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Abstract 

Background 

While the incidence of inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) has stabilized in Western 

countries since 1990, it is experiencing an upward trend in newly industrializing 

countries. The Asian region encompasses a multitude of developing countries at 

varying stages of IBD progression. Therefore, comprehending the current 

epidemiological characteristics of the disease in this region becomes imperative, 

enabling countries and locales in Asia to proactively address the evolving IBD burden 

in the upcoming several decades. 

 

Methods 

We analyze variation trends in the burden of IBD in Asia from 1990 to 2019, 

employing data and methods from the Global Burden of Diseases, Injuries, and Risk 

Factors Study (GBD), and provide projections for future changes in IBD incidence in 

Asia over the next 20 years. 

 

Results 

In 2019, the number of incidence cases of IBD in Asia was 145,561 (95% UI 124,960-

170,895), the total number of prevalence cases reached nearly 2 million (95% UI 

1.71-2.32), and 13,957 (95% UI 11,898-16,021) patients died of IBD. Meanwhile, the 

total years lived with disability (YLDs) attributed to IBD amounted to 299,663 (95% 

UI 198,365-418,635), while the total disability-adjusted life-years (DALYs) rose to 



3 

 

      
 

649,760 (95% UI 530,395-783,181). The total number of incidence cases in Asia is 

projected to reach 179,756 in 2040, with an age-standardized incidence rate of 2.92 

per 100,000 population. 

 

Conclusions 

The increase in the overall burden of IBD in Asia is primarily driven by population 

growth and aging, with both incidence and DALYs continuing to rise in most 

countries. It is imperative for each country to adapt its measures to local conditions, 

improve prevailing healthcare service patterns, and draw insights from the frontier 

countries to respond to the evolving epidemic characteristics of IBD. 
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Background 

Inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) is a chronic and potentially life-threatening 

inflammatory disorder of the gastrointestinal tract, encompassing Crohn's disease (CD) 

and ulcerative colitis (UC).1, 2 IBD is a life-long condition that typically develops in 

early life (ages 18-35) in both males and females and is characterized by recurrent 

episodes of clinical symptoms interspersed with periods of remission.3, 4 The principal 

symptoms of IBD comprise diarrhea, abdominal pain, and rectal bleeding. 

Additionally, it can involve the joints, skin, eyes, and kidneys. Chronic UC and CD 

confer an elevated risk for colorectal carcinoma.5, 6 Despite its relatively low mortality 

rate, the extended duration of IBD treatment imposes substantial burdens on both 

individuals and society.7-9 

 

Initially, IBD was primarily regarded as a condition prevalent in Western regions due 

to its heightened occurrence there.10, 11 In Europe, the diagnosis of IBD affects up to 2 

million individuals, and in the United States, there are approximately 1.6 million IBD 

patients, comprising 785,000 with CD and 910,000 with UC.12 Nevertheless, recent 

epidemiological studies have unveiled a persistent rise in the incidence of IBD within 

developing nations.13 Notably, the newly industrialized countries in Asia and Latin 

America are currently undergoing an accelerated phase of IBD evolution, potentially 

edging closer to the incidence rate observed in Western nations within the next 

decade.14 
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The pathogenesis of IBD is intertwined with factors such as genetic susceptibility of 

the host, intestinal microbiota, environmental influences, and immune aberrations.15 

The interaction of genetic susceptibility and environmental factors in the microbiome 

contributes to the development of IBD by instigating inappropriate immune activation 

through weakening the intestinal barrier.16, 17
 The process of industrialization in 

developing countries has resulted in increasingly Westernized lifestyle, characterized 

by dietary patterns rich in fats and refined sugars, increased smoking, decreased 

breastfeeding, and frequent antibiotic exposure.18, 19
 Individuals with genetic 

susceptibility mutations are exposed to environmental factors associated with social 

westernization that may alter their intestinal environment, thereby driving an increase 

in the incidence of IBD.20 

 

Each phase in the evolution of IBD presents distinct clinical challenges.21
 Currently, 

most literature concerning the disease burden of IBD primarily focuses on Western 

countries, leaving developing and newly industrialized countries with limited 

coverage.22 The Asian region encompasses a multitude of developing countries at 

varying stages of IBD progression. Therefore, comprehending the current 

epidemiological characteristics of the disease in this region becomes imperative, 

enabling countries and locales in Asia to proactively address the evolving IBD burden 

in the upcoming several decades. Based on the latest Global Burden of Diseases, 

Injuries, and Risk Factors Study (GBD) 2019, we conducted an analysis of the IBD 

burden in Asia spanning from 1990 to 2019. Furthermore, we project the anticipated 
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incidence trends of IBD in the region for 20 years. 

