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Abstract

Introduction: Socioeconomic inequalities affecting health are of major importance in Europe. The literature
enhances the role of social determinants of health, such as socioeconomic characteristics and urbanization, to
achieve health equity. Yet, there is still much to know, mainly concerning the association between cause-specific
mortality and several social determinants, especially in metropolitan areas.
This study aims to describe the geographical pattern of cause-specific mortality in the Lisbon Metropolitan Area
(LMA), at small area level (parishes), and analyses the statistical association between mortality risk and health
determinants (material deprivation and urbanization level). Fourteen causes have been selected, representing
almost 60 % of total mortality between 1995 and 2008, particularly those associated with urbanization and
material deprivation.

Methods: A cross-sectional ecological study was carried out. Using a hierarchical Bayesian spatial model, we
estimated sex–specific smoothed Standardized Mortality Ratios (sSMR) and measured the relative risks (RR), and
95 % credible intervals, for cause-specific mortality relative to 1. urbanization level, 2. material deprivation and
3. material deprivation adjusted by urbanization.

Results: The statistical association between mortality and material deprivation and between mortality and
urbanization changes by cause of death and sex. Dementia and MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lung are the
causes of death showing higher relative risk associated with urbanization. Infectious and parasitic diseases, Chronic
liver disease and Diabetes are the causes of death presenting higher relative risk associated with material
deprivation. Ischemic heart disease was the only cause with a statistical association with both determinants, and
MN female breast was the only without any statistical association. Urbanization level reduces the impact of material
deprivation for most of the causes of death. Men face a higher impact of material deprivation and urbanization
level, than women, in most cause-specific mortality, even when considering the adjusted model.

Conclusions: Our findings explore the specific pattern of fourteen causes of death in LMA and reveals small areas
with an excess risk of mortality associated with material deprivation, thereby identifying problematic areas that
could potentially benefit from public policies effecting social inequalities.
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Introduction
Health, and the socioeconomic inequalities affecting it,
are of major importance in Europe [1], so taking action
to reduce health inequalities should be a high priority at
all levels of governance [2, 3]. Although Europe has a
tradition of studies that analyse the association between
material deprivation and increased mortality [4, 5] and
other indicators of ill health [6], most of them have ana-
lysed individual data at country level [1]. Hence, their re-
sults may not be relevant for municipal policymaking
[7]. Fewer studies have been able to identify small area
level territories within urban areas [8], specifically in
metropolitan areas, where interventions can effectively
target the structural determinants of health inequalities.
In recent years, area of residence has been recognised

as a social determinant of health [9, 10] and, accord-
ingly, the use of spatial analysis of health outcomes and
their predictors has increased. Likewise, the develop-
ment of spatial methods has rapidly improved [11]. By
analysing spatial health-related data, researchers were
able to identify the association between health determi-
nants and health outcomes at the level of the municipal-
ity [12], city [13] and also at small area level [3, 8, 14].
The small area level is considered the best one to avoid
the ecological bias component (the Modifiable Areal
Unit Problem) created by heterogeneity and to detect
geographical patterns in mortality which would not be
evident with larger geographical areas [15].
Material deprivation is one of most well-established

health determinants [4, 16]: areas with higher socioeco-
nomic deprivation present a higher mortality risk [17].
This association has already been found for Total mor-
tality [8]; Avoidable mortality amenable to healthcare
[3]; Diabetes [12]; Infectious diseases [18]; Cancer [19];
Dementia [20]; Suicide [21]; Ischemic heart disease [16];
Cerebrovascular disease [16]; Chronic liver disease [16]
and Traffic injuries [22]. According to Testi and Ivaldi
[23], who distinguished between material and social
forms of deprivation based on Townsend’s approach [5],
the material index is the most suitable measure to ex-
plain variations in mortality within an urban area.
Today, the rural–urban gradient is also one of the major

influential factors in spatial issues [24]. Moreover, urban
areas have important health advantages, particularly in the
developing world [13, 25]. However, urbanization amplifies
the adverse impacts of material deprivation on mortality
[26, 27]. As Diez-Roux et al. [28] point out, an important
feature of urban areas is the great heterogeneity in socio-
economic circumstances and resources, resulting in enor-
mous inequality in environmental conditions within cities.
This means that the consequences of urbanization are not
the same for all.
The literature contains several studies that relate

urbanization and mortality: higher urbanization has been
associated with Ischemic heart disease [29], Infectious
disease [30], Chronic liver disease and Cirrhosis [27] and
some cancers [31, 32] and lower levels of urbanization
have been associated with Suicide [33], Stomach cancer
[32], Diabetes [12] and Dementias [34].
Borrell et al. [8] have shown that socioeconomic in-

equalities in health tend to be more pronounced in more
urbanized areas (where disadvantaged and poor popula-
tions are concentrated in marginalized neighbourhoods)
and that urban areas have certain special characteristics
which can influence the population’s health and can be
the targets of specific policies. Therefore, given the
growth in the urban population, public health challenges
must be concentrated in urban areas and policies must
be adopted to this context [35].
According to Singh et al. [36], material deprivation

and urbanization indices can serve as important surveil-
lance tools for monitoring health inequalities. However
the relationship between material deprivation, urban/
rural status, and mortality is complex; hence, careful
study is required of the way in which urban–rural differ-
ences in disease risk are heterogeneous and often
context-specific [25]. In fact, material deprivation and
urbanization often co-occur in the same places, which
mean that it is important to study the mutual influence
of these health determinants upon each other.
Some authors have already identified premature mor-

tality inequalities within Lisbon Metropolitan Area
(LMA), due to material deprivation [37]. The persistence
of poverty, and social and health inequalities in the
LMA, despite the general improvement in all health and
social indicators [38], proceeds from previous social and
political conditions that, at different levels, are also
present in other metropolitan areas or cities in European
countries; mainly in those that have had delayed
industrialization and urbanization, like Portugal. Thus,
particular attention should be given to the consequences
of material deprivation on urban health at small area
level in this region [39].
Studying mortality in small areas, and associating this

with material deprivation and with urbanization levels, al-
lows us to identify factors that drive inequalities, and es-
tablish how these determinants contribute to inequalities.
The information yielded is critical for implementing and
tailoring policies to reduce health inequalities and, consid-
ering these results, important lessons can be adduced re-
garding similar contextual factors (urbanization and
material deprivation). The results can also be compared
internationally with other metropolitan areas with similar
characteristics of urbanization and material deprivation.
As far as we know, this paper is the first in Europe to

use small-area data to address mortality inequalities as-
sociated with material deprivation adjusted to the
urbanization level.



Table 1 ICD Codes (for the 9th and 10th Revision) of the
causes of death considered in the study

Cause of Death ICD10 ICD9

Infectious and
parasitic disease

A00-B99 001-139

MN stomach C16 151

MN colon, rectum,
anus and anal canal

C18, C19-C21 153, 154

MN larynx, trachea,
bronchus and lung

C32-C34 161, 162

MN female breast C50 174

MN prostate C61 185

Diabetes mellitus E10-E14 250

Dementias F00-F99 excluded
F11-F16, F19

290-319 excluded
304, 305 (.2-.9)

Ischemic heart disease I20-I25 410-414

Cerebrovascular disease I60-I69 430-434, 436-438

Chronic liver disease K70, K73, K74 571

Symptoms, signs and
abnormal clinical and
laboratory findings

R00-R99 excluded R75 780-799

Transport injuries V01-V99 E800-E049

Suicide and intentional
self-harm

X60-X84 E950-E959

Note: To access information about the codes correspondence you can see, for
ICD9, http://icd9cm.chrisendres.com/index.php?action=contents, and for
ICD10, http://apps.who.int/classifications/icd10/browse/2015/en
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The aims of this paper are to describe the geograph-
ical mortality pattern in the parishes of the Lisbon
Metropolitan Area (LMA) by cause of death, and to
analyse the statistical association between mortality
and 1. urbanization, 2. material deprivation, and 3.
material deprivation adjusted by urbanization, in the
period 1995–2008.

