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Abstract

Access to health resources is a critical de-
terminant of public well-being and societal
resilience, particularly during public health
crises when demand for medical services
and preventive care surges. However, dis-
parities in accessibility persist across demo-
graphic and geographic groups, raising con-
cerns about equity. Traditional survey meth-
ods often fall short due to limitations in
coverage, cost, and timeliness. This study
leverages crowdsourced data from Google
Maps reviews, applying advanced natural
language processing techniques, specifically
ModernBERT, to extract insights on public
perceptions of health resource accessibility
in the United States during the COVID-19
pandemic. Additionally, we employ Partial
Least Squares regression to examine the re-
lationship between accessibility perceptions
and key socioeconomic and demographic
factors—including political affiliation, racial
composition, educational attainment and so
on. Our findings reveal that public percep-
tions of health resource accessibility varied
significantly across the U.S., with disparities
peaking during the pandemic and slightly
easing post-crisis. Political affiliation, racial
demographics, and education levels emerged
as key factors shaping these perceptions.
These findings underscore the need for tar-
geted interventions and policy measures to
address inequities, fostering a more inclusive
healthcare infrastructure that can better with-
stand future public health challenges.

1 Introduction
Access to essential health resources is fundamental
to public well-being, particularly during health crises
when demand surges for medical services and preven-
tive care [World Health Organization, 2020]. Equi-
table distribution of critical supplies—such as medica-
tions, personal protective equipment (PPE), and test-
ing kits—is vital for controlling disease spread and
minimizing mortality [Sodhi et al., 2023; Roozen-
beek et al., 2020]. However, disparities in health re-
source availability persist, exacerbating existing social
and economic inequalities [Baum, 2016; Detels et al.,
2021].

Traditional methods for assessing health resource
accessibility—such as surveys and administrative
records—provide valuable insights but are often con-
strained by time lags, high costs, and limited spa-
tial coverage [Keppel et al., 2005]. These limita-
tions hinder timely interventions, particularly during
rapidly evolving health crises. With the rise of digital
platforms, crowdsourced data provides an alternative
means to assess public perceptions of health resource
accessibility [Kim et al., 2017]. Platforms like Google
Maps offer granular, real-time insights into how people
experience and perceive access to healthcare resources
in their local communities [Jia et al., 2021].

This study examines the potential of crowdsourced
data in analyzing social inequality by leveraging
Google Maps reviews (2018–2021) to investigate how
public perceptions of health resource accessibility var-
ied across the U.S. during the COVID-19 pandemic.
Specifically, we aim to answer:

RQ1: Do health resource disparities, as perceived by the
public, exist across different regions in the United
States?
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RQ2: Are these perceived health resource disparities
correlated with the socioeconomic or demo-
graphic characteristics of local communities?

RQ3: Did the COVID-19 pandemic exacerbate health
resource disparities as perceived by the public?

To address these questions, we apply state-of-the-
art Natural Language Processing (NLP) techniques,
typically ModernBERT, for text analysis and Partial
Least Squares (PLS) regression to examine the rela-
tionship between perceived accessibility and socioeco-
nomic factors. Our findings reveal significant dispari-
ties in public perceptions of health resource accessibil-
ity, which peaked during the crisis and partially eased
afterward. Political affiliation, racial composition, and
educational attainment emerged as key drivers of these
perceptions. These results underscore the need for tar-
geted policy interventions to promote a more equitable
healthcare infrastructure.

2 Related Work
Traditional studies on healthcare access primarily rely
on surveys and administrative data, which, while rig-
orous, often lack the temporal resolution and spatial
granularity needed to track evolving public health chal-
lenges [Gao et al., 2016]. In contrast, crowdsourced
data from digital platforms enable large-scale, passive
data collection, offering real-time insights into pub-
lic experiences [Wazny, 2017]. Plus, advancements
in natural language processing and machine learning
have significantly enhanced the ability to analyze vast
amounts of unstructured text (crowdsourced) data, en-
abling more precise and systematic analysis of user-
generated content [Khan et al., 2023; Devlin, 2018].

Previous research has highlighted the value of user-
generated crowdsourced data in health crisis manage-
ment and even health-related decision-making. For ex-
ample, large-scale social media data has been lever-
aged to monitor disease outbreaks [Gui et al., 2017]
and track public sentiment on vaccines [Salathé and
Khandelwal, 2011; Broniatowski et al., 2018]. How-
ever, social media data often lacks the location-specific
granularity and structured context, which are needed
to assess health resource accessibility at a commu-
nity level. In contrast, online review platforms, such
as Google Maps, provide richer, geo-tagged insights
into real-world experiences with pharmacies as well
as other healthcare providers. Despite this advantage,
the potential of crowdsourced data to capture dynamic
changes, spatial and temporal disparities, and evolving
public perceptions of health resource accessibility has
received little attention—particularly in crises where
real-time and precise management is most critical.