Methods 

Overview 

The GBD 2019 provides a standardized approach to estimate incidence, prevalence, 

mortality, years of life lost (YLLs), years lived with disability (YLDs), and disability-

adjusted life-years (DALYs) across 369 diseases and injuries in 204 countries and 

territories and for both genders. All data is derived from censuses, household surveys, 

civil registration and vital statistics, disease registries, use of health services, air 

pollution monitoring, satellite imaging, disease notification, and other sources. 

Detailed descriptions of the overall methodology, definitions, and statistical modeling 

used in GBD 2019 have been described in previous publications.23, 24 All data from 

GBD 2019 comply with the Guidelines for Reporting Health Estimates (GATHER) 

statement.25, 26 

 

We extracted annual metrics encompassing all age groups and age-standardized 

values for various measures of IBD burden, along with their corresponding 95% 

uncertainty intervals (UIs), for the period spanning 1990 to 2019 in the Asian region. 

These data were obtained from the GBD database through the Global Burden of 

Disease Study 2019 (GBD 2019) Results platform42. 

 

The variables obtained from the GBD include the number and percentage of incidence, 

prevalence, deaths, YLLs, YLDs, DALYs, and their corresponding age-standardized 
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rates (ASR) in the country and Asian region. For clarity, the definitions of the 

calculated metrics are as follows: the incidence rate (per 100,000) was computed as 

the number of new cases divided by the population size; the prevalence rate (per 

100,000) was calculated by aggregating new cases and previously diagnosed cases, 

then dividing by the population size; the death rate (per 100,000) was derived from 

the annual count of deaths divided by the total population size; YLLs were determined 

by summing the product of each death count, standard life expectancy at each age, 

and DALYs were computed as the sum of YLLs and YLDs. These extracted metrics 

from the GBD database serve as valuable resources for assessing and analyzing the 

evolving burden of IBD across time in the Asian context. 

 

EAPC 

The Estimated Average Percentage Change (EAPC) was employed to evaluate trends 

in the Age-Standardized Rate (ASR) of incidence over a defined timeframe. This 

method assumes a consistent and continuous annual variation of the ASR throughout 

the observed period.27
 A regression line was fitted to the natural logarithm of the rate 

i.e., � �  � �  �� �  �, � �  
� ����, x = calendar year, and ε = error term. The 

EAPC was calculated as 100 �  ���� ���  �  1� and its 95% uncertainty interval (UI) 

can also be calculated from the linear regression model. When both the EAPC 

estimation and the lower limit of its 95% UI are greater than zero, it indicates that the 

ASR is experiencing an upward trend. Conversely, if the EAPC estimation and the 

upper limit of its 95% UI are less than zero, indicating a declining trend of ASR. In 
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cases where neither of these conditions is met, the ASR is assumed to remain stable 

over the observed period.28, 29
 A p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. 

Prediction of IBD burden 

To project the number of new cases by location, sex, and age from 2019 to 2040, a 

log-linear age-period-cohort model is fitted to the recent trends, which can level off 

the exponential growth and constrain the linear trend prediction. The model is 

implemented in R via the NORDPRED package.30
 The extrapolation over the last 3, 4, 

or 5-year observation periods was performed using a power function to level off the 

growth and predict the recent linear trend over the last decade. The trend weakens (or 

strengthens in the case of negative trends) by 25%, 50%, and 75%, respectively, in the 

second, third, and fourth forecast periods. The number of new cases in 2040 is 

projected by taking the weighted average of the projected incidence for the last two 

forecast periods, centered on 2040, and applying these to population forecast data for 

that year.31,43  

 

Decomposition Analysis of IBD burden 

Using decomposition analysis to understand explanatory factors for drove changes in 

IBD incidence and DALYs between 1990 and 2019. Decomposition analysis is an 

analytical method to determine the additive contribution of factor differences between 

two populations to their overall value differences. Decomposing the incidence and 