Study area
The LMA is the main metropolitan area of Portugal in
which over ¼ of the Portuguese population lives. In ac-
cordance with other Southern European cities, Lisbon’s
population is steadily ageing, particularly within the city
centre: the population aged 65 or over in the LMA in-
creased by 43.7 % (1991: 12.8 %; 2011: 18.4 %, according
to the Portuguese National Statistics Office–INE). Now-
adays, the older population in the Lisbon municipality
accounts for 24 % of total population (INE, 2011).
Geographically, the LMA is divided into two main

areas by the River Tagus: the northern and southern
banks. The centre is the city of Lisbon, surrounded by a
highly urbanized urban ring (in north) and a less urban-
ized urban ring (in south and northern border). Be-
tween the 1970s and 90s, the population in the north
urban belt has grown very fast, mainly due to migrants
from other Portuguese regions and former African col-
onies. Yet, this growth has not always been accompan-
ied by public services, infrastructures, land-use mix
concerns, etc., with consequences that are important to
study, mainly related with social exclusion and health
inequities [40].
Materials and methods
Design, source of information and indicators
This study follows an ecological design, as defined within
the INEQ-CITIES project [8]. The sources of information
were mortality registers (aggregated for the period 1995-
2008), the 2001 census for population data and socioeco-
nomic indicators, and the 1998 Urban Areas Classification
for urbanization data, all from the INE.
The area of analysis was the parish, the lowest adminis-

trative level in Portugal. In the LMA there are 207 parishes
belonging to 18 municipalities. The parish borders were
stable for a long time and during the study period, decreas-
ing the probability of misregistration of death certificates.
Based on an exploratory analysis of sixty causes of

death (INEQ-CITIES list), 14 causes of death were se-
lected, representing almost 60 % of total mortality in
LMA between 1995 and 2008 (Table 1). The selection
was restricted to causes of death previously associated
with material deprivation or urbanization level [3, 8, 12,
16, 18–20, 22, 28, 35, 41] and for which numbers can be
expected to be large enough to allow small area analysis.
The mortality data by cause of death was aggregated for
the period 1995–2008 (N = 355,363), disaggregated by age
(<15; 15–24; 25–44; 45–64; > = 65), sex (total, male, female)
and parish (small area) of LMA. For reasons of confidenti-
ality and lack of information, our database includes 97.7 %
of total deaths from the selected causes of death in LMA,
meaning that 13,319 deaths have not been considered (e.g.,
age, sex and parish are not mentioned on death certificates).
The study population consisted of residents of LMA in
2001, stratified by the same sex and age groups as the mor-
tality data.
To evaluate the social and economic conditions of the

area of residence, a material deprivation index was built.
This is a composite indicator that takes into account
three dimensions: education, employment and housing
conditions. The chosen indicators (from the 2001 Cen-
sus) were: 1. Illiteracy rate (population with more than
10 years that does not know how to write and read); 2.
Unemployment rate (unemployment among the popula-
tion between 14 and 65 years), and 3. Substandard hous-
ing rate (houses without toilet). The material deprivation
index was constructed in accordance with the method
used by Carstairs and Morris [4]. The variables were
standardised (using the z-score method) so that each
variable exerted the same influence upon the final result.
This index, and the indicators used to build it, have been

http://icd9cm.chrisendres.com/index.php?action=contents
http://apps.who.int/classifications/icd10/browse/2015/en
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already applied in other studies about material deprivation
in LMA [12, 40]. The material deprivation index was ana-
lysed in terciles (t1: lowest level of deprivation; t3: highest
level of deprivation).
Finally, the Classification of urban areas, produced by INE,

was used to determine the urbanization level. This indicator
takes into account population density and urban land use to
categorise the Portuguese parishes in three groups: 1.
Predominantly rural area, 2. Medium urban area and 3.
Predominantly urban area. For the last one, the criteria was
population density higher than 500 inhabitants/km2 and
more than half the territory classified as urban. Since the
focus is only on the parishes of a metropolitan area, the first
two have been aggregated to represent the “less urbanized”
parishes and the last one representing the “most urbanized”
parishes. This has been analysed as a dichotomic variable.

Data analysis
The mortality indicator used for this analysis is the Stan-
dardized Mortality Ratio (SMR) for total population of
LMA. This variable is dependent on population size
since its variance is inversely proportional to the ex-
pected values. Thus, areas with low population tend to
present estimates with a high variance. When analysing
aggregated data from small areas, it is important to con-
sider two sources of variability: first, the spatial depend-
ence between geographical areas, which means that
neighbouring areas are more likely to have a similar
mortality level than distant areas, according to Tobler’s
first law of Geography [42]; second, the non-spatial vari-
ability (random variation). In order to take into account
this variability we used the hierarchical bayesian model
proposed by Besag, York and Mollié obtaining smoothed
SMR (sSMR) [43]. This method allows us to produce
smoothed estimates, minimizing potential bias while still
presenting a valid spatial pattern [3, 44].
The sSMR were estimated for each cause of death and

sex with the following model:

OiePoisson Eiθið Þ

log θið Þ ¼ αþ Si þ Hi

where, for each small area i, Oi denoted the observed
cases of deaths for a particular cause and gender in the
small area i, Ei was the expected number of deaths (of
each cause and gender) in the small area i and θi, the
relative risk for each specific area and specific cause of
death. ∝ represents the intercept, Si the spatial random
effects and Hi the heterogeneous (non-spatial) effects.
The expected numbers of deaths in each area were cal-
culated by indirect standardisation, using the population
in 2001 (multiplied by the number of years in the study
period: 14 years) and taking as reference mortality rates
by gender, age (<15; 15–24; 25–44; 45–64; > = 65) and
cause of death in the LMA.
Based on sSMR we measured the probability of excess

risk (sSMR > 100), which should also be taken into ac-
count when evaluating the statistical evidence provided
by estimates of sSMR in each small area.
The geographical distribution of sSMR, calculated

through Model 1, was represented using maps of septiles:
the dark blue areas have the lowest sSMR and the dark
brown ones have the highest. The probability of excess
risk was represented using five fixed categories: [0–0.1]
(lowest probability sSMR > 100), ]0.1-0.2], ]0.2-0.8], ]0.8-
0.9] and ]0.9-1.0] (highest probability sSMR > 100).
The statistical association with the contextual-level

variables (material deprivation and urbanization) has
been obtained through the application of an ecological
regression model that introduces those indicators as ex-
planatory variables.
To evaluate the statistical association between mortal-

ity by cause of death and urbanization (Xi) (a dichotom-
ous variable), the regression was formulated as follows:

log θið Þ ¼ β1 þ β2Xi þ Si þ Hi

Where exp(β2) denotes the relative risk of mortality in the
more urbanized areas with respect to the less urbanized.
To analyse the relationship between mortality and ma-

terial deprivation (Di), we applied a similar model in
which material deprivation terciles were introduced as
dummy variables:
D2i = 1 if the small area i is in the second tercile

group.
D2i = 0 otherwise
D3i = 1 if the small area i is in the third tercile group.
D3i = 0 otherwise
For this model, called “based”, the regression was for-

mulated as follows:

log θið Þ ¼ β1 þ β2D2i þ β3D3i þ Si þ Hi

where exp(β2) (respectively exp(β3)) denotes the relative
risk of mortality in the areas included in the second ter-
cile (respectively third tercile) group with respect to the
included in the first tercile deprivation group.
Finally, we estimated the statistical association between

material deprivation and mortality adjusted by urbanization
level. For this model, called “adjusted”, the regression was
formulated as follows:

log θið Þ ¼ β1 þ β2D2i þ β3D3i þ β4Xi þ Si þ Hi

Where exp(β2) (respectively exp(β3)) are adjusted by
urbanization level (dichotomic variable) and denotes the
relative risk of mortality in the areas included in the sec-
ond tercile (respectively third tercile) group with respect
to those included in the first tercile deprivation group.



