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Figure S1. Distribution and probability density of (a) BMI, (b) BMI-SDS and (c) BMI-centiles at TO
and T1 visualized with violin plots (n=469)
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Figure S2. Distribution and probability density of age at TO visualized with violin plots (n=469)

BMI

Diagnosis

a)
20
16
12
1 2

Diagnosis

ES (1)aN

B= (2) Aypical AN

b)
0.0
-25 . .
8 Diagnosis
@ B3 (man
% * (2) Atypical AN
-5.0
-7.5

1 2
Diagnosis

c)

40

20

BM |-centile t0

Diagnosis

B (1)an

B3 (2) Aypical AN

L

4

2
Diagnosis

Figure S3. Distribution and probability density of (a) BMI, (b) BMI-SDS and (c) BMI-centile at TO separated
according to the diagnoses of AN (n=40) and atypical AN (n=65) visualized with violin plots




Year N

2014 22
2015 119
2016 126
2017 116
2018 84
2019 2

All 469

Table S1. Number of patients per year of admission

Centre N
Aachen 52
Essen 46
Ulm 10
Berlin 35
Bonn 4
Freiburg 33
Wiirzburg 33
Marburg 44
Homburg/Saar 15
Hamm 24
Tiibingen 8
Dresden 91
Viersen 20
Heidelberg 20
Miinster 19
Mainz 15
All 469

Table S2. Number of patients per centre



a)
200
Year
175 B 2014
[ ]
= ES 2015
z B 2016
15.0 BS 2017
ES 2018
125
100
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Year
0.0
25 Year
e Ed 2014
w
o] EH 2015
@ ES 2016
= _
& °f ES 2017
EH 2010
75
-10.0
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Year
<)
Year
15 ES 2014
2 ES 2015
@
< BE 2016
BS 2017
E3 2018
10
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Year

Figure S4. Distribution and probability density of a) BMI, b) BMI-SDS and c) age at TO
according to admission year visualized with violin plots
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Figure S5. Distribution and probability density of BMI at TO per centre visualized with violin plots
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Figure S6. Distribution and probability density of BMI-SDS at TO per centre visualized with violin plots
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Figure S7. Distribution and probability density of age at TO per centre visualized with violin plots