DALYs of IBD by age group, population growth, and epidemiological changes allows 

for the quantification of the individual contributions of these factors to the overall 
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outcome. Additional details are provided in the supplementary methods.32 

 

 

Frontier Analysis of IBD DALYs 

To assess the relationship between the burden of IBD and socio-demographic index 

(SDI), we applied frontier analysis as a quantitative method to determine the lowest 

achievable age-standardized DALYs rate based on the developmental status of SDI 

measurements. SDI is a comprehensive indicator of socio-demographic development, 

representing the degree of development associated with health outcomes within a 

particular geographic area. Additional details are provided in the supplementary 

methods.32 All statistics were processed using R Studio (version 4.3.1). 

 

Patient and public involvement 

The present study was a retrospective analysis of chronic disease data, conducted 

without patient involvement in the design and execution. 

 

  



10 

 

      
 

Results 

IBD burden in Asia 

In Asia, the total number of IBD incidence cases increased from 64,768 (95% UI 

54,186-76,819) in 1990 to 145,561 (95% UI 124,960-170,895) in 2019, an increase of 

124.7% (Table 1). Qatar has seen the largest increase, up to 862.7%, followed by the 

United Arab Emirates with an increase of 793.6%. ASR exhibited an average annual 

increase of 0.78% (95% UI 0.69%-0.86%) during the same timeframe (from 2.3 per 

100,000 in 1990 to 2.9 per 100,000 in 2019) (Table 1). Taiwan (China) exhibited the 

most substantial increase in ASR at 140.57% (EAPC = 3.87; 95% UI 3.48-4.27), 

trailed by the Republic of Korea with an EAPC of 1.94 (95% UI 1.59-2.29), and Viet 

Nam with an EAPC of 2.62 (95% UI 2.13-3.11). Only Georgia, Mongolia, Singapore, 

and Yemen showed a downward trend in the ASR of IBD in Asia from 1990 to 2019. 

The incidence cases and the age-standardized incidence rates were higher in males 

than in females during this period (Figure 1). In 2019, the number of female 

incidence cases was 62,840 (95% UI 54,255-73,496), while the number of male 

incidence cases increased to 82,721 (95% UI 70,654-97,174), accounting for 56.83% 

of the total number of IBD incidence cases. In 2019, the age-standardized incidence 

rate was 3.31 (95% UI 2.85-3.38) per 100,000 population for males and 2.56 (95% UI 

2.21-2.98) per 100,000 population for females.  

 

Between 1990 and 2019, the number of patients with IBD in Asia increased from 0.76 

million (95% UI 0.63-0.91) to over 1.99 million (95% UI 1.71-2.32), an increase of 
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160.92% (Supplementary Table 1). Meanwhile, the age-standardized prevalence rate 

increased from 29.8 (95% UI 24.9-35.5) per 100,000 population in 1990 to 39.4 (95% 

UI 33.7-45.8) per 100,000 population in 2019 (Supplementary Table 2). The number 

of prevalence cases also showed a gender difference, with the total number of 

prevalence cases of IBD increasing from 414,592 (95% UI 344,796-497,045) to 

1,068,534 (95% UI 913,134-1,246,870) in males and from 348,952 (95% UI 289,914-

412,408) to 923,687 (95% UI 793,214-1,072,032) in females. The total number of 

prevalence cases and the age-standardized prevalence rate of IBD in Asia in 2019 are 

shown in Figure 2. China (911,045, 95% UI 776,347-1,069,533) has the highest 

number of IBD prevalence cases in Asia, followed by Japan (408,632, 95% UI 

468,152-353,858) and India (270,719, 95% UI 332,264-219,873). While the countries 

with the highest age-standardized prevalence rate were Japan (291.9, 95% UI 251.8-

336.6) and Jordan (113.5, 95% UI 95.8-133.9), the lowest were Lao People's 

Democratic Republic (3.7, 95% UI 3.0-4.6) and Myanmar (3.7, 95% UI 3.0-4.6) 

(Supplementary Table 3).  

