Table 2. Multivariable analysis of admission eosinophil count
	Variable
	Primary analysis: crude median ratio (95% CI)
	P value
	Primary analysis: adjusted median ratio (95% CI)
	P value
	Sensitivity analysis: adjusted OR (95% CI)
	P value

	Influenza (yes vs no)
	0.243 (0.186–0.317)
	<0.001
	0.302 (0.225–0.405)
	<0.001
	6.61 (3.54–12.34)
	<0.001

	Age (per 1-year increase)
	0.836 (0.795–0.880)
	<0.001
	0.914 (0.868–0.962)
	<0.001
	1.28 (1.13–1.45)
	<0.001

	Male sex (vs female)
	1.531 (1.112–2.108)
	0.009
	1.201 (0.918–1.572)
	0.181
	0.75 (0.41–1.38)
	0.356

	Glucocorticoid exposure (yes vs no)
	1.581 (0.968–2.581)
	0.067
	0.808 (0.530–1.232)
	0.321
	1.83 (0.72–4.60)
	0.202

	IPTW-weighted: influenza
	—
	—
	0.275 (0.201–0.404)
	<0.001
	8.73 (4.90–15.53)
	<0.001


OR, odds ratio; IPTW, inverse probability of treatment weighting; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval.
The primary analysis was a linear regression of ln(EOS) on the listed covariates (n=252); results are median ratios (exponentiated coefficients), where a ratio <1 denotes a lower EOS in the exposed group. The crude column shows the unadjusted single-predictor estimate and the adjusted column the estimate from the multivariable model; as an exponentiated regression coefficient, the crude median ratio is not a simple ratio of the two group medians.
The sensitivity analysis was a logistic regression of below-limit EOS (<0.05 ×10⁹/L); results are adjusted odds ratios.
IPTW achieved covariate balance (standardized mean differences <0.1 for age, sex, and glucocorticoid); only weighted adjusted estimates are shown (crude column not applicable).