This study addresses this gap by leveraging Google
Maps reviews to analyze spatial and temporal dispari-
ties in perceived health resource accessibility. Unlike
traditional survey-based surveillance methods, which
often lack real-time responsiveness, and social media
data, which may be unstructured and less location-
specific, online review platforms like Google Maps
provide a unique, geo-tagged perspective on public ex-
periences with healthcare services. Utilizing location-
specific, crowdsourced data, our approach serves as

both a scalable, real-time complement to traditional
surveillance and an enhancement over existing crowd-
sourced data sources. These findings offer actionable,
data-driven insights for policymakers and public health
officials, helping to shape more equitable and respon-
sive health policies.

3 Dataset and Methodology
The research started with data collection and prepa-
ration, involving the aggregation of Google Maps re-
views related to stores across the United States from
2018 to 2021 (Section 3.1). We then applied a keyword
filtering process to identify reviews concerning health
resources (Section 3.2). To determine the public per-
ceptions of health resource accessibility, we developed
text classification models using natural language pro-
cessing (NLP) and machine learning techniques (Sec-
tion 3.3). After classification, we calculated perception
scores based on the classification results (Section 3.4).
Finally, we employed Partial Least Squares (PLS) re-
gression to explore the relationships between percep-
tion scores and both socioeconomic and demographic
factors across different time periods (Section A.2).

3.1 Data Collection
Google Maps, a widely used location-based platform
enriched with user-generated reviews, serves as a valu-
able data source for analyzing consumer experiences
[Mehta et al., 2019]. To investigate health resource
disparities during the COVID-19 pandemic, we com-
piled a dataset of 4,569 Points of Interest (POIs) across
the United States from 2018 to 2021. These POIs
include pharmacies, groceries, and other medical re-
source providers, offering insights into the availability
and accessibility of essential medical supplies.

The POI dataset was sourced from Google Local
Data [Li et al., 2022; Yan et al., 2023], which is
a large-scale repository containing 666,324,103 re-
views, 113,643,107 users, and 4,963,111 businesses in
JSON format. This extensive database provides real-
time, location-specific information on consumer expe-
riences, enabling us to track the availability of critical
health supplies such as personal protective equipment
(PPE) and over-the-counter medications. By leverag-
ing this dataset, our study captures public perceptions
of health resource accessibility with a level of granu-
larity and timeliness not easily attainable through tra-
ditional data sources.

To gain deeper insights into public perceptions of
health resource accessibility, we segmented the dataset
into three distinct time periods.

• Pre-Pandemic Period: January 1, 2018 – Jan-
uary 31, 2020

• Peak-Pandemic Period: February 1, 2020 – May
31, 2020

• Post-Peak Period: June 1, 2020 – May 31, 2021

On February 1, 2020, the World Health Organiza-
tion (WHO) declared COVID-19 a global health emer-
gency [Cucinotta and Vanelli, 2020], triggering severe
shortages of critical health supplies [Trump, 2020]. In



response, on March 18, 2020, President Trump in-
voked the Defense Production Act (DPA) to acceler-
ate medical supply production [Peters and Lee, 2020],
later extending it to protect food supply chains [The
White House, 2020]. By early May 2020, supply
shortages began stabilizing [United States Government
Accountability Office, 2021], marking the end of the
Peak-Pandemic period on May 31, 2020. The subse-
quent Post-Peak phase spanned until May 31, 2021,
allowing us to assess the early recovery period. This
segmentation provided a nuanced comparison of pub-
lic perceptions before, during, and after the crisis.

We enhanced our analysis by incorporating three
supplementary datasets from the U.S. Census Bureau.
First, the Household Pulse Survey [United States Cen-
sus Bureau, 2021] offered a government-led bench-
mark to validate user-reported perceptions, compar-
ing experiences of resource scarcity with official self-
reported delays. Second, county-level administrative
shapefiles [United States Census Bureau, 2023] de-
lineated geographic boundaries for spatial analysis.
Third, socioeconomic metrics [United States Census
Bureau, 2023] facilitated regression modeling to un-
derstand how income, education, and race influenced
public perceptions of health resource availability. By
merging these sources, we aimed to ensure analytical
rigor and robust insight into the pandemic’s varying
impacts on health resource access across diverse re-
gions.

3.2 Keywords Ontology and Development
To identify reviews related to health resources, we de-
veloped a comprehensive keyword ontology informed
by public health literature and consumer behavior re-
search. Our process began with critical items desig-
nated by the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion (CDC) and WHO, such as “sanitizer,” “mask,”
and “thermometer” [Liang and others, 2020]. We
then expanded the list to include common over-the-
counter medications and household supplies (e.g.,
“Tylenol,” “Advil,” “Lysol spray,” “Vick’s Vaporub”)
[Keller, 2020], as well as COVID-19-specific terms,
such as “N95,” “test kit,” and “home test” [Andrejko,
2022]. Additionally, we incorporated controversial
items (e.g., “hydroxychloroquine”), which sparked
significant public debate during the pandemic [Ben-
Zvi et al., 2012; Réa-Neto et al., 2021; Self and others,
2020]. The full keyword list is presented in Table 1.