 

From 1990 to 2019, the total number of IBD-related deaths in Asia increased by 

16.03%, from 12,030 (95% UI 8,669-15,526) to 13,957 (95% UI 11,898-16,021) 

(Figure 1). Although the increase in the total number of deaths, the age-standardized 

death rate decreased by 51.50%, from 0.67 (95% UI 0.46-0.90) per 100,000 

population to 0.33 (95% UI 0.28-0.37) per 100,000 population. There was no 

significant difference in gender among the total IBD-related deaths, with females 



12 

 

      
 

initially experiencing more deaths than males, but males gradually overtaking females 

after 2006. In 2019, China (4676, 95% UI 3774-5461) had the highest total number of 

deaths due to IBD, while Brunei Darussalam (1.48, 95% UI 0.97-1.89) had the highest 

age-standardized death rate in Asia (Supplementary Table 3).  

 

In 1990, the total number of YLLs attributed to IBD was 424,966 (95% UI 278,705-

534,164), which was reduced to 350,097 (95% UI 292,031-409,529) in 2019 (Figure 

1). Age-standardized YLLs rate for both sexes has decreased over time, with the age-

standardized YLLs rate for males decreasing from 16.8 (95% UI 10.7-23.4) in 1990 to 

8.3 (95% UI 6.8-10.3) per 100,000 population in 2019, and the age-standardized 

YLLs rate for females decreasing from 16.5 (95% UI 9.2-20.4) to 6.9 (95% UI 5.3-8.2) 

per 100,000 population. In 2019, India had the highest total YLLs of any country or 

region with 122,827 (95% UI 81,271-163,422); the lowest total YLLs were found in 

Seychelles (95% UI 5.8, 4.3-7.6). Brunei Darussalam had the highest age-

standardized rate of YLLs among all countries or regions at 24.1 (95% UI 19.5-29.9) 

per 100,000 population (Supplementary Table 4). 

 

The total number of YLDs caused by IBD doubled during this period, increasing from 

115,982 (95% UI 75,838-162,919) in 1990 to 299,663 (95% UI 198,365-418,635) in 

2019 (Figure 1). In addition, the age-standardized YLDs rate increased from 4.5 (95% 

UI 3.0-6.3) per 100,000 population in 1990 to 5.9 (95% UI 3.9-8.3) per 100,000 

population in 2019. The overall level of total YLDs and the age-standardized YLDs 
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rate caused by IBD was higher in males than in females between 1990 and 2019. The 

countries with the highest total YLDs caused by IBD in 2019 were China (135,906, 

95% UI 89,067-191,529) and India (60,744, 95% UI 40,135-83,792). Japan and 

Jordan had the highest age-standardized YLDs rate at 44.1 (95% UI 29.1-61.2) and 

16.8 (95% UI 11.1-24.2) per 100,000 population in 2019, respectively 

(Supplementary Table 4).  

 

The total DALYs have increased from 540,949 (95% UI 382,320-666,324) in 1990 to 

649,760 (95% UI 530,395-783,181) in 2019, but age-standardized DALYs rate 

decreased from 21.1 (95% UI 15.8-26.0) per 100,000 population to 13.5 (95% UI 

11.1-16.2) per 100,000 population (Figure 1). Total YLLs and YLDs accounted for 

53.9% and 46.1% of the total DALYs in 2019, respectively. There is no doubt that 

China, India, and Japan are the countries with the most severe burden of IBD in Asia, 

with the total DALYs in 2019 being 232,464 (95% UI 179,903-291,090), 164,416 (95% 

UI 117,527-208,276) and 67,424 (95% UI 46,877-91,495) respectively. The United 

Arab Emirates experienced the largest increase in the total DALYs, from 144 (95% UI 

93-219) in 1990 to 1401 (95% UI 971-1965) in 2019, which has been an increase of 

871.11%. The country with the highest age-standardized DALYs rate in 2019 remains 

Japan (95% UI 46.6, 31.4-63.5), while the lowest is Thailand (95% UI 3.6, 2.8-4.7) 

(Supplementary Table 4). 

 

SDI region 
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For high SDI regions, the countries with the highest age-standardized incidence rates 

(per 100,000 population) were Japan (19.6, 95% UI 16.9-22.7) and the Republic of 

Korea (7.3, 95% UI 7.0-7.6), and the lowest were Seychelles (0.6, 95% UI 0.5- 0.7) 

and Mauritius (0.6, 95% UI 0.5-0.7). It is worth noting that the country with the 

highest age-standardized death rate (per 100,000 population) is Brunei Darussalam 

(1.5, 95% UI 1.0-1.9), while Japan characterized by a high age-standardized incidence 

rate has an extremely low age-standardized death rate (0.11, 95% UI 0.09-0.16). 

