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Table 1. Participant characteristics by tertiles of the Dietary Inflammatory Index (DII).

T1 T2 T3
Total n=47 n=81 n=71
n=199 Mean = SD Mean * SD Mean + SD p = value
Median (25%, 75%) Median (25%, 75%) Median (25%, 75%)
DII score - 350 = 1.16 - 044 = 050 237 * 149 <000<1°
Median =30 (=40, -20) 00 (- 10,00 2.0 (1.0, 3.0)
Physical status
Age (years) 80.0 (75.0, 83.0) 84.0 (76.0, 83.0) 84.0 (79.0, 87.0) 0.348"
All 2261 £ 051 2195 £ 042 22.87 = 042 0.271°
BMI (kg/m®) Male 23.77 = 051 2161 = 0.70 2221 = 056 0.067*
Female 21.89 = 0.75 2212 = 052 23.30 = 0.58 0.214*
M (kg/m?) Male 7.16 + 029 6.55 + 0.29 6.88 + 0.24 0.323:“
Female 531 = 0.19 546 = 0.15 561 + 0.14 0.272°
Male 249 (150, 39.0) 210 (147,272) 235 (19.0, 30.0) 0467
Hand grip (kg)
Female 157 (115, 21.5) 152 (12.7, 20.3) 155 (128, 21.6) 0.822°
All 325 = 057 311 + 048 327 039 0.020
Calf circumference (cm) Male 34.2 = 0.69 31.3 = 0.80 329 + 056 0.022°
Female 315 + 0.75 31.0 = 0.60 326 * 053 0.143"
Oral status
Number of present teeth ~ (N) 21 (14, 26) 14 (6, 23) 16 (6, 24) 0.017°
Tongue pressure (kPa) 2539 = 155 2316 = 1.39 2301 = 1.07 0435°
Oral bacteria (Unit=107) 208 (1.11, 397) 155 (042, 3.08) 2.01 (044, 449) 0.214°
Tongue pressure (kPa) <30 N (%) 29 (63.0) 52 (72.2) 54 (794) 0.157°
Present teeth (N) <20 N (%) 19 (404) 49 (60.5) 39 (54.9) 0.087¢
Dental Caries N (%) 10 (21.3) 28 (34.6) 21 (296) 0.284°
(U) P+F* N (%) 19 (404) 43 (53.1) 43 (60.6) 0.100°
Denture status .
(L) P+F N (%) 19 (404) 40 (50.6) 41 (57.7) 0.183¢
(U) Good N (%) 17 (89.5) 36 (83.7) 34 (79.1) 0233
. Poor N (%) 2 (105) 7 (163) 9 (209)
Denture fitting
(L) Good N (%) 17 (89.5) 30 (75.0) 31 (756) 0290°
Poor N (%) 2 (105) 10 (25.0) 10 (244)
FTU <38 N (%) 4 (85) 10 (12.3) 7 (99) 0.771°
ROAG =9 N (%) 28 (59.6) 61 (75.3) 48 (67.6) 0.173°
FOIS <7 N (%) 3 (64) 18 (22.2) 9 (127) 0.042°

*: ANOVA = Mean = SD, " : Kruskal Wallis test = median (interquartile range ),  Chi — squared test.
SMI : Skeletal Muscle mass Index, P+F* : Partial & Full denture, FTU: Functional Tooth Unit, ROAG: Revised Oral Assessment Guide,
FOIS : Functional Oral Intake Scale, p-value < 0.05.
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