Table 2 Descriptive analysis of the data of the study area: quartile
distribution of the number of inhabitants and deaths (by the 14
selected causes) by sex and level of urbanization, 2001

Less Urbanized
Parishes

Most
Urbanized
Parishes

Total

Number of areas 35 172 207

Population
(2001)

Total P25 10,015 151,381 161,396

P50 16,697 377,384 394,081

P75 32,385 638,238 670,623

Total 88,725 2,573,125 2,661,850

Men P25 4900 7,1395 76,295

P50 8233 179,148 187,381

P75 16,043 304,270 320,313

Total 43,861 1,231,798 1,275,659

Women P25 5115 79,975 85,090

P50 8464 197,534 205,998

P75 16,342 333,816 350,158

Total 44,864 1,341,327 1,386,191

Mortality
(1995–2008)

Total P25 538 25,344 16,579

P50 1901 52,074 49,504

P75 3989 90,902 90,837

Total 11,913 343,450 355,363

Men P25 174 13,369 8483

P50 920 26,938 25,650

P75 2155 47,109 47,129

Total 6275 177,680 183,955

Women P25 364 11,975 8028

P50 981 25,136 23,500

P75 1834 43,793 43,548

Total 5638 165,770 171,408

Source: based on Portuguese National Statistics Institute
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For these three models, the relative risk (RR) estimates
were obtained based on their posterior means, along
with the corresponding 95 % credible intervals (95%CI).
A RR was considered significantly higher or lower than
1 if its 95%CI did not include 1. The posterior distribu-
tions were obtained with the “Integrated nested Laplace
approximation” (INLA) method.
For all models, an intrinsic conditional autoregressive

prior distribution (ICAR) was assigned to the spatial ef-
fect, which assumes that the expected value of each area
coincides with the mean of the spatial effect of the adja-
cent areas and has variance of σs

2, while the heteroge-
neous effect is represented using independent normal
distributions with mean 0 and variance σh

2 [43]. A half-
normal distribution with mean 0 and precision 0.0001
was assigned to the standard deviations σs and σh. A
vague prior distribution was assigned to the parameters
β1, β2 and β3 [45].
These models were developed using the INLA library

(version 3.0.1) and the R statistical package (version
R.2.15.2) [46].

Results
The LMA has small areas with different levels of
urbanization, material deprivation and mortality (Table 2
and Fig. 1). The geography of material deprivation reveals
high levels in the southern river bank and in some par-
ishes of the city centre and periurban areas (in red), and
low material deprivation in the west and north of LMA (in
green). The most urbanized parishes are in the northern
bank. The statistical association between urbanization and
material deprivation (chi-square test) was not found.
Table 3 presents the number of deaths and crude mor-

tality rate by cause of death and sex. Cerebrovascular
disease and Ischemic heart disease are the most com-
mon causes of death in both sexes (15.9 % and 12.6 % of
total deaths in LMA, respectively): among men, is Ische-
mic heart disease; among women is Cerebrovascular dis-
ease. In the majority of causes of death, the number is
higher in men, but for Diabetes mellitus, Dementia and
Cerebrovascular disease, women have higher values.
The geographical distribution shows that the highest

sSMR due to the total selected causes of death, for both
genders, are found in some urban areas, located espe-
cially in Lisbon city centre. From here, excess mortality
risk continues southwards to the southern river bank.
The highest deficit in mortality risk for both genders is
evident in the areas surrounding the Lisbon city centre,
where low mortality risk is concentrated (Fig. 2).
Most of the causes of death follow this centre (highly

urbanized small areas) to periphery (lower urbanized
small areas) configuration. This is the case for Infectious
and parasitic disease; MN of the colon, rectal, anus and
anal canal; MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lung; MN
of the female breast; Chronic liver disease and Dementia.
In the opposite direction we found Transport injuries
and, for men, MN of the stomach and Suicide and
intentional self-harm. Additionally, some causes of death
present a North/South pattern: MN stomach; Diabetes
mellitus and Symptoms, signs and abnormal clinical and
laboratory findings show a southern river bank with high
risk of mortality (see Additional file 1 ).
Table 4 shows the results of the ecological regression

that identified the statistical association between the
urbanization and cause-specific mortality: the more urban-
ized areas present a higher risk (1.35–95 % CI: 1.18-1.53)
than the less urbanized ones, especially for men (1.50–95
% CI: 1.26-1.80). The exception occurs in the case of Sui-
cide and intentional self-harm and Transport injuries for
men (Table 4). Dementia is the cause of death that pre-
sents higher mortality risk for the population living in



Fig 1 Geographic distribution of the urbanization level (based on Classification of urban areas, 1998) and material deprivation (2001) (green:
lower material deprivation; red: higher material deprivation)
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more urbanized areas (1.94–95 % CI: 1.20-3.01), especially
for men (2.31–95 % CI: 1.19-4.30). Although the statistical
association in most causes of death is similar between sex,
there are some cases where it is only significant for men.
That is the case for MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lung;
Infectious and parasitic disease, Diabetes mellitus and
Transport injuries.
Table 3 Descriptive analysis: total number of Deaths and crude dea
(aggregated period, 1995–2008)

Causes of Death Number of Deathsa

Total Men

Infectious and parasitic disease 13,533 9665

Malignant neoplasm (MN) stomach 7696 4713

MN colon, rectum, anus and anal canal 12,530 7008

MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lung 13,550 11,169

MN female breast 6710

MN prostate 5643 5643

Diabetes mellitus 12,723 5525

Dementias 1787 688

Ischemic heart disease 45,392 23,552

Cerebrovascular disease 57,347 23,437

Chronic liver disease 5271 4149

Symptoms, signs and abnormal clinical
and laboratory findings

20,590 10,295

Transport injuries 6022 4486

Suicide and intentional self-harm 3267 2447

Total of the 14 causes of death 212,113 112,829

Total Deaths 355,363 183,955
aThe deaths where sex, age or parish of residence are missing have not been quan
Source: based on Portuguese National Statistics Institute, 1995–2008
Table 5 presents the results of the ecological regres-
sion that identified the statistical association between
the index of material deprivation, in terciles, and cause-
specific mortality before and after adjustment by
urbanization level. Most causes of death show significant
association between cause-specific mortality and mater-
ial deprivation, mainly for total deaths and for men:
th rates by sex and cause of death in Lisbon Metropolitan Area

Crude Rates (total population, per 1000)