Among the medium SDI regions, Turkmenistan and Mongolia had the highest age-

standardized prevalence rates, while the Maldives and Thailand had low age-

standardized prevalence rates. The highest age-standardized death rates were observed 

in Indonesia (0.5, 95% UI 0.3-0.7) and Mongolia (0.5, 95% UI 0.3-0.6). In the low 

SDI region, Tajikistan had the highest age-standardized incidence rate and Cambodia 

the lowest. Pakistan and Nepal have a higher age-standardized death rates of 0.6 (95% 

UI 0.4-1.0) per 100,000 population (Figure 3). 

 

Age distribution of IBD 

The age of onset of IBD is relatively broad, with patients in almost all age groups. 

The 2019 data showed that the 30-34 years age group had the largest number of total 

incidence cases with 17,802 (95% UI 13,376-22,463). In terms of incidence rate, the 

40-44 years age group was the highest of all age groups, reaching 5.2 (95% UI 4.0-6.7) 

per 100,000 population, and the incidence rate of IBD in males exceeded that of 

females in all age groups. The total number of prevalence cases of IBD peaked in the 
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age group 45-49 years (261,825, 95% UI 215,036-316,099) and then gradually 

decreased in the older age group. The prevalence rate increased to a maximum of 91.0 

(95% UI 76.2-110.4) per 100,000 population in the age group 55-59 years. In 2019, 

the 80-84 years age group had the highest total number of IBD-related deaths (1,932, 

95% UI 1,612-2,254), and more females (991, 95% UI 745-1180) than males (941, 95% 

UI 764-1194) died for the first time in this age group. The total YLLs were highest in 

the 65-69 years age group (30,665, 95% UI 25,256-36,643), where the number of 

males was 17,424 (95% UI 13,186-22,394). The total YLLs of females reached the 

highest value in the age group 70-74 years (13274, 95% UI 10,149-15,771). The total 

YLDs was greatest in the 45-49 years age group (39,140, 95% UI 25,859-56,251) and 

then decreased in all age groups. As with the YLDs, the total DALYs also peaked in 

the 45-49 years age group (61,662, 95% UI 47,029-79,870), and then gradually 

declined (Figure 4). 

 

Decomposition analysis 

To assess the differential impact of aging, epidemiological changes, and population 

growth on the epidemiology of IBD over a period of approximately 30 years, we 

performed a decomposition analysis of IBD-related incidence and DALYs in different 

regions of Asia from 1990 to 2019. In terms of incidence, the number of incidence 

cases has increased at different rates in Asia and different regions, with the most 

pronounced increase observed in East Asia and South Asia, and the largest increase in 

the total number of incidence cases in East Asia over the past 30 years. In Asia, 
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population growth and epidemiologic changes accounted for 43.94% and 30.51% of 

the increase in IBD incidence cases, respectively. The contribution of population 

growth to the total incidence was highest in South Asia and the Middle East (68.49% 

and 63.1%, respectively). The total contribution of population growth was lowest in 

East Asia, at 17.41%. The contribution of epidemiologic changes to the total number 

of incidence cases was most evident in East Asia (64.71%), followed by Southeast 

Asia (43.47%). The increase in the number of IBD-related incidence cases is mainly 

due to population growth in the South Asia region (Figure 5-A). 

 

In terms of DALYs, the overall burden is increasing significantly in Asia. Population 

growth and aging contributed 197.09% and 139.04%, respectively, to the increase in 

the burden of DALYs from IBD in Asia, with population growth in South Asia having 

the greatest impact on the total burden of DALYs. The contribution of aging to total 

DALYs is most pronounced in East Asia, followed by South Asia. The increase in 

total DALYs in Asia is driven by the population growth in South Asia and the aging of 

the population in East Asia, and the overall changes in Central Asia have a smaller 

impact on the total burden of DALYs (Figure 5-B). In general, population growth has 

been the major driving force behind the increase in IBD incidence and DALYs burden 

in the Asian region over the past 30 years. However, several influencing factors do not 

contribute equally to the increase in the burden of IBD in different regions of Asia, 

suggesting that the development of IBD may be at different epidemiological stages in 

different regions of Asia (Supplementary Table 5). 
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Frontier analysis 