We then conducted iterative adjustments using in-
sights from social media analyses and consumer health
research [Awan et al., 2024] to refine our ontology, en-
suring that our dataset captured colloquial terms, brand
names, and emerging pandemic-related jargon [Amur
et al., 2023]. This approach filtered 289,919 rele-
vant reviews from 102,452 businesses, yielding a ro-
bust dataset that reflects public perceptions of health
resource availability across different regions and time
periods.

3.3 Text Classification
We developed classification models to categorize re-
views into three classes: Class -1 (shortage of health
resources), Class 1 (no shortage), and Class 9 (un-
related). To ensure balance and minimize bias, we

Table 1: Keyword ontology for health resources

Category Keywords
Essential health
supplies

sanitizer, soap, toilet paper,
mask, disinfectant, gloves,
thermometer, tissues, wipes,
face shield, hand wash, res-
pirators, alcohol

Over-the-counter
medications

acetaminophen, tylenol,
advil, motrin, ibuprofen,
dayquil, nyquil, mucinex,
robitussin, sudafed, pepto-
bismol, tums, vick’s
vaporub

Preventive
healthcare items

vitamins, zinc, pedialyte,
gatorade

Diagnostic tools test kit, home test, self test

COVID-19 specific
items

N95, hydroxychloroquine

Household
sanitization products

lysol spray, disinfectant
wipes

employed a sequential annotation approach, manually
labeling reviews until each class contained approxi-
mately 500 instances, yielding a 1,500-review dataset.

To maintain annotation quality, three public health
experts labeled the data following detailed guidelines.
Each review was independently annotated by two ex-
perts, achieving a Cohen’s Kappa of 0.85 [Cohen,
1960], with a third expert resolving any disagreements.
The final dataset was split 80% for training and 20%
for testing.

We vectorized the text using TF-IDF [Xiang,
2022] and ModernBERT embeddings. Three classi-
fiers—Random Forest [Breiman, 2001], Support Vec-
tor Machine (SVM) [Vapnik, 2013], and Logistic Re-
gression [King and Zeng, 2001]—were trained on TF-
IDF features, alongside a standalone ModernBERT
model. After 5-fold cross-validation and grid search
hyperparameter tuning, we compared models based on
accuracy, precision, recall, and F1-Score [Krasnodęb-
ska et al., 2024].

As shown in Figure 5 in appendix, ModernBERT
outperformed TF-IDF-based models, achieving an
overall accuracy of 85.2% and superior F1-Scores.
Consequently, we selected ModernBERT as the final
classifier and applied it to all reviews, retaining only
Class -1 and Class 1 reviews while discarding Class 9.

3.4 Measuring Public Perceptions of Health
Resource Availability

To assess public perceptions of health resource acces-
sibility over time and across regions, we derived a
county-level perception score from our classification
results (subsection 3.3). This score serves as a proxy
for community experiences, capturing the balance be-
tween reported shortages and adequacy. Formally, for
each county c and period t:



Sc,t =
1

Nc,t

Nc,t∑
i=1

Li (1)

where Nc,t is the number of reviews labeled as
shortage (Class -1) or no shortage (Class 1), and Li is
the label for review i. Scores approaching −1 indicate
widespread shortage complaints, values near −1 sug-
gest perceived resource adequacy, and scores around 0
reflect a mix of both perceptionss. Thus, Sc,t provides
a quantitative measure of health resource perceptions
at the county level.

To ensure reliability, we restricted analysis to coun-
ties with at least 10 relevant reviews per period (Sec-
tion 3.1). This threshold, widely used in social media
analytics, helps reduce noise and improve representa-
tiveness [Faber and Fonseca, 2014].

Table 2: Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) for features in the
model

Feature VIF
Democratic Rate 41.104
Republican Rate 35.098
Total Population 1.550
Median Income 11.411
GINI 3.548
No Insurance Rate 3.000
Household Below Poverty Rate 8.924
HISPANIC LATINO Rate 5.771
White Rate 24.026
Black Rate 17.701
Indian Rate 1.894
Asian Rate 6.624
Under 18 Rate inf
Between 18 and 44 Rate inf
Between 45 and 64 Rate inf
Over 65 Rate inf
Male Rate 2.037
Bachelor Rate 17.800
Education Degree Rate 27.328
Population Density 1.374
Unemployed Rate 3.165

3.5 Partial Least Squares (PLS) Regression
After calculating the perception scores, we performed
Partial Least Squares (PLS) regression at the county
level to explore the relationship between average per-
ception scores and socioeconomic factors. Ultimately,
530 counties were included in the final regression anal-
ysis.

PLS regression was selected to address the multi-
collinearity observed among several independent vari-
ables, such as Democratic and Republican Rate, all
exhibiting variance inflation factors (VIF) exceeding 5
(Table 2). A common solution to multicollinearity is to
remove collinear variables, but this approach risks ex-
cluding key predictors. PLS regression, however, ad-
dresses this challenge by decomposing both dependent
and independent variables into orthogonal scores and
loadings during coefficient estimation [de Jong, 1993].

