
Supplementary Table 1. Epidemiologic Analysis of the Patients Included the Study 

Study patients (n = 18 362) EoE (n = 37)

Sex (M:F) 12 583 (68.5):5779 (31.5) 29 (78.4):8 (21.6)
Median age in years (range) 58.1 (50.0-68.0) 44.0 (32.0-53.5)
Pathology result
   Carcinoma 1996 (10.8)
   Barret’s esophagus 1367 (7.4)
   Candida esophagitis 1878 (10.2)
   Miscellaneous 13 121 (71.4)

EoE, eosinophilic esophagitis; M, male; F, female.
Data represent numbers of patients (%).
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Supplementary Figure. Clinical outcomes of 37 patients with eosinophilic esophagitis. EoE, eosinophilic esophagitis; PPIs, proton pump inhibi-
tors.

Lost to follow-up (n = 8)

37 Patients with EoE who were initially diagnosed

between January 2006 and June 2014

29 Patients initially treated with

anti-secretory agents including PPIs

20 Patients who did not

respond to PPIs
9 Patients who responded to

PPIs

10 Patients treated with

steroids

6 Patients who responded

to steroids

Lost to follow-up

(n = 3)

1 Patient who did not

respond to steroids

- Lost to follow-up (n = 9)

- Died (n = 1)


