Table S6.  Logistic regression results showing gender ratios and case fatality ratios by gender (corresponds to Figs. 7a and 7b)
	Corresponding figure
	Comparison
	OR (95% CI)
	p

	7aa
	Ag+/IgM- vs. Ag+/IgM+
	0.5 (0.3, 1.1)
	.089

	
	                vs. Ag-/IgM+
	1.1 (0.7, 1.6)
	.701

	
	               vs. Ag-/IgM-
	1.1 (0.8, 1.6)
	.557

	
	Ag+/IgM+ vs. Ag-/IgM+
	2.0 (1.0, 3.8)
	.038

	
	                vs. Ag-/IgM-
	2.0 (1.1, 3.8)
	.025

	
	Ag-/IgM+ vs. Ag-/IgM-
	1.0 (0.8, 1.3)
	.794

	7bb
	Ag+/IgM- vs. Ag+/IgM+, females
	2.1 (0.9, 5.2)
	.075

	
	                vs. Ag-/IgM+, females
	7.5 (3.7, 15.1)
	<.001

	
	               vs. Ag-/IgM-, females
	5.7 (2.9, 11.2)
	<.001

	
	Ag+/IgM+ vs. Ag-/IgM+, females
	3.4 (1.5, 7.8)
	.004

	
	                vs. Ag-/IgM-, females
	2.6 (1.2, 5.8)
	.021

	
	Ag-/IgM+ vs. Ag-/IgM-, females
	0.8 (0.4, 1.4)
	.400

	
	Ag+/IgM- vs. Ag+/IgM+, males
	0.5 (0.1, 2.5)
	.379

	
	                vs. Ag-/IgM+, males
	5.1 (2.2, 11.6)
	<.001

	
	               vs. Ag-/IgM-, males
	3.5 (1.6, 7.7)
	.002

	
	Ag+/IgM+ vs. Ag-/IgM+, males
	10.7 (2.2, 52.9)
	.004

	
	                vs. Ag-/IgM-, males
	7.4 (1.5, 35.7)
	.013

	
	Ag-/IgM+ vs. Ag-/IgM-, males
	0.7 (0.4, 1.3)
	.273

	
	Females vs. males, Ag+/IgM-
	1.1 (0.5, 2.5)
	.817

	
	Females vs. males, Ag+/IgM+
	0.2 (0.0, 1.3)
	.093

	
	Females vs. males, Ag-/IgM+
	0.8 (0.4, 1.5)
	.421

	
	Females vs. males, Ag-/IgM-
	0.7 (0.4, 1.3)
	.215


Note. OR = odds ratio; CI = confidence interval

aAssociated ORs expressed as the odds of female presentation relative to the reference group. bAssociated ORs expressed as the odds of a fatal survival outcome relative to the reference group.
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