The key equations of PLS regression are presented be-
low:

X = TPT + E
Y = UQT + F
Y = XKT +Θ

(2)

where T , U , P , and Q are orthogonal scores and
loadings, K represents the regression coefficients, and
error terms E and F are independently and identically
distributed. To address RQ2, we conducted three re-
gressions on the average perception scores (Pre-, Peak-
, and Post-Pandemic), and for RQ3, two additional re-
gressions examined score differences between periods.
Model fit was assessed using R2 and RMSE.

Since standard PLS model does not inherently pro-
duce p-values, we employed a permutation test [Af-
thanorhan et al., 2015], comparing observed coeffi-
cients with those from permuted samples to derive ro-
bust significance estimates.

4 Results
This section presents the results of our analysis, ad-
dressing the three key research questions outlined in
the introduction. First, we analyzed the geographic
distribution of perception scores derived from Google
Maps reviews to examine whether public perceptions
of health resource accessibility varied across regions
in the United States (Section 4.1). We visualized spa-
tial patterns and quantified the degree of spatial clus-
tering using Moran’s I statistic. Next, we investigated
the relationship between the socioeconomic character-
istics of local communities (counties) and perceptions
of health resource accessibility, across three time pe-
riods: Pre-Pandemic, Peak-Pandemic, and Post-Peak,
through PLS regression (Section 4.2). Finally, we
evaluated whether the pandemic exacerbated existing
health resource disparities by investigating the changes
in perception scores between periods (Section 4.3).

Figure 1: Comparison between weighted delayed ratio re-
ported by US Census Bureau and average perception scores
by online reviews.

Before addressing the research questions, we
validated the public perception of health resource
accessibility—calculated using online reviews
grouped by each month—by comparing it with data



from the Household Pulse Survey conducted by the US
Census Bureau from April 2020 to April 2021 (Figure
1). The survey measured the proportion of respondents
reporting delays in securing health resources at the
state level. To evaluate the alignment between the
two measures, we calculated the correlation between
the perceived scores (state-level averages weighted
by perception scores) and the proportion of respon-
dents reporting delays. To ensure robust parameter
estimates, we employed Cook’s Distance [Nurunnabi
et al., 2014] to identify and remove observations
that were both outliers and high-leverage points, as
such data points could significantly distort the true
correlation trend [Pennsylvania State University,
2024].

As shown in Figure 1, the red dashed line shows
the trend with a negative correlation (r = -0.255).
This suggests that states with higher public perception
scores of health resource accessibility tended to have
fewer reported delays in securing health resources. Al-
though the correlation is slight, it implies that online
reviews reflect the situation in terms of health resource
accessibility.
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Figure 2: Health resource availability trends across pandemic
periods.

4.1 RQ1: Do health resource disparities, as
perceived by the public, exist across
different regions in the United States?

To address RQ1, we analyzed county-level percep-
tion scores of health resource accessibility across
the United States during the Pre-Pandemic, Peak-
Pandemic, and Post-Peak periods. These scores range
from -1 (indicating extremely negative perceptions) to
1 (indicating extremely positive perceptions). As il-
lustrated in Figure 2, the average perception scores
dropped significantly during the Peak-Pandemic pe-
riod and remained relatively low in the Post-Peak pe-
riod, underscoring persistent challenges in health re-
source accessibility. These trends were further visu-
alized using GIS maps (Figure 3), where red denotes
negative perceptions and blue represents positive per-
ceptions.

During the Pre-Pandemic period (Figure 3a), neg-
ative perceptions were particularly pronounced across
parts of the Western states, while the Eastern regions
exhibited a more nuanced mix of positive and nega-
tive perceptions, especially in densely populated areas.

During the Peak-Pandemic period (Figure 3b), these
regional disparities in public perceptions became more
pronounced. Western states, notably California and its
surrounding areas, experienced a significant surge in
negative perceptions, as reflected by larger red clusters.
Meanwhile, the Eastern region maintained its hetero-
geneous pattern but exhibited a noticeable shift toward
more negative perceptions. By the Post-Peak period
(Figure 3c), a substantial transition toward neutral per-
ceptions was observed nationwide, as indicated by the
predominance of light gray tones on the map.

Figure 3: Geographic patterns of the perceived health re-
source disparities across the United States.

We used Moran’s I statistic to perform the spatial au-
tocorrelation analysis and quantify the patterns of pub-
lic perceptions, as shown in Figure 4. Before the pan-
demic, perception scores showed virtually no spatial
clustering among neighboring counties, as indicated by
a low, non-significant Moran’s I (0.001, p = 0.421).
As the pandemic reached its peak, however, we ob-
served the emergence of weak yet statistically signif-
icant spatial patterns in public perception (Moran’s I
= 0.016, p = 0.048). In the Post-Peak period, spa-
tial autocorrelation became more pronounced and sta-
tistically significant (Moran’s I = 0.022, p = 0.012),
indicating that counties with similar perception scores
were increasingly clustered geographically. This trend
is also evident in Figure 3, which shows that most in-
vestigated counties display similar sentiment values.
Such a progression suggests that the pandemic may



have exposed and potentially exacerbated underlying
regional inequalities in health resource availability.
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Figure 4: Moran’s I scatterplots across pandemic periods.