Women Total Men Women

3868 5.1 7.6 2.8

2983 2.9 3.7 2.2

5522 4.7 5.5 4.0

2381 5.1 8.8 1.7

6710 2.5 0.0 4.8

2.1 4.4 0.0

7198 4.8 4.3 5.2

1099 0.7 0.5 0.8

21,840 17.1 18.5 15.8

33,910 21.5 18.4 24.5

1122 2.0 3.3 0.8

10,295 7.7 8.1 7.4

1536 2.3 3.5 1.1

820 1.2 1.9 0.6

99,284 79.7 88.4 71.6

171,408 133.5 144.2 123.7

tified



Fig. 2 Geographic distribution of the smoothed Standardized Mortality Ratios (sSMR) for the total of the 14 selected causes of death in LMA
(blue: low sSMR; brown: high sSMR) and the probability that the sSMR is higher than 100 (green: low risk; red: high risk). Note: the maps for each
cause of death are present in the Additional file

Table 4 Relative Risk (RR) and 95 % credible intervals between urbanization (less urbanized parishes compared with more urbanized
parishes) and mortality by cause of death in the Lisbon Metropolitan Area (1995–2008)

Causes of Death Total Men Women

RR 2.5 % 97.5 % RR 2.5 % 97.5 % RR 2.5 % 97.5 %

Infectious and parasitic disease 1.46 1.15 1.83 1.47 1.12 1.90 1.28 0.96 1.68

MN stomach 0.90 0.76 1.06 0.93 0.77 1.13 0.83 0.67 1.02

MN colon, rectum, anus and anal canal 1.30 1.14 1.50 1.28 1.09 1.50 1.33 1.09 1.62

MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lung 1.56 1.32 1.83 1.59 1.33 1.89 1.37 0.99 1.88

MN female breast 1.19 0.99 1.43 NA NA NA 1.19 0.99 1.43

MN prostate 1.24 1.03 1.50 1.24 1.03 1.50 NA NA NA

Diabetes mellitus 1.25 1.07 1.45 1.38 1.13 1.67 1.12 0.93 1.33

Dementias 1.94 1.20 3.01 2.31 1.19 4.30 1.86 1.02 3.23

Ischemic heart disease 1.31 1.16 1.46 1.40 1.23 1.60 1.16 1.01 1.32

Cerebrovascular disease 1.13 1.00 1.28 1.16 0.99 1.34 1.03 0.91 1.16

Chronic liver disease 1.22 0.96 1.55 1.19 0.92 1.53 1.18 0.77 1.77

Symptoms, signs and abnormal findings 1.09 0.93 1.27 1.10 0.92 1.31 1.05 0.87 1.25

Transport injuries 0.86 0.71 1.03 0.81 0.67 0.99 0.88 0.64 1.19

Suicide and intentional self-harm 0.68 0.54 0.84 0.67 0.52 0.85 0.57 0.40 0.80

Total 1.35 1.18 1.53 1.50 1.26 1.80 1.18 1.06 1.31

NA = Not applicable
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Table 5 Relative Risk (RR) and 95 % credible intervals between material deprivation (the 2nd and 3rdtercile (most deprived)
compared with the 1sttercile (less deprived)) and mortality by cause of death in Lisbon Metropolitan Area (1995–2008)

Cause of Death Based model Adjusted by urbanization level

Tercile Total Men Women Total Men Women

RR 95 % CI RR 95 % CI RR 95 % CI RR 95 % CI RR 95 % CI RR 95 % CI

Infectious and parasitic disease T2 1.33 1.18 1.52 1.39 1.21 1.59 1.23 1.08 1.4 1.37 1.20 1.55 1.42 1.23 1.62 1.24 1.08 1.42

T3 1.74 1.52 2.01 1.81 1.55 2.11 1.58 1.37 1.83 1.80 1.57 2.08 1.87 1.61 2.19 1.60 1.38 1.85

MN stomach T2 1.18 1.08 1.30 1.19 1.07 1.33 1.18 1.04 1.32 1.18 1.07 1.30 1.19 1.07 1.33 1.17 1.04 1.31

T3 1.29 1.17 1.44 1.32 1.17 1.49 1.26 1.11 1.43 1.29 1.17 1.43 1.32 1.17 1.49 1.25 1.11 1.42

MN colon, rectum, anus and
anal canal

T2 1.02 0.95 1.10 1.09 1.00 1.18 0.95 0.86 1.04 1.03 0.95 1.10 1.09 1.01 1.19 0.95 0.87 1.05

T3 0.99 0.92 1.08 1.03 0.94 1.13 0.98 0.89 1.09 1.01 0.93 1.10 1.04 0.95 1.14 0.99 0.90 1.10

MN larynx, trachea, bronchus
and lung

T2 1.05 0.96 1.14 1.09 0.99 1.19 0.92 0.80 1.05 1.06 0.97 1.15 1.10 1.00 1.20 0.90 0.79 1.03

T3 1.12 1.02 1.24 1.17 1.06 1.30 0.92 0.79 1.08 1.15 1.05 1.28 1.21 1.10 1.34 0.92 0.79 1.07

MN female breast T2 1.01 0.92 1.11 NA NA NA 1.01 0.92 1.11 1.01 0.92 1.11 NA NA NA 1.01 0.92 1.11

T3 1.03 0.93 1.15 NA NA NA 1.03 0.93 1.15 1.04 0.94 1.16 NA NA NA 1.04 0.94 1.16

MN prostate T2 1.05 0.95 1.16 1.05 0.95 1.16 NA NA NA 1.06 0.96 1.17 1.06 0.96 1.17 NA NA NA

T3 1.02 0.91 1.14 1.02 0.92 1.14 NA NA NA 1.03 0.93 1.16 1.03 0.93 1.16 NA NA NA

Diabetes mellitus T2 1.18 1.09 1.28 1.18 1.07 1.30 1.20 1.08 1.32 1.19 1.09 1.29 1.19 1.07 1.31 1.20 1.09 1.32

T3 1.30 1.19 1.42 1.25 1.12 1.39 1.35 1.22 1.51 1.31 1.20 1.44 1.26 1.14 1.42 1.36 1.23 1.52

Dementias T2 1.10 0.84 1.40 1.16 0.83 1.58 1.12 0.81 1.51 1.11 0.85 1.42 1.18 0.84 1.61 1.13 0.82 1.53

T3 1.10 0.84 1.45 1.23 0.86 1.73 1.05 0.75 1.46 1.14 0.87 1.50 1.29 0.91 1.82 1.08 0.77 1.50

Ischemic heart disease T2 1.10 1.03 1.18 1.07 0.99 1.16 1.13 1.05 1.22 1.12 1.04 1.34 1.09 1.01 1.17 1.14 1.06 1.22

T3 1.10 1.01 1.19 1.09 1.00 1.20 1.11 1.03 1.21 1.12 1.04 1.22 1.12 1.03 1.22 1.13 1.04 1.23

Cerebrovascular disease T2 1.13 1.04 1.22 1.14 1.04 1.25 1.11 1.02 1.19 1.13 1.04 1.23 1.15 1.04 1.26 1.11 1.02 1.20

T3 1.18 1.08 1.29 1.27 1.15 1.41 1.11 1.02 1.22 1.19 1.09 1.31 1.29 1.16 1.43 1.12 1.02 1.22

Chronic liver disease T2 1.28 1.12 1.45 1.26 1.10 1.45 1.38 1.13 1.66 1.28 1.13 1.46 1.27 1.11 1.45 1.38 1.14 1.66

T3 1.53 1.33 1.76 1.50 1.29 1.75 1.71 1.41 2.09 1.55 1.34 1.79 1.52 1.31 1.77 1.73 1.42 2.11

Symptoms, signs and
abnormal clinical (…)

