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Supplementary Figure 1. Cell type proportions in Crohn’s patients at diagnosis did not differ by disease stage. Panels A, C, and D compare cell type proportions between diagnosis and control. Panel D compares neutrophil to lymphocyte ratios. No significant difference was observed between immune cell type proportions in Crohn’s patients with stage one and stage two at diagnosis.

[image: ]Supplementary Figure 2. Cell type proportions in Crohn’s patients at follow-up. Panels A, C, and D compare cell type proportions between diagnosis and control. Panel D compares neutrophil to lymphocyte ratios. No significant difference was observed between immune cell type proportions in Crohn’s patients with B1 and B2 phenotypes at follow-up.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Paired changes in cell type proportions (CTP) and neutrophil lymphocyte ratio (NLR) between patients who progressed from B1 to B2 (CTPFollow-Up B2 - CTPDiagnosis B1).
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Supplementary Figure 4. Paired changes in cell type proportions (CTP) and neutrophil lymphocyte ratio (NLR) between patients whose disease behavior did not progress(CTPFollow-Up B1 - CTPDiagnosis B1).
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Supplementary Figure 5. Methylation status of interrogated CpG loci in the CpG island and surrounding regions across blood from patients with Crohn’s disease and healthy controls for (a) SOCS3 (b) FKBP5 and (c) INPP5A.
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