To comprehensively investigate the relationship between the level of development of 

different countries or regions in Asia and the potential improvement of IBD DALYs, 

we conducted a frontier analysis of age-standardized DALYs rate and SDI based on 

IBD development data in Asia from 1990 to 2019 (Table 2). The frontier line depicts 

the countries and regions with the lowest DALYs rate under SDI conditions, which 

represents the level of DALYs that should be achieved under that SDI condition. The 

effective difference refers to the distance between the observed DALYs in a country 

or region and the achievable DALYs, which are measured as the distance from the dot 

to the line. The socio-demographic resources of different countries or regions have the 

potential to reduce or eliminate this gap in the future. Concurrently, the trend of age-

standardized DALYs rate in different countries or regions is visually represented by 

color. If the age-standardized DALYs rate in 2019 is higher than in 1990, it is labeled 

with "Increase" and shown in blue; conversely, if it is marked as a "Decrease", it is 

shown in red (Figure 6).  

 

The effective differences were calculated using DALYs and SDI for different 

countries or regions in the Asian region in 2019. The 14 countries or regions with the 

largest effective differences from the frontier line are Japan, Brunei Darussalam, 

Kazakhstan, Turkey, Mongolia, Turkmenistan, Jordan, Uzbekistan, Armenia, Georgia, 

Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, Bangladesh, and Azerbaijan, with effective differences 
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ranging from 12.75 to 43.13; in particular, these countries have significantly higher 

IBD DALYs than other countries with the same level of SDI. The 5 countries or 

regions with the smallest effective differences among the low SDI countries or 

regions are the Lao People's Democratic Republic, Cambodia, Yemen, Afghanistan, 

and Bhutan. These countries have relatively low levels of DALYs rate and are the best 

performers at comparable SDI levels, but Yemen is the only one of these countries 

where the age-standardized DALYs rate is higher than in 1990. The 5 countries or 

regions with the largest effective differences in the high SDI are Japan, the Republic 

of Korea, the United Arab Emirates, Taiwan (China), and Kuwait. They are the worst 

performing countries or regions at the same SDI level, with the age-standardized 

DALYs rate of Japan and the United Arab Emirates showing an upward trend 

compared with 1990 (Figure 7). 

 

Prediction of IBD burden 

A review of the trends from 1990 to 2019 shows that the IBD epidemic in Asia is still 

in a phase of accelerating the incidence rate. Based on previous data, we projected 

changes in the incidence of IBD in Asia over the next 20 years using the APC model. 

It is expected that the overall trend of IBD incidence in Asia will continue to increase 

over the next 20 years, and the number of IBD cases is expected to reach 179,756 in 

2040, of which 100,907 cases in males and 788,49 cases in females (Supplementary 

Table 6). There are similar development trends in the number of incidence cases in 

males and females, but the total number of cases in males will continue to be higher 
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than in females. The age-standardized incidence rate of IBD continues to increase 

from 2019 to 2029, and is expected to reach 2.96 per 100,000 population in 2029. The 

age-standardized incidence rate then shows a downward trend, falling to 2.92 per 

100,000 population in 2040 (Figure 8). The number of incidence cases in almost all 

age groups will increase by 2040, while the incidence cases of IBD in the over-40 age 

group will increase substantially (Supplementary Figure 1). The total number of 

incidence cases was the highest in the 30-34 years age group in 2019 and the highest 

in the 50-54 years age group in 2040, reaching 17,984 (Supplementary Table 7). 
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Discussion 

IBD is a chronic and costly disease for which there is still no favorable treatment.33, 34
 

The disease has a long treatment duration, a wide age range of onset, and a high cost 

of standard care, which imposes a significant burden on individuals and the health 

care system.6, 35, 36 In this study, we analyzed the trends in the burden of IBD in Asia 

from 1990 to 2019 and projected the changes in the incidence of IBD in Asia over the 

next 20 years. In 2019, the number of incidence cases of IBD was 145,561 (an 

increase of 124.7%); the total number of prevalence cases has reached approximately 

2 million (an increase of 160.92%); there were 13,957 deaths attributable to IBD (an 

increase of 16.03%). During this period, the total YLDs caused by IBD more than 

doubled to 299,663 (an increase of 158.37 %), and the total DALYs increased rapidly 

to 649,760. The increase in incidence, prevalence, deaths, and DALYs has led to a 

significant increase in the burden of IBD in Asia. The Asian IBD epidemic is 

heterogeneous, with the number of incidence cases maintaining elevated levels in East 