T2 1.08 0.97 1.20 1.14 1.01 1.28 1.02 0.90 1.16 1.08 0.97 1.21 1.14 1.01 1.28 1.03 0.90 1.16

T3 1.15 1.02 1.31 1.25 1.10 1.44 1.05 0.91 1.21 1.16 1.03 1.32 1.27 1.11 1.45 1.05 0.91 1.21

Transport injuries T2 1.24 1.11 1.38 1.29 1.14 1.44 1.16 0.97 1.37 1.23 1.10 1.37 1.28 1.14 1.43 1.16 0.97 1.37

T3 1.21 1.06 1.37 1.29 1.13 1.48 1.06 0.88 1.29 1.19 1.06 1.36 1.27 1.12 1.46 1.06 0.87 1.28

Suicide and intentional self-harm T2 1.14 0.99 1.31 1.18 1.01 1.37 1.05 0.83 1.31 1.13 0.98 1.28 1.17 1.01 1.35 1.02 0.81 1.27

T3 1.11 0.95 1.30 1.19 1.01 1.42 0.89 0.69 1.15 1.08 0.93 1.26 1.16 0.98 1.37 0.87 0.68 1.12

Total T2 1.15 1.04 1.27 1.13 0.97 1.31 1.12 1.03 1.21 1.17 1.06 1.28 1.16 1.00 1.33 1.13 1.04 1.21

T3 1.18 1.06 1.32 1.24 1.06 1.46 1.11 1.02 1.21 1.21 1.09 1.35 1.29 1.11 1.51 1.12 1.03 1.23

NA = Not applicable
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more deprived areas have a higher risk than the less de-
prived ones. The results of both models are very similar: In-
fectious and parasitic disease; Chronic liver disease; Diabetes
mellitus and MN stomach are the main causes of death as-
sociated with deprivation, disregarding sex. Yet, according
to the base model, people that live in the most deprived ter-
cile have an 18 % higher risk (95 % IC: 1.06-1.32) of dying
from one of the fourteen selected causes than the popula-
tion living in the lowest deprived tercile. With the adjusted
model the relative risk is 21 % higher (95 % IC: 1.09-1.35).
This reveals that urbanization reduces the effect of material
deprivation on mortality in 3 %. For men the figure is 5 %.
Figure 3 and Table 6 presents the causes of deaths
that show statistical association with deprivation and
urbanization. The only cause of death presenting a stat-
istical association with both health determinants for
men and women is Ischemic heart disease and, in
addition, the total studied causes. The statistical associ-
ation with both health determinants was found for men
on Infectious and parasitic disease, MN larynx, trachea,
bronchus and lung, Diabetes mellitus, Transport injuries
and Suicide and intentional self-harm. The causes of
death that do not show any statistical association with ma-
terial deprivation and urbanization level are MN female



Fig. 3 Association between cause-specific mortality by sex and material deprivation (T3: highest material deprivation) and urbanization level. Note:
When the associations have only been found for one gender, there is an indication about it: M = only found for men; W = only found for women)
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breast, MN larynx and Symptoms, signs and abnormal
findings, all for women (Table 6).
Discussion
Our results show that: 1. There is a similar geographical
pattern of material deprivation and risk of mortality 2.
There is a statistical association between mortality and
Table 6 Causes of death showing (or not) a significant association wit
compared with less deprived)

Without statistical association with Mate

With statistical association MN colon, rectum, anus and anal canal

MN prostate

Dementia
aSuicide and intentional self-harmTW

Without statistical association
with Urbanization

MN female breast

MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lungW

Symptoms, signs and abnormal findings

Notes:a reverse statistical association. T only for Total.M only for Men W only for Wom
material deprivation, mainly for Infectious and parasitic
diseases, Chronic liver disease and Diabetes; 3. There
is a statistical association between mortality and
urbanization, mainly for Dementia and MN larynx, tra-
chea, bronchus and lung; 4. The urbanization level re-
duces the impact of material deprivation on mortality
for most of the causes; and 5. Socioeconomic inequal-
ities in mortality associated with urbanization level and
h urbanization level and/or material deprivation (most deprived

rial deprivation With statistical association with Material deprivation

Infectious and parasitic diseaseTM

MN larynx, trachea, bronchus and lungTM

Diabetes mellitusTM

Ischemic heart disease

Cerebrovascular diseaseT

aTransport injuriesM

aSuicide and intentional self-harmM

Total

MN stomach

Chronic liver disease
W Symptoms, signs and abnormal findingsTM

Transport injuriesTW

Infectious and parasitic diseaseW

Diabetes mellitusW

Cerebrovascular diseaseMW

en
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material deprivation were more pronounced for men
than for women.
Firstly, our results indicate that there is substantial

intra-urban variation in risk by cause of death, present-
ing two geographic patterns of mortality across the
LMA: city centre versus periphery, and northern river
bank versus southern river bank. These two patterns are
due to the degree of urbanization, older population rate
(particularly in Lisbon city centre) and social and economic
contrast between the two river banks: the northern munici-
palities near the city of Lisbon have experienced a long-
term urbanization and suburbanization process, and have
the capacity to attract investment and highly-qualified ser-
vices and human resources; the southern municipalities,
on the other hand, have low levels of urbanization and
higher unemployment and unqualified workers [47]. The
geography of material deprivation also reveals high levels
on the southern river bank. The city centre shows high and
low levels of material deprivation, which could be one of
the reasons for heterogeneity in the city centre (high and
low levels of risk of mortality by 14 causes of death). The
city centre versus periphery has also been found by other
authors in Europe [3, 8]. A similar pattern of intra-urban
variability and area effects on mortality, indicating unequal
chances of health between different areas, was also
revealed by Diez-Roux [28] for Buenos Aires.
Secondly, there is a statistical association between

mortality and material deprivation and between mortal-
ity and urbanization. The main causes of death in LMA
(representing 40.1 % of total mortality) are associated
with both material deprivation and/or urbanization level.
Nevertheless, some causes show a statistical association
with only one health determinant and for one gender.
For instance, Ischemic heart disease was the only cause
with statistical association with both determinants for
both genders.
The association we found between cause-specific mor-

tality and urbanization level confirms the results of other
authors [12, 27, 29, 31, 32, 34, 36]. However, we did not
find association for MN female breast and Chronic liver
disease as other authors [14, 35]. Moreover, in contrast
to other authors we found that Dementia, Diabetes mel-
litus and Stomach cancer have a statistical association
with urbanization level. Suicide and intentional self-
harm and Transport injuries are the causes of death that
show a reverse association with urbanization (higher in
less urbanized areas). For Suicide, other authors achieved
the same evidence for Portugal [48, 49] and other coun-
tries [33]. This may be related with social and economic
factors, namely social isolation, stigma towards mental
disorders (especially in men) and easy access to highly
toxic pesticides [21, 33]. Regarding association between
cause specific mortality and material deprivation, as in
other studies we also found that mortality increases
alongside material deprivation [3, 17, 26, 50, 51]. However,
in contrast with other authors, we did not find an associ-
ation between material deprivation and Dementia. Previ-
ous studies related with infectious causes of death
(Tuberculosis and AIDS) have already indicated high mor-
tality rates in LMA [52, 53]. Compared with other authors
[3, 14, 35] that analysed the association between causes of
death and material deprivation in European cities, includ-
ing the LMA, we also found a clearer association between
both. Nevertheless, there are some differences: 1. Mari
Dell’Olmo et al. [35] found an inversely significant associ-
ation between material deprivation and MN female breast,
while we did not found any; 2. In our study we did not
find an association for Suicide and intentional self-harm
for women, as Gotsens et al. [14] and 3. we found a sig-
nificant association for Ischemic heart disease that Marí-
Dell’Olmo et al. [35] only found for women.
Thirdly, urbanization level has the ability to reduce the