4.2 RQ2: Are these perceived health
resource disparities correlated with the
socioeconomic and demographic factors?

The PLS regression overall revealed a strong corre-
lation between public perceptions and socioeconomic
characteristics (Table 3), with significant influences
observed from factors such as race, income inequality,
education, and even age.

Before the outbreak of COVID-19, the White Rate
(coeff = 0.024, p = 0.000) exhibited a positive associa-
tion with perception scores, indicating better access to
health resources in counties with a higher proportion
of White residents. Conversely, counties with a larger
proportion of Black residents (Black Rate: coeff = -
0.045, p = 0.000) tended to have less favorable access.
Additionally, a higher Republican population rate (Re-
publican Rate: coeff = -0.025, p = 0.025) and a higher
uninsured population rate (No Insurance Rate: coeff
= -0.020, p = 0.000) were negatively associated with
health resource accessibility, highlighting disparities in
Republican-leaning regions and among uninsured pop-
ulations.

During the peak of the pandemic, new factors
emerged as significant. Politically liberal regions
(Democratic Rate: coeff = 0.008, p = 0.005) exhib-
ited better accessibility to health resources, whereas
politically conservative regions (Republican Rate: co-
eff = -0.017, p = 0.002) faced challenges. Surprisingly,

counties with lower median income levels (Median In-
come: coeff = -0.013, p = 0.010) and higher poverty
rates (Household Below Poverty Rate: coeff = 0.001,
p = 0.006) demonstrated resilience in addressing the
pandemic’s challenges. Conversely, counties with
higher unemployment rates (Unemployed Rate: coeff
= -0.003, p = 0.016) experienced more pronounced
resource strain. Racial disparities also became evi-
dent, with counties with higher proportions of His-
panic/Latino populations (coeff = -0.018, p = 0.000)
showing severe resource pressure. While no clear trend
emerged for the White population, educational attain-
ment appeared to be a positive factor. Counties with
higher educational attainment levels (Bachelor Rate:
coeff = 0.012, p = 0.000; Education Degree Rate: coeff
= 0.011, p = 0.000) were associated with better access
to health resources.

During the Post-Peak recovery period, although the
overall impact diminished, certain factors remained
significant. Educational attainment continued to play a
significant role, with the Bachelor Rate (coeff = 0.002,
p = 0.000) and Education Degree Rate (coeff = 0.001,
p = 0.000) exhibiting positive associations, albeit
weaker compared to the pandemic peak. Surprisingly,
dissatisfaction with health resource accessibility was
observed among both Democrats and Republicans,
with Democrats expressing more pronounced negative
perceptions. Economic factors also gained promi-
nence during recovery. Counties with higher median
income levels (Median Income: coeff = 0.002, p
= 0.005) and lower uninsured rates (No Insurance
Rate: coeff = -0.005, p = 0.001) experienced faster
recovery. Demographically, counties with higher
Asian populations (coeff = 0.001, p = 0.002) and
middle-aged populations (Between 18 and 44 Rate:
coeff = 0.003, p = 0.013) recovered more quickly.
Conversely, counties with higher proportions of Indian
populations (Indian Rate: coeff = -0.006, p = 0.009)
and younger populations (Under 18 Rate: coefficient
= -0.004, p = 0.011) experienced slower recovery.

4.3 RQ3: Did the COVID-19 pandemic
exacerbate health resource accessibility
as perceived by the public?

The results presented in Tables 4 and 5 highlight the
significant shifts in health resource accessibility re-
flected by the online reviews during the peak of the
pandemic and subsequent recovery period, offering
valuable insights into the evolving disparities over
time. Tables 4 demonstrates that the pandemic exacer-
bated pre-existing inequalities. Predominantly White
communities experienced more pronounced declines
in perception scores (coeff = -0.026, p = 0.003), po-
tentially due to their historically better access to health
resources, which created a larger margin for potential
deterioration. In contrast, Black communities exhib-
ited greater resilience (coeff = 0.048, p = 0.004), po-
tentially reflecting their already limited access to re-
sources before the pandemic, which left leaving less
room for further decline.

Table 5 highlights persistent inequalities in recov-
ery are evident. Counties with higher Hispanic/Latino



Table 3: PLS regression results of socioeconomic factors on perception scores across pandemic periods.

Variable Pre-Pandemic Peak-Pandemic Post-Peak

Coeffs P-Value Std. err. Coeffs P-Value Std. err. Coeffs P-Value Std. err.