Asia, South Asia, and the Middle East, and the total number of prevalence cases 

concentrated in East Asia. Compared to several other regions, IBD-related deaths and 

total DALYs are significantly higher in East and South Asia, and the burden of IBD in 

Asia is currently concentrated in East and South Asian countries. It is worth noting 

that the total burden in the Middle East is relatively low, but there is a clear upward 

trend in incidence and DALYs. The burden of IBD in Central and Southeast Asia 

remains at a lower level compared with the other three regions, with no significant 

change in incidence, prevalence, deaths, and DALYs over 30 years (Supplementary 
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Figure 2). 

 

In 2019, China accounted for nearly half of the total number of IBD patients in Asia, 

with the highest number of incidence and prevalence cases, while Japan had the 

highest age-standardized prevalence rate. It is noteworthy that although some 

countries have a low number of IBD prevalence cases, the number of incidence cases 

is increasing rapidly. For instance, Qatar and the United Arab Emirates experienced a 

staggering increase in the number of incidence cases of 862.7% and 793.6%, 

respectively, in 30 years, as did similar countries such as Jordan and Maldives. These 

countries or regions may be experiencing the early stages of an IBD epidemic but may 

be underestimated due to low prevalence numbers and inadequate healthcare 

systems.37 The total number of IBD-related deaths in Asia increased modestly 

between 1990 and 2019, but the age-standardized death rate fell by half. China, with 

its substantial number of prevalent cases, holds the top position in Asia regarding the 

total number of IBD deaths. In 2019, the number of prevalent cases in Japan was half 

that of China, while the actual number of IBD deaths was only one-tenth that of China. 

Japan, which has the highest age-standardized prevalence rate in Asia, has an 

extremely low age-standardized death rate, which could be attributed to its advanced 

healthcare system. 

 

The rapid advancement of the economic and healthcare system has resulted in a 

gradual reduction in the total YLLs in Asia over time. China, Japan, India, Turkey, 



22 

 

      
 

and the Republic of Korea were the 5 countries with the highest prevalence of IBD 

cases, with only India showing a significant increase in the total YLLs. Although the 

fatal burden of IBD is relatively low, the non-fatal burden is steadily increasing. The 

total YLDs in Asia have raised dramatically over time, doubling in just 30 years. The 

total burden of DALYs has increased significantly at the same time, with China, India, 

and Japan ranking as the top 3 countries with the highest burden of IBD in Asia in 

2019. 

 

The increase in the overall burden of IBD in Asia is mainly driven by population 

growth and aging, with incidence and DALYs continuing to rise in most countries. 

Our decomposition analysis revealed that the increased incidence of IBD in Asia is 

primarily driven by epidemiologic changes in East Asia and population growth in 

South and Central Asia. China, India, and Pakistan together account for more than 68% 

of Asia's population, and Japan exhibits a high baseline incidence rate and IBD 

epidemic characteristics that differ from those of other newly industrialized countries. 

They exert a significant influence on the overall trend of IBD incidence in Asia. The 

increase in total DALYs in Asia is driven by population growth in South Asia and 

aging in East Asia. Despite a decline in the age-standardized mortality and total YLLs, 

the evolving epidemiological trends in IBD are far from offsetting the impact of 

population growth and aging. 

 

The analysis shows countries with a high SDI generally have higher IBD prevalence 
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and DALYs burden than countries with a low SDI, which is consistent with the 

conclusions of previous studies.38
 Although there should be a negative correlation 

between age-standardized DALYs rate and healthcare quality, we conducted a frontier 

analysis of countries in Asia to facilitate a more comprehensive comparison of the 

relationship between national development status and DALYs burden. While there are 

leading countries at all SDI levels, it is the leading countries at low SDI levels that are 

most notable, such as the Lao People's Democratic Republic, Cambodia, Yemen, etc. 

Despite limited in medical and economic resources, these countries continue to lead 

the way in addressing the burden of IBD. Meanwhile, some countries with higher SDI 

are also lagging, such as Japan, the Republic of Korea, and the United Arab Emirates. 

Countries with large gaps from the frontier should undertake work in the future to 

understand the factors influencing the gap between that country and the leading 

performers, which may be beneficial in reducing the related burden of IBD. 

