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1. Unconditional logistic model Conditional logistic model
Unconditional logistic model Conditional logistic model
Case (N=93) Control (N=132) Case (N=66) Control (N=106)
( [ 1)
27.0 ( 7.853.4 ) 27.0 ( 7.849.9
27.3 ( 7.8-67.4 \° 27.7 ( 7.851.6 )
27.6 ( 7.8-67.4 ) 28.4 ( 7.3-54.7 ) 27.7 ( 78516 ) 282 ( 7.354.7 )
( 1
48 ( 0528 § 48 ( 0528
1.2 ( 0120 P 12 ( 060
101BD ( [ D 40 ( 070 30 ( 060
22 (3 19 ( 3By
B (22 ¥y 13 ( 24
68 ( 73 86 ( 65 ) 4 (67 ) 65 ( 61 )
25 (27 ) 46 ( 35 ) 2 ( 33 y 41 ( 39 )
BMI
<185 27 (29 ) 19 ( 14 ) 19 (29 y 17 (16 )
18.5 - 24.9 59 ( 63 ) 84 ( 64 ) 41 (62 )y 63 ( 59 )
>25.0 7 ( 8 ) 29 (22 ) 6 ( 9 )y 26 ( 25 )
81 ( 87 ) 126 ( 95 ) 56 ( 85 )y 102 (96 )
12 ( 13 ) 6 ( 5 ) 10 ( 15 Yy 4 ( 4 )
IBD
88 ( 9 ) 128 ( 97 ) 62 ( 94 ) 103 ( 97 )
5 ( 5 ) 4 (3 ) 4 (6 ) 3 3 )
54 ( 58 ) 59 ( 45 ) 38 ( 58 Yy 47 (1 44 )
39 ( 42 ) 73 ( 55 ) 28 ( 42 )y 59 ( 56 )
5 ( 59 ) 86 ( 65 ) 41 (62 )y 67 ( 63 )
38 ( 41 ) 46 ( 35 ) 25 (38 )y 39 ( 37 )
n®) °*N=55, "N=89, °N=68, *N=71, ® N=69, 'N=39, ¢ N=63, "N=51, ' N=54
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2.

Unconditional logistic model®

Conditional logistic model”

Sex, age-adjusted Multivariate” Univariate Multivariate’
OR ( 95%CIl )pvalue OR ( 95%Cl ) pvalue OR ( 95%Cl )pvalue OR ( 95%CIl )p value
1.00 1.00
0.65 ( 0.35-1.20 ) 0.169 0.42 ( 0.21-0.83) 0.014
<20 1.00 1.00
20-29 1.23 (0.59-259 ) 0.581 1.71 ( 0.72-4.09) 0.226
30-39 0.79 (1 0.34-1.84 ) 0.586 1.11 ( 0.41-2.96 ) 0.842
> 40 1.19 ( 0.52-2.70 ) 0.685 2.06 ( 0.72-5.84) 0.176
(Trend P=0.979) (Trend P=0.348)
BMI
<185 2.42 (1.17-5.01 ) 0.018 2.42 ( 1.14-5.10) 0.021 2,51 ( 0.91-6.89 ) 0.075 2.76 (0.92-8.23 ) 0.070
18.5-24.9 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
>25.0 0.27 ( 0.11-0.67 ) 0.005 0.34 ( 0.13-0.89 ) 0.028 0.30 ( 0.11-0.84 ) 0.022 0.33 ( 0.11-0.96 ) 0.043
(Trend P<0.001) (Trend P<0.001) (Trend P=0.003) (Trend P=0.005)
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
3.12 ( 1.09-8.92 ) 0.034 2.36 ( 0.78-7.11) 0.129 4.58 ( 1.24-16.9 ) 0.023 3.33 ( 0.83-13.4 ) 0.090
IBD
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
2.03 ( 0.51-8.00 ) 0.313 2.02 ( 0.46-8.87 ) 0.354 3.35 ( 0.59-18.9 ) 0.171 2.34 ( 0.37-14.9 ) 0.367
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.39 ( 0.21-0.74 ) 0.004 0.41 ( 0.21-0.81) 0.011 0.35 ( 0.15-0.85 ) 0.020 0.27 ( 0.09-0.80 ) 0.018
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.28 ( 0.68-2.41 ) 0.441 1.40 ( 0.68-2.84) 0.360 1.00 ( 0.41-2.44 ) 1.000 1.17 (0.42-3.25) 0.771

# N=225 (Case 93, Control 132)
b BMI

®N=172 (Case 66, Control 106)
“BMmI IBD

IBD
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3.

Unconditional logistic model®

Conditional logistic modelb

Control P

Case
(N=132) OR (95 c )value

(N=93)

Control P

Case
(N=106) OR (95 CI )value

(N=66)

35 (38 ) 66 (50 ) 1.00
20 (22 )20 (15 ) 2.49 (1.09-5.73)0.031
38 (41 ) 46 ( 35 ) 1.82 (0.85-3.92 )0.124

25 (38 ) 52 (49 )
16 (24 ) 15 (14 ) 5.07 (1.61-16.0 ) 0.006
25 (38 ) 39 (37 ) 1.86 (0.59-5.89)0.294

1.00

BMI IBD
*BMmI IBD
4,
case (N=55) control (N=86) Multivariate*
n ( % ) n ( % ) OR ( 95 ClI ) Pvalue
1 «c 7))
35 ( 64 ) 66 ( 77 ) 1.00
<15 8 ( 15 ) 10 ( 12 ) 1.95 ( 0.66-5.79 ) 0.230
>15 12 (22 ) 10 ( 12 ) 3.15 ( 1.10-9.06 ) 0.033
(Trend P=0.024)
1 ( /)
35 ( 64 ) 66 ( 77 ) 1.00
<4 8 ( 15 ) 9 ( 10 ) 2.17 ( 0.69-6.82 ) 0.185
>4 12 (22 ) 11 ( 13 ) 2.77 ( 1.02-7.56 ) 0.046
(Trend P=0.032)
)
35 ( 64 ) 66 ( 77 ) 1.00
<17 10 ( 18 ) 10 ( 12 ) 2.35 ( 0.81-6.78 ) 0.115
>17 10 ( 18 ) 10 ( 12 ) 2.68 ( 0.91-7.89 ) 0.073

(Trend P=0.038)

Unconditional logistic regression model
* BMI 1BD
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