association of material deprivation with mortality. Some
authors argue that urbanization level may be a con-
founding variable in the association between material
deprivation and mortality [26]; others already state (for
chronic liver disease and cirrhosis) that the effect is not
significant enough to change the association [27]. In our
study, although most of the causes of death show a
higher (although slighter) relative risk with the adjusted
model, especially for men, the causes of death that
present a significant statistical association in the based
and adjusted model are the same. In the adjusted model,
the total causes of death only show a 3 % higher relative
risk. For men is 5 %. Infectious and parasitic disease and
MN Larynx, trachea, bronchus and lung are the causes
of death that reveal higher discrepancy between the
based and adjusted models. In fact, as higher the relative
risk that we found between mortality and urbanization,
the greater the difference between the based and ad-
justed models. Nevertheless, Dementia was the cause of
death showing the highest relative risk for urbanization
but in the adjusted model this cause of death continued to
present no statistical association with material deprivation.
Unlike Dolk et al. [26], we conclude that mortality has a
stronger relationship with material deprivation, and the
putative excess risk due to urbanization within metropol-
itan areas is small.
Finally, socioeconomic inequalities in mortality were

more pronounced for men than for women with both
models, for association with urbanization level and mater-
ial deprivation. Besides, there are more causes of death
with a significant statistical association for men than for
women. These sex inequalities have also been described in
other studies [3, 8, 22, 27, 35]. In the based model (associ-
ation between mortality and material deprivation, without
adjustment for urbanization) women only have higher
statistical association for Diabetes mellitus, Ischemic heart
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disease and Chronic liver disease. The same occurs with
the adjusted model (association between mortality and
material deprivation, adjusted for urbanization). Further-
more, the statistical association with both health determi-
nants was only found for Ischemic heart disease and, in
men, for Infectious and parasitic disease, MN larynx, tra-
chea, bronchus and lung, Diabetes mellitus, Transport in-
juries and Suicide and intentional self-harm. This shows us
that women are not so influenced by material deprivation
and urbanization as men.
As other authors claim [54], people with lower socio-

economic status are more likely to live in metropolitan
areas that are more detrimental to health [52, 53]. Im-
proving the socioeconomic determinants of health in
those neighbourhoods is crucial to improve the health of
the population and to reduce inequalities, because inter-
ventions have the greatest potential impact, as stated in
the “health impact pyramid” [9, 55]. The conclusions high-
light that parishes should be targeted by interventions de-
signed to tackle health inequalities [9]. They also reveal
the need for considering the urban territory as a diverse
and complex system where health determinants must be
analysed through a systematic approach that requires the
articulation of mediating mechanisms and analysis of con-
founding variables [56], such as urbanization level [26].

Strengths and limitations
As far as we know, this paper is the first one that aimed at
measuring and identifying the association between mater-
ial deprivation, urbanization and mortality within a metro-
politan area. Further, it is the pioneer research in Portugal
that uses small area data to present mortality inequalities.
However, there are a number of limitations which may

impact on the findings presented. First of all, mortality
due to Symptoms, signs and abnormal clinical and la-
boratory findings cause of death is high, representing
5.8 % of total mortality. As a consequence, the other
causes here studied may be under-represented, especially
Suicide, Diabetes mellitus [57] and Cancer. Second, due
to statistical confidentiality, the National Statistics Office
only gave access to aggregated mortality data from four-
teen years. This time-aggregation was imposed to have
access to space-disaggregation data and did not allow to
apply time-series cross-sectional analysis. Third, cause-
specific mortality maps can only be used to indicate po-
tential problems in material deprivation and urbanization
level at small area level, which then have to be studied
with more specific information and better local data on
the relation between health determinants and health out-
comes. The fourth limitation is related with population
mobility. As we only have access to the deceased person’s
last place of residence, we do not know how long s/he had
been living there and how long s/he had been exposed to
material deprivation. Furthermore, material deprivation is
defined in the period 1995–2008 in the same way as in
2001. However, there were changes over these fourteen
years in unemployment and in the number of substandard
housing, although the geographical pattern had not chan-
ged. Fifth, we were not able to explore if there was an
interaction effect between urbanization and material
deprivation. Although statistically this could be done, the
small number of less urbanized areas does not give us
enough sample power to estimate these interactions. Fi-
nally, in terms of methodology, there are two main issues:
(i) the standardization of mortality data took into account
a structure of four age groups, which does not entirely re-
move the confounding effect of age; and (ii) the existence
of statistical associations between the characteristics of
place of residence and mortality patterns may be carefully
interpreted in terms of causality [58].

Conclusions and recommendations
Our findings can extend current knowledge by showing
spatial patterns of cause-specific mortality in the LMA,
identifying small areas with an excess risk of mortality
associated with material deprivation and thereby point-
ing at problematic areas that could potentially benefit
from public policies addressing specific causes of death
and the effect of social inequalities. These results high-
light the need to implement effective policies to reduce
inequalities, namely through the intervention of govern-
ment institutions (local and regional) on specific areas
within the metropolitan area [59, 60]. Physical and social
environments in neighbourhoods can be overtly hazard-
ous. For instance, evidence about local risk factors (un-
employment, illiteracy and poor housing conditions)
associated with the Infectious and parasitic diseases,
Chronic liver disease and Diabetes mellitus, within LMA,
will potentially support the development of local interven-
tions addressing those social and material conditions.
Local governments are in a better position to tackle some
of these health determinants, by implementing social pro-
grammes and built environment interventions aiming to
reduce poverty and to improve constructed features that
encourage healthy behaviours. Policy measures tackling
unemployment and poverty include strategies reducing
supply-side unemployment (e.g., education and training
schemes, self-employment assistance), the number of fam-
ilies at risk of poverty (e.g., social benefits for low-income
individuals and families, local council taxes reduction, af-
fordable housing, access of disadvantaged population
groups to health services, lifelong learning actions). Inter-
ventions targeting the built environment, urban design and
planning in economically disadvantaged small-areas in-
cludes various interventions related with physical surround-
ings (e.g., buildings, green urban spaces, schools, road
systems and other infrastructures), housing conditions (e.g.,
rehousing, refurbishment and community regeneration)



Santana et al. International Journal for Equity in Health  (2015) 14:55 Page 12 of 13
and food environment (e.g., increasing the availability of
healthy food choices, activities to encourage families to pur-
chase healthier food options) [40].
As so, our results must be transferred to the local

stakeholders, especially from sectors such as urban plan-
ning, culture, leisure, education, environment, social ser-
vices and housing, due to their ability to exacerbate or
reduce intra-urban health inequalities [61, 62].

Additional file

Additional file 1: Maps of smoothed Standardized Mortality
Ratios(sSMR) for specific cause of death in LMA and the probability that
the sSMR is higher than 100 Description of data: Figures shows mortality
maps for specific causes of death in the Lisbon Metropolitan Area
for men and women separately. The colours represent smoothed
Standardized Mortality Ratios (sSMR): the dark blue areas have the lowest
sSMR and the dark brown ones have the highest. Next to each map
showing the level of mortality for each small area, there is a map giving
the probability that the shown sSMRs are above 100. This is the
credibility level and represents the Bayesian correspondent to confidence
intervals. On this credibility map, red indicates a probability of 90-100 %
that an sSMR is higher than 1 and green colour indicates with the same
probability that it is lower than 1.

