A. Model 1

Variables Ethnic OR (95% CI) P interaction
maternal age + Han 1.03 (0.91, 1.15) 0.891
o Tibetan  1.02 (0.95, 1.08)
education o Han 1.21(0.81,1.74)  0.703
> Tibetan  1.07 (0.90, 1.29)
residence status -O-i— Han 0.69(0.24,1.98)  0.388
—— Tibetan  1.23 (0.36, 4.10)
birth order -0-5— Han 0.53 (0.15, 1.64) 0.253
—— Tibetan  1.60 (0.68, 3.93)
neonate sex —:b— Han 1.06 (0.43, 2.65) 0.481
—-— Tibetan  0.80 (0.41, 1.55)
pre-pregnancy BMI Han 1.07 (0.93, 1.20) 0.037
M Tibetan  0.86 (0.71, 1.02)
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B. Model2
Variables Ethnic OR (95% CI) P interaction
maternal age ¢ Han 1.02 (0.91, 1.14) 0.967
o Tibetan  1.01 (0.95, 1.08)
education T Han 1.22(0.82,1.76)  0.599
» Tibetan  1.03 (0.86, 1.24)
residence status —01:— Han 0.72 (0.25,2.07) 0.321
e Tibetan 127 (0.37, 4.27)
birth order -0-5— Han 0.55 (0.16, 1.72) 0.287
—— Tibetan  1.57 (0.67, 3.87)
neonate sex —:b— Han 1.10 (0.45, 2.76) 0.485
o Tibetan  0.76 (0.39, 1.49)
pre-pregnancy BMI ¢ Han 1.07 (0.93,1.20)  0.046
- Tibetan  0.87 (0.71, 1.05)
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Figure S2. Association of the demographic variables with neonatal obesity by race.

The modlel was adjusted by 14 food frequency measures and 6 variables residence (rural vs. urban),

age at enrollment, year of education, pre-pregnancy BMI, first birth (yes/no), race (Tibetan vs. Han), and
neonatal sex (male vs. female). The Model 2 was constructed by removing the most influential variable
“fruit consumption” in Model 1.



