Annual Per Capita Annual Per Capita
Main Exposures Income < $1i%50 Income > $1i%50 At L east College Degree No College Degree
OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% ClI OR 95% ClI
Driving Time
Marginal Effects
20 vs. 10 Minutes 1.28 0.87-1.90 125 1.04-1.62 1.04 0.65-1.66 127 1.00-1.62
30 vs. 20 Ninutes 0.76 0.E7-1.02 0.€1 0.771.07 0.78 0.6¢-1.01 0.c1 0.7€-1.08
40 vs. 30 Minutes 0.58 0.35-0.97 0.76 0.60-0.98 0.68 0.46-1.00 0.76 0.56-1.03
Short Driving Times
as Reference
30 vs. 10 Minutes 0.98 0.60-1.59 1.13 0.81-1.59 0.81 0.44-1.50 1.16 0.86-1.56
40 vs. 10 Minutes 0.43 0.26-1.22 0.87 0.55-1.35 0.55 0.26-1.16 0.88 0.56-1.39
Number of Mammography
Facilitieswithin 10km
Radius
Marginal Effects
1 vs. OFacilities 1.15 0.9¢-1.48 1.23 1.06-1.42 1.15 0.9¢-1.48 121 1.06-1.38
2 vs. 1 Facilities 1.10 0.91-1.33 116 105129 1.11 0.92-1.33 115 1.04-126
3vs. 2 Facilities 1.2 0.9z1.11 1.06 1.00-1.12 1.0: 0.941.1¢ 1.05 1.00-1.10
4 vs. 3 Facilities 0.96 0.89-1.04 0.98 0.93-1.03 0.98 0.90-1.06 0.97 0.93-1
No Near by Facilities
as Reference
2 vs. 0 Facilitie 1.27 0.82-1.9¢ 143 1.11-1.83 1.2¢ 0.82-1.9¢ 1.39 1.10-1.74
3 vs. 0 Facilitie 1.2¢ 0.7&2.1¢F 151 1.13-2.03 1.31 0.7&-2.21 145 1.10-1.90
4 vs. 0 Facilitie 1.2¢ 0.75-2.0¢€ 149 1.11-1.99 1.2¢ 0.7€-2.1¢ 141 1.07-1.85

Supplemental Table 1 Odds ratios of more frequeathmography screening use by geographic acces#jery income and
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Main Exposures Annual Per Capita Annual Per Capita
Income < $11.250 Income > $11.250 At Least College Degree No College Degree
OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI
Driving Time
Marginal Effects
20 vs 10 Minute: 1.33 0.8E-2.0¢ 127 0.9z-1.75 0.6 0.5z-1.7€ 133 1.01-1.77
30 vs. 20 Minute 0.76 0.55-1.05 0.9¢ 0.8(-1.16 0.79 0.57-1.11 0.9: 0.77-1.14
40 vs. 30 Minute 0.56 0.32-0.99 0.82 0.62-1.09 0.72 0.43-1.20 0.77 0.54-1.08
Short Driving Times
as Reference
30 vs. 10 Minutes 1.01 0.58-1.74 1.23 0.81-1.86 0.76 0.35-1.67 1.24 0.88-1.76
40 vs. 10 Minutes 0.57 0.24-1.31 1.01 0.60-1.70 0.55 0.21-1.43 0.95 0.57-1.60
Number of Mammography
Facilitieswithin 10km
Radius
Marginal Effects
1 vs. 0 Facilitie 116 0.8%1.H4 1.32 1.10-1.59 1.24 0.8¢-1.74 1.26 1.08-1.48
2 vs. 1 Facilitie 1.11 0.90-1.37 122 1.07-1.40 1.17 0.91-1.51 118 105133
3 vs. 2 Facilitie 1.3 0.941.14 1.07 1.00-1.15 1.0¢ 0.941.21 1.06 1.00-1.12
4 vs. 3 Facilitie 0.68 0.9C-1.c7 0.97 0.91-1.c3 0.9¢ 0.8¢-1.11 0.97 0.92-1.02
No Near by Facilities
as Reference
2 vs. 0 Facilitie 1.2¢ 0.7¢-2.1zZ 161 1.17-222 1.4¢ 0.81-2.62 1.49 1.14-1.97
3 vs. 0 Facilitie 1.3t 0.75-2.3¢ 173 1.19-252 1.5¢ 0.7¢&-3.0¢ 1.58 1.14-2.18
4 vs. 0 Facilitie 1.31 0.74-2.32 1.68 1.15244 1.52 0.7€-3.0¢t 1.52 1.10-2.11

Supplemental Table 2 Odds ratios of at least omammagram in two years by geographic access, sedtifiy income and education
(N=5,930), Wisconsin Women'’s Health Study, 1995200
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Supplemental Figure 1 Semivariogram of annual magnaphy utilization in Wisconsin
(N=5,930), Wisconsin Women's Health Study, 19957200
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