Democratic Rate 0.023 0.057 0.044 0.008 0.005** 0.045 -0.003 0.022* 0.044
Republican Rate -0.025 0.025* 0.045 -0.017 0.002** 0.046 -0.001 0.002** 0.045
Total Population 0.004 0.701 0.044 0.008 0.779 0.044 -0.001 0.595 0.045
Median Income -0.018 0.599 0.044 -0.013 0.010** 0.044 0.002 0.005** 0.046
GINI 0.016 0.064 0.046 -0.015 0.865 0.046* 0.002 0.116 0.043
No Insurance Rate -0.020 0.000** 0.046 -0.023 0.000** 0.045 -0.005 0.001** 0.046
Household Below Poverty Rate -0.007 0.990 0.045 0.001 0.006** 0.044 -0.001 0.099 0.045
HISPANIC LATINO Rate -0.024 0.056 0.045 -0.018 0.000** 0.045 0.002 0.287 0.044
White Rate 0.024 0.000** 0.044 0.001 0.674 0.044 -0.002 0.632 0.044
Black Rate -0.045 0.000** 0.045 -0.008 0.240 0.046 -0.003 0.358 0.044
Indian Rate 0.003 0.536 0.043 0.017 0.126 0.047 -0.006 0.009** 0.044
Asian Rate 0.007 0.679 0.045 -0.001 0.055 0.047 0.001 0.002** 0.044
Under 18 Rate 0.002 0.000** 0.046 0.003 0.000** 0.045 -0.004 0.011* 0.045
Between 18 and 44 Rate 0.001 0.849 0.044 -0.009 0.810 0.044 0.003 0.013* 0.044
Over 65 Rate 0.005 0.016* 0.045 0.013 0.072 0.044 0.001 0.548 0.043
Male Rate -0.019 0.878 0.045 -0.012 0.095 0.043 -0.002 0.941 0.045
Bachelor Rate 0.004 0.185 0.045 0.012 0.000** 0.046 0.002 0.000** 0.045
Education Degree Rate -0.011 0.147 0.045 0.011 0.000** 0.044 0.001 0.000** 0.045
Population Density -0.012 0.794 0.044 0.001 0.320 0.047 0.001 0.086 0.045
Unemployed Rate 0.005 0.554 0.046 -0.003 0.016* 0.044 0.002 0.120 0.047

Model Goodness-of-fit R2: 0.135 RMSE: 0.171 R2: 0.142 RMSE: 0.125 R2: 0.087 RMSE: 0.038

Note: Significance codes: ** < 0.01, * < 0.05

Rates (coeff = 0.019, p = 0.000) experienced sig-
nificant improvements in health resource accessibil-
ity, whereas Indian communities (coeff = -0.022, p
= 0.018) faced slower recovery, highlighting ongoing
challenges for certain demographic groups. The No
Insurance Rate (coeff = 0.018, p = 0.000) was posi-
tively associated with delayed recovery, emphasizing
the critical role of insurance coverage in improving ac-
cess to health resources. Notably, political affiliations
also demonstrated influence during the recovery phase.
Counties with higher Republican Rates (coeff = 0.017,
p = 0.014) showed relatively greater improvements,
while those with higher Democratic Rates (coeff = -
0.010, p = 0.047) experienced less favorable outcomes,
suggesting nuanced differences in recovery trajectories
linked to political demographics. Additionally, educa-
tional attainment, reflected in the negative associations
of the Bachelor Rate (coeff = -0.010, p = 0.001) and
Education Degree Rate (coeff = -0.010, p = 0.000), in-
dicates that counties with lower education levels faced
prolonged barriers to resource accessibility during the
recovery phase.

These findings demonstrate that the pandemic not
only intensified existing disparities but also resulted in
uneven recovery trajectories, shaped by a complex in-
terplay of demographic, socioeconomic, and political
factors.

5 Discussion
The study highlights clear disparities in public per-
ceptions of health resource accessibility across various
socioeconomic and demographic communities in the
United States. Several key observations and practical
implications are listed below.

5.1 Implications
Geographic disparities. The geographic disparities of
public perception revealed through county-level anal-
ysis and Moran’s I statistics indicate that health re-

source availability could vary significantly across re-
gions in the United States, with notable shifts during
the pandemic. Pre-Pandemic, Western states experi-
enced more pronounced negative perceptions, while
the Eastern regions displayed a mix of perceptions.
The Peak-Pandemic period amplified these disparities,
with Western states, particularly California, facing se-
vere shortages. The post-pandemic period saw a return
to more neutral perceptions. These observations under-
score the importance of regional strategies in address-
ing health resource disparities. Policies should priori-
tize areas with historically negative perceptions, such
as certain Western counties, ensuring equitable access
during routine healthcare delivery and emergencies.

Table 4: Changes in PLS regression coefficients between
Pre-Pandemic and Peak-Pandemic periods (Peak-Pandemic
minus Pre-Pandemic).

Variable Coeffs P-Value Std. err.

