallacies. The use of zip code-level data, in particular, may mask important variations within

smaller geographic areas, leading to oversimplified conclusions about the relationship between CDI

and patient distribution. Additionally, the creation of the all other patients variable, which subtracts

LPD patients from the total patient population, does not account for individuals who may have used

both telemedicine and in-person services, nor does it account for patients who may have used an-

other telemedicine service. This could potentially distort the findings, particularly if a significant

number of patients utilized another telemedicine approval service to obtain their medical card. If

this is true, the results may say more about telemedicine patients specific to the LPD rather than

Pennsylvania as whole. Moreover, our study is cross-sectional, limiting our ability to infer causality
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from the observed associations. Longitudinal studies would be needed to fully understand how the

relationship between CDI and patient distribution evolves over time, particularly as telemedicine

continues to expand.

4.2 Conclusion

In conclusion, this study underscores the potential of telemedicine to mitigate healthcare access

disparities in the context of MC. While traditional in-office MC providers appear to be less acces-

sible in Pennsylvania, telemedicine shows promise in reaching populations that might otherwise be

underserved.
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