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Introduction 

What is the value that opportunity & disadvantage 
indices bring to the narrative of improving 

neighborhood well-being in the United States?

Municipalities use these tools because the 
neighborhood factors that indices measure intersect 
with overall neighborhood wellbeing and display an 

important narrative of community needs, disadvantages, 
and risks

Because indices are being used to determine real-world 
allocation of resources in neighborhoods, we must 
understand if these indices would provide the best 

measurement to support communities most in need. 
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Specific Next Steps Towards 
Completing This Research:

1. Case studies to gain more specific details 
about how identified indices have been used in 
neighborhood specific policy, programs, or 
funding

a. What more information is available 
about the populations these index-
informed initiatives affect?

b. What can the municipalities or 
developers of the indices tell us about 
how these indices are used and how 
the policies, programs, or funding have 
improved neighborhood wellbeing?

2. Spatial data analysis of qualifying indices 
identified in this search to understand how 
they differ spatially

1. How much does neighborhood 
disadvantage cluster?

2. How much do these indices correlate 
with each other?

3. What socioeconomic factors show 
divergence?
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• 22 total indices have been identified after scoping search review that are used specifically by federal, 
state, regional, county, city or other municipality 

• 229 research articles from Google Scholar and 251 research articles from Scopus have been examined in 
this systematic scoping review. 

• Of these,19 research papers and 35 grey literature sources have been used in identifying the 
indices use in developing specific policy/program/funding. 

• While we have themed the policies/programs along eight different categories, we have found that indices 
are commonly used for both a wide variety and very specific range of uses.

• The geographical range of indices used in policy/program/funding initiatives included those developed just 
for a specific city or state all the way to those developed and used across the entire United States.

From the scoping review search strategy, we themed the 
most common policy, program, or funding uses seen to 
be informed by the indices. 

These common categories include:
1. community program/resource development or 

financing
2. COVID-19 vaccine allocation, resources and support
3. healthcare program development or financing
4. environmental justice development and financing
5. 5-year plan development or growth strategy
6. community outreach strategies
7. affordable housing development
8. transportation development

List of Indices 

Conclusions: 
 There is a very wide and niche variety of 
neighborhood level indices used within the United 
States that aim to improve neighborhood wellbeing 
by targeting disadvantaged communities.
 While there seem to be significant numbers of 
indices used within policy, there is a need for 
improved ease of access to information about how 
indices are used to shape our communities.
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