Democratic Rate -0.021 0.963 0.045
Republican Rate 0.006 0.937 0.046
Total Population 0.010 0.646 0.046
Median Income -0.001 0.056 0.045
GINI -0.048 0.075 0.044
No Insurance Rate -0.012 0.777 0.047
Household Below Poverty Rate 0.026 0.090 0.045
HISPANIC LATINO Rate 0.020 0.282 0.045
White Rate -0.026 0.003** 0.045
Black Rate 0.048 0.004** 0.045
Indian Rate 0.007 0.604 0.045
Asian Rate -0.013 0.383 0.046
Under 18 Rate -0.001 0.221 0.044
Between 18 and 44 Rate -0.016 0.754 0.045
Between 45 and 64 Rate 0.001 0.391 0.047
Over 65 Rate 0.016 0.325 0.044
Male Rate 0.012 0.252 0.045
Bachelor Rate 0.010 0.073 0.043
Education Degree Rate 0.040 0.060 0.044
Population Density 0.471 0.390 0.044
Unemployed Rate -0.014 0.321 0.044

Model Goodness-of-fit: R2: 0.069, RMSE: 0.207



Socioeconomic and demongraphic factors. The
study’s PLS regression results confirm that socioeco-
nomic and demongaphic characteristics play a piv-
otal role in shaping health resource accessibility.
Pre-Pandemic advantages observed in predominantly
White and insured communities underscore inequities
favoring wealthier, better-educated populations. Dur-
ing the pandemic, compounded challenges in com-
munities with higher poverty rates, lower median in-
comes, and significant Hispanic/Latino or Asian popu-
lations reflected a deepening of these inequities. Post-
pandemic, the persistence of disparities in uninsured
and less-educated communities further underscores the
entrenched nature of these challenges.

Policy measures should address these socioeco-
nomic determinants by expanding health resource ac-
cess for uninsured populations and investing in edu-
cation to enhance long-term resilience, which aligns
well with prior studies’ findings [Khairat et al., 2019].
For instance, enhancing community health education
and subsidizing insurance coverage could help allevi-
ate disparities and improve resource distribution dur-
ing future crises. The disparities observed in His-
panic/Latino and Indian communities also suggest the
need for culturally tailored interventions to bridge gaps
in accessibility.

Table 5: Changes in PLS regression coefficients between
Peak-Pandemic and Post-Peak periods (Post-Peak minus
Peak-Pandemic).

Variable Coeffs P-Value Std. err.

Democratic Rate -0.010 0.047* 0.044
Republican Rate 0.017 0.014* 0.043
Total Population -0.010 0.904 0.045
Median Income 0.015 0.091 0.044
GINI 0.017 0.517 0.045
No Insurance Rate 0.018 0.000** 0.046
Household Below Poverty Rate -0.001 0.023* 0.043
HISPANIC LATINO Rate 0.019 0.000** 0.045
White Rate -0.002 0.584 0.046
Black Rate 0.005 0.351 0.045
Indian Rate -0.022 0.018* 0.045
Asian Rate 0.001 0.263 0.045
Under 18 Rate -0.007 0.004** 0.046
Between 18 and 44 Rate 0.013 0.340 0.046
Between 45 and 64 Rate 0.009 0.058 0.044
Over 65 Rate -0.013 0.062 0.045
Male Rate 0.011 0.129 0.046
Bachelor Rate -0.010 0.001** 0.044
Education Degree Rate -0.010 0.000** 0.044
Population Density -0.001 0.643 0.046
Unemployed Rate 0.005 0.060 0.045
Model Goodness-of-fit: R2: 0.119, RMSE: 0.127

Pandemic’s impact. The analysis of temporal
changes in perception scores reveals that the pan-
demic exacerbated pre-existing health resource dispar-
ities. Prior research also shows that public health crises
could disproportionately affect different demographic
communities [Connor et al., 2020]. In our study, White
communities experienced sharper declines in percep-
tion scores during the pandemic, potentially due to pre-
viously better access that was strained under increased
demand. Conversely, the resilience of Black commu-
nities suggests a unique dynamic where limited access
Pre-Pandemic left less room for perceived deteriora-

tion. The role of income inequality, as evidenced by
the GINI coefficient, further illustrates how structural
disparities became more pronounced during the pan-
demic.

Post-pandemic recovery trajectories reflect ongo-
ing inequities, with some communities, such as His-
panic/Latino populations, showing notable improve-
ments, while others, like Indian communities, experi-
enced slower recovery. These findings emphasize the
pandemic’s role in exacerbating inequalities and high-
lighting the need for tailored interventions. Policies
aimed at bolstering resource distribution for under-
served communities and addressing income inequality
could play a transformative role in achieving equitable
recovery.

5.2 Opportunities for Future Work
This study highlights several promising directions for
future research. The first opportunity lies in improv-
ing model classification performance. While the cur-
rent ModernBERT model has demonstrated satisfac-
tory performance in detecting perceptions, future re-
search could focus on leveraging more advanced mod-
els. For instance, using large language models (LLMs)
like LLaMA could enable the identification of more
fine-grained perceptions from online reviews. Addi-
tionally, expanding the datasets for training and test-
ing through a more comprehensive annotation process
could enhance the robustness of the model.