Abbreviations
ICD9: International Statistical Classification of Diseases and Related Health
Problems 9th Revision; ICD10: International Statistical Classification of
Diseases and Related Health Problems 10th Revision; INE: Portuguese
National Statistics Office; LMA: Lisbon Metropolitan Area; MN: Malignant
neoplasm; RR: relative risk; sSMR: smoothed Standardized Mortality Ratio.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
PS is responsible for the concept and design of the manuscript, participated in
the interpretation of data and drafted the manuscript. CC made the analysis
and interpretation of data and performed the statistical analysis.
MM and MG participated in the statistical analysis and helped to draft the
manuscript. CB gave final approval of the version to be published and ensured
that questions related to the accuracy or integrity of the work is appropriately
investigated and resolved. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Authors’ information
All the authors are researchers but from different areas of expertise. PS and
CC are both geographers working for long in the field of health geography.
MM and MG are both statisticians. CB is Doctor in Medicine, specialized
in Epidemiology.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank to Adriana Loureiro for helping to collect
and manage the mortality data and Karen Bennett for the language review.
This research was partially supported by two projects: INEQ-CITIES, project
funded by the Executive Agency for Health and Consumers (Commission of
the European Union), project n°2008 12 13 and SMAILE–Study on Mental
Health. Assessment of the Impact of Local and Economic conditioners
(PTDC/ATP-GEO/4101/2012) project funded by FEDER funds through the
Operational Competitiveness Programme–COMPETE and National funds
through the Foundation for Science and Technology (FCT).

Databases
INE - Portugal (2003) Census 2001, Lisbon: INE.
INE - Portugal. Mortality data for 1995–2008. National Statistics Institute. Data
not published.
INE - Portugal (1998). Classification of urban areas. Lisbon: INE.
Author details
1Departamento de Geografia, Centro de Estudos de Geografia e
Ordenamento do Território, Universidade de Coimbra, Colégio S. Jerónimo,
Largo D. Dinis 3000-043, Coimbra, Portugal. 2CIBER Epidemiología y Salud
Pública (CIBERESP), 3-5, Pabellón 11. Planta 0, Monforte de Lemos 28029,
Madrid, Spain. 3Agència de Salut Pública de Barcelona, Plaça Lesseps, 1,
08023 Barcelona, Spain. 4Institut d’Investigació Biomèdica (IIB Sant Pau), Sant
Antoni Maria Claret, 167, 08025 Barcelona, Spain. 5Universitat Pompeu Fabra,
Doctor Aiguader, 80, 08003 Barcelona, Spain.

Received: 3 December 2014 Accepted: 4 May 2015

References
1. Mackenbach JP, Stirbu I, Roskam A-JJR, Schaap MM, Menvielle G, Leinsalu M,

et al. Socioeconomic inequalities in health in 22 European countries. N Engl
J Med. 2008;358:2468–81.

2. Diez E, Morrison J, Pons-Vigués M, Borrell C, Corman D, Burström B, et al.
Municipal interventions against inequalities in health: The view of their
managers. Scand J Public Health. 2014;42(6):476–87. 1403494814529850.

3. Hoffmann R, Borsboom G, Saez M, Marí-Dell’Olmo M, Burström B, Corman D,
et al. Social differences in avoidable mortality between small areas of 15
European cities: an ecological study. Int J Health Geogr. 2014;13:8.

4. Carstairs V, Morris R. Deprivation and health in Scotland. Health Bull
(Raleigh). 1990;48:162–75.

5. Townsend P. Deprivation. J Soc Policy. 1987;16:125–46.
6. Shaw M, Gordon D, Dorling D, Davey-Smith G. The Widening Gap: Health

Inequalities and Policy in Britain. 1999.
7. Corburn J, Cohen AK. Why we need urban health equity indicators:

Integrating science, policy, and community. PLoS Med. 2012;9, e1001285.
8. Borrell C, Marí-Dell’Olmo M, Palència L, Gotsens M, Burström B, Domínguez-

Berjón F, et al. Socioeconomic inequalities in mortality in 16 European cities.
Scand J Public Health. 2014;42(3):245–54.

9. Diez Roux AV. Investigating neighborhood and area effects on health. Am J
Public Health. 2001;91:1783–9.

10. Marmot M, Friel S, Bell R, Houweling TTAJ, Taylor S, Hlt CSD. Closing the
gap in a generation: health equity through action on the social
determinants of health. Lancet. 2008;372:1661–9.

11. Auchincloss AH, Gebreab SY, Mair C, Diez Roux AV. A review of spatial
methods in epidemiology, 2000–2010. Annu Rev Public Health.
2012;33:107–22.

12. Santana P, Costa C, Loureiro A, Raposo J, Boavida JM. Geografias da
diabetes em Portugal. como as condições do contexto influenciam o risco
de morrer. Acta Med Port. 2014;27:309–17.

13. Vlahov D, Freudenberg N, Proietti F, Ompad D, Quinn A, Nandi V, et al.
Urban as a determinant of health. J Urban Heal. 2007;84(3 Suppl):i16–26.

14. Gotsens M, Marí-Dell’Olmo M, Pérez K, Palência L, Martinez-Beneito M-A,
Rodríguez-Sanz M, et al. Socioeconomic inequalities in injury mortality in
small areas of 15 European cities. Health Place. 2013;24:165–72.

15. Richardson S, Thomson A, Best N, Elliott P. Interpreting posterior relative risk
estimates in disease-mapping studies. Environ Health Perspect.
2004;112:1016–25.

16. Benach J, Yasui Y, Borrell C, Sáez M, Pasarin MI. Material deprivation and
leading causes of death by gender: evidence from a nationwide small area
study. J Epidemiol Community Health. 2001;55:239–45.

17. Fukuda Y, Nakamura K, Takano T. Municipal socioeconomic status and
mortality in Japan: sex and age differences, and trends in 1973–1998.
Soc Sci Med. 2004;59:2435–45.

18. WHO. Removing obstacles to healthy development : report on infectious
diseases. Geneva: WHO; 1999.

19. Saurina C, Saez M, Marcos-Gragera R, Barceló MA, Renart G, Martos C. Effects
of deprivation on the geographical variability of larynx cancer incidence in
men, Girona (Spain) 1994–2004. Cancer Epidemiol. 2010;34:109–15.

20. Scazufca M, Menezes PR, Araya R, Di Rienzo VD, Almeida OP, Gunnell D,
et al. Risk factors across the life course and dementia in a Brazilian
population: results from the Sao Paulo Ageing & Health Study (SPAH). Int J
Epidemiol. 2008;37:879–90.

21. Stark C, Hopkins P, Gibbs D, Belbin A, Hay A. Population density and suicide
in Scotland. Rural Remote Health. 2007;7:672.

22. Gotsens M, Mari-Dell’Olmo M, Martinez-Beneito MA, Perez K, Pasarin MI,
Daponte A, et al. Socio-economic inequalities in mortality due to injuries in

http://www.equityhealthj.com/content/supplementary/s12939-015-0182-y-s1.docx


Santana et al. International Journal for Equity in Health  (2015) 14:55 Page 13 of 13
small areas of ten cities in Spain (MEDEA Project). Accid Anal Prev.
2011;43:1802–10.