A second potential research direction involves data
fusion. Social media platforms often represent spe-
cific subsets of users, and as noted in prior studies, so-
cial media data can overrepresent certain demograph-
ics such as educated or urban populations [Wang et al.,
2019]. For example, as shown in Figure 3, very few
messages have been posted from less-represented ar-
eas. To address these limitations, future work could
incorporate reviews from other platforms, such as Yelp
or TripAdvisor, to explore how web data might com-
plement traditional surveys. Such an approach could
yield a broader and more representative understanding
of public perceptions.

6 Conclusions
This study demonstrates the value of crowdsourced
data from platforms like Google Maps reviews in iden-
tifying disparities in public perceptions of health re-
source accessibility. During the COVID-19 pandemic,
these disparities intensified at the peak and showed im-
provement in the Post-Peak period, shaped primarily
by socioeconomic and demographic factors. Geospa-
tial and regression analyses revealed more positive
perceptions among White, insured, wealthy, and ed-
ucated communities, underscoring a persistent equity
gap. These findings emphasize the urgency for targeted
policies that address structural inequities and ensure
equitable access to healthcare resources. By adopting
data-driven strategies and collaborative partnerships,
stakeholders can foster more inclusive, resilient com-
munities prepared to withstand future public health
challenges.
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A Appendix
A.1 Classification performance
Figure 5 shows the classification results by different
text classification models.
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Figure 5: Classification performance of candidate models:
(a) Precision, (b) Recall, (c) F1-score, and (d) Training and
testing accuracy.

A.2 Permutation test method in PLS
regression

The key equations of Permutation tests are:

Θobs = Coefficient derived from the original dataset,

Θ(k) = Coefficient derived from the k-th permutation,

pi =
1

nperm

nperm∑
k=1

I(|Θ(k)
i | ≥ |Θobs

i |),

SE(Θi) =

√∑nperm

k=1 (Θ
(k)
i − Θ̄i)2

nperm − 1
.

(3)
where Θobs represents the observed regression coef-
ficients calculated from the original dataset using the
SIMPLS algorithm, and Θ(k) denotes the coefficients
derived from the k-th permutation of the dependent
variable Y, with nperm representing the total number
of permutations (1000 in this study). The p-value (pi)
for each Θi is computed by comparing the observed
Θobs

i with the null distribution generated by permuted
Θ

(k)
i . Specifically, pi measures the proportion of per-

muted coefficients that are as extreme as or more ex-
treme than the observed coefficient.

In addition, the standard error SE(Θi) is calculated
as the standard deviation of the permuted coefficients
Θ

(k)
i around their mean Θ̄i.

A.3 Cook’s Distance method to remove
extreme points

For an observation i, Cook’s Distance is calculated as:

Di =

∑n
j=1

(
ŷ
(−i)
j − ŷj

)2

p · MSE
(4)

where: ŷ
(−i)
j is the predicted value for observation j

when observation i is excluded, ŷj is the predicted
value using the full dataset, p is the number of model
parameters (including the intercept), and MSE is the
mean squared error of the regression model.

To identify influential observations, we applied a
threshold defined as:

Threshold =
4

n
(5)

where n is the total number of observations in the
dataset. Observations with Di > Threshold were
flagged as extreme observations, and they will be re-
moved.

A.4 Representative examples
Table 6 shows the Representative Google Maps re-
views for public perception of health resource acces-
sibility.



Table 6: Representative Google Maps reviews for public perception of health resource accessibility

Google Maps review Targeted text Attitude

Just absolutely crazy! There there was no hamburger and
no toilet paper, and not hardly no potato chips on the
shelves. People were grabbing up stuff like this was the
end of the world.

There there was no hamburger and no toilet
paper...

Shortage

Ran out of a lot of paper goods - toilet paper, paper tow-
els. Ended up buying the more expensive paper towels
and toilet paper, which I really could not afford, but I
needed it.

Ran out of a lot of paper goods - toilet paper,
paper towels.

Shortage

I was able to buy toilet paper there at the height of the
shortage, and they sanitized every cart before use.

I was able to buy toilet paper there at the
height of the shortage...

No Shortage

I was thankfully able to visit the Dollar General store
location off of Donaghey, and they had plenty of paper
products, as well as hand soaps.

...and they had plenty of paper products, as
well as hand soaps.

No Shortage

The only major store that requires you to wear a mask to
shop, but the employees near the entrance having masks
hanging below their nose makes it pointless to wear a
mask.

The only major store that requires you to
wear a mask to shop...having masks hanging
below their nose makes it pointless to wear
a mask.

Unrelated

Boards are in place between customers and employees at
the payment counter to encourage social distancing, but
then only 1 out of the 3 staff present seem to know how
to wear a mask properly.

...but then only 1 out of the 3 staff present
seem to know how to wear a mask properly.

Unrelated
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