23. Testi A, Ivaldi E. Material versus social deprivation and health: a case study
of an urban area. Eur J Health Econ. 2009;10:323–8.

24. Rey G, Jougla E, Fouillet A, Hémon D. Ecological association between a
deprivation index and mortality in France over the period 1997–2001:
variations with spatial scale, degree of urbanicity, age, gender and cause of
death. BMC Public Health. 2009;9:33.

25. Leon DA. Cities, urbanization and health. Int J Epidemiol. 2008;37:4–8.
26. Dolk H, Mertens B, Kleinschmidt I, Walls P, Shaddick G, Elliott P. A

standardisation approach to the control of socioeconomic confounding in
small area studies of environment and health. J Epidemiol Community
Health. 1995;49 Suppl 2:S9–14.

27. Erskine S, Maheswaran R, Pearson T, Gleeson D. Socioeconomic deprivation,
urban–rural location and alcohol-related mortality in England and Wales.
BMC Public Health. 2010;10:99.

28. Diez Roux AV, Green Franklin T, Alazraqui M, Spinelli H. Intraurban variations
in adult mortality in a large Latin American city. J Urban Health.
2007;84:319–33.

29. Yusuf S, Reddy S, Ounpuu S, Anand S. Global burden of cardiovascular
diseases: Part I: General considerations, the epidemiologic transition, risk
factors, and impact of urbanization. Circulation. 2001;104:2746–53.

30. Hay SI, Guerra CA, Tatem AJ, Atkinson PM, Snow RW. Urbanization, malaria
transmission and disease burden in Africa. Nat Rev Microbiol. 2005;3:81–90.

31. Greenberg MR. Urbanization and cancer: changing mortality patterns? Int
Reg Sci Rev. 1983;8:127–45.

32. Bidoli E, Franceschi S, Dal Maso L, Guarneri S, Barbone F. Cancer mortality
by urbanization and altitude in a limited area in Northeastern Italy.
Rev Epidemiol Sante Publique. 1993;41:374–82.

33. Pesonen TM, Hintikka J, Karkola KO, Saarinen PI, Antikainen M, Lehtonen J.
Male suicide mortality in eastern Finland–urban–rural changes during a
10-year period between 1988 and 1997. Scand J Public Health. 2001;29:189–93.

34. Arslantaş D, Ozbabalik D, Metintaş S, Ozkan S, Kalyoncu C, Ozdemir G, et al.
Prevalence of dementia and associated risk factors in Middle Anatolia,
Turkey. J Clin Neurosci. 2009;16:1455–9.

35. Marí-Dell’Olmo M, Gotsens M, Palència L, Burström B, Corman D, Costa G,
et al. Socioeconomic inequalities in cause-specific mortality in fifteen
European Cities. J Epidemiol Community Health. 2015;69(5):432–41.

36. Singh GK, Azuine RE, Siahpush M, Kogan MD. All-cause and cause-specific
mortality among US youth: socioeconomic and rural–urban disparities and
international patterns. J Urban Health. 2013;90:388–405.

37. Nogueira H, Santana P. Geographies of Health and Deprivation: Relationship
between them. In: Palagiano C, De Santis G, editors. Geogr
dell’Alimentazione. Perugia: Edizioni Rux; 2005. p. 539–46.

38. Santana P. Poverty, social exclusion and health in Portugal. Soc Sci Med.
2002;55:33–45.

39. Borrell C, Pasarín MI. Inequalities in health and urban areas. Gac Sanit.
2004;18:1–4.

40. Santana P, Santos R, Nogueira H. The link between local environment and
obesity: A multilevel analysis in the Lisbon Metropolitan Area, Portugal.
Soc Sci Med. 2009;68:601–9.

41. Chang S-S, Sterne JAC, Wheeler BW, Lu T-H, Lin J-J, Gunnell D. Geography
of suicide in Taiwan: spatial patterning and socioeconomic correlates.
Health Place. 2011;17:641–50.

42. Tobler WR. A computer movie simulating urban growth in the detroit
region. Econ Geogr. 1970;46:234.

43. Besag J, York J, Mollié A. Bayesian image restoration, with two applications
in spatial statistics. Ann Inst Stat Math. 1991;43:1–20.

44. Graham P. Intelligent smoothing using hierarchical Bayesian models.
Epidemiology. 2008;19:493–5.

45. Gelman A. Prior distributions for variance parameters in hierarchical models. 2006.
46. Rue H, Martino S, Chopin N. Approximate Bayesian inference for latent

Gaussian models by using integrated nested Laplace approximations. J R
Stat Soc Ser B Stat Methodol. 2009;71:319–92.

47. Fonseca ML, McGarrigle J, Esteves A, Malheiros J. Lisbon - City Report.
Lisbon. 2008.

48. Santana P, Costa C, Cardoso G,Loureiro A, Ferrão J. Suicide in Portugal:
spatial determinants in a context of economic crisis. Health & Place; 2015
(accepted).
49. Gusmão R, Quintão S. Suicide and death resulting from events of
undetermined intent register in Portugal. Revisiting “The truth about
suicide”, 20 years later. Dir Gen Heal J. 2013;1:80–95.

50. McLoone P, Boddy FA. Deprivation and mortality in Scotland, 1981 and
1991. BMJ. 1994;309:1465–70.

51. Ecob R, Jones K. Mortality variations in England and Wales between types of
place: an analysis of the ONS longitudinal study. Office of National Statistics
Soc Sci Med. 1998;47:2055–66.

52. Couceiro L, Santana P, Nunes C. Pulmonary tuberculosis and risk factors in
Portugal: a spatial analysis. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis. 2011;15:1445–54.

53. Williamson LM, Rosato M, Teyhan A, Santana P, Harding S. AIDS mortality in
African migrants living in Portugal: evidence of large social inequalities.
Sex Transm Infect. 2009;85:427–31.

54. Marmot M, Allen J, Bell R, Bloomer E, Goldblatt P. WHO European review of
social determinants of health and the health divide. Lancet. 2012;380:1011–29.

55. Frieden TR. A framework for public health action: the health impact
pyramid. Am J Public Health. 2010;100:590–5.

56. Diez Roux AV. Conceptual approaches to the study of health disparities.
Annu Rev Public Health. 2012;33:41–58.

57. José Manuel B, Pereira M, Ayala M. A mortalidade por diabetes em Portugal.
Acta Med Port. 2013;26(4):315–7.

58. Jokela M. Are neighborhood health associations causal? A 10-year prospective
cohort study with repeated measurements. Am J Epidemiol. 2014;180:776–84.

59. Borrell C, Pons-Vigués M, Morrison J, Díez E. Factors and processes
influencing health inequalities in urban areas. J Epidemiol Community
Health. 2013;67:389–91.

60. Pons-Vigués M, Diez È, Morrison J, Salas-Nicás S, Hoffmann R, Burstrom B,
et al. Social and health policies or interventions to tackle health inequalities
in European cities: a scoping review. BMC Public Health. 2014;14:198.

61. Rydin Y, Bleahu A, Davies M, Dávila JD, Friel S, De Grandis G, et al. Shaping
cities for health: Complexity and the planning of urban environments in the
21st century. Lancet. 2012;379:2079–108.

62. Galea S, Freudenberg N, Vlahov D. Cities and population health. Soc Sci
Med. 2005;60:1017–33.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Introduction
	Study area

	Materials and methods
	Design, source of information and indicators
	Data analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations
	Conclusions and recommendations

	Additional file
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Authors’ information
	Acknowledgements
	Databases
	Author details
	References