 

In this study, we predict that the overall trend of IBD incidence in Asia will continue 

to increase over the next 20 years. The number of IBD cases in Asia is expected to 

increase to 179,756 by 2040, with a higher proportion of cases occurring in older 

patients, which will impose a huge financial burden on every country in the region. 

Economic development and environmental factors have multiple influences on the 

increasing incidence of IBD, and some of the same environmental factors have 

stimulated the accelerated epidemic of IBD in countries with similar economic 

development. These risk factors may include high levels of urbanization, tobacco use, 
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diets deficient in dietary fiber, rich in fat and refined sugars, as well as alterations in 

hygiene.39 In the prediction studies, we assume that the observed incidence trends will 

persist in the future, thus there is a degree of conservatism and uncertainty. Major 

public health decisions and advances in medical technology exert a profound 

influence on the epidemic of IBD and will require continued attention to the 

characteristics of this disease in the future.40 

 

Conclusions 

In conclusion, population growth and aging are increasing the burden of DALYs from 

IBD in Asia, and this trend is projected to continue in the future. The economic, 

population and epidemiological characteristics of different geographical areas in Asia 

exhibit considerable variations.41
 Highly developed countries in the mixed epidemic 

phase of IBD should aim to shorten the transition time from mixed epidemic to 

epidemic equilibrium in order to reduce the overall IBD burden; middle-income 

countries in the accelerated epidemic phase should prioritize disease prevention 

efforts to reduce the incidence cases of IBD; countries with lower economic levels 

that are currently in the ascending phase need to closely monitor the epidemic trends 

of IBD to minimize the future burden. Currently, the development of IBD may be at 

different epidemiological stages in various regions of Asia. Developing and emerging 

countries and regions in Asia should improve their existing healthcare delivery 

models and learn from the experiences of frontier countries to cope with changing 

population structures during IBD epidemics.  
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Table 1. The incidence cases, age-standardized incidence, and temporal trends of IBD in 1990 and 2019 

Location 

1990 2019 1990-2019 

Incidence cases 

No.×102 (95% UI) 

ASR per 100,000 

No. (95% UI) 

Incidence cases 

No.×102 (95% UI) 

ASR per 100,000 

No. (95% UI) 

EAPC 

No. (95% UI) 

Asia 647.7 (541.9-768.2) 2.3 (2.0-2.8) 1456 (1250-1709) 2.9 (2.5-3.4) 0.78 (0.69-0.86) 

Central Asia 35.14 (29.95-41.46) 6.0 (5.1-7.1) 64.61 (54.87-76.37) 6.9 (5.9-8.1) 0.50 (0.46-0.53) 

Armenia 1.78 (1.5-2.09) 5.5 (4.6-6.5) 2.37 (2.00-2.83) 6.6 (5.6-8.0) 0.71 (0.66-0.76) 

Azerbaijan 4.32 ( 3.65-5.10 ) 6.7 (5.7-8.0) 8.05 (6.77-9.65) 7.0 (5.9-8.4) 0.18 (0.13-0.23) 

Georgia 3.81 (3.25-4.49 ) 6.5 (5.5-7.6) 2.75 (2.34-3.27) 6.3 (5.4-7.4) -0.16 (-0.21-0.12) 

Kazakhstan 9.22 (7.82-10.89) 6.0 (5.1-7.1) 13.89 (11.85-16.6) 7.2 (6.1-8.6) 0.43 (0.31-0.56) 

Kyrgyzstan 2.22 (1.89-2.60) 6.0 (5.1-7.1) 3.90 (3.29-4.60) 6.4 (5.4-7.5) 0.12 (0.06-0.18) 

Mongolia 0.98 (0.82-1.16) 6.2 (5.3-7.5) 2.51 (2.10-3.00) 7.4 (6.2-8.7) 0.58 (0.55-0.61) 

Tajikistan 2.25 (1.90-2.67) 5.8 (4.9-6.9) 5.18 (4.39-6.12) 6.2 (5.3-7.3) 0.16 (0.10-0.22) 

Turkmenistan 1.88 (1.57-2.22) 6.8 (5.7-8.0) 3.83 (3.24-4.51) 7.7 (6.5-9.0) 0.54 (0.44-0.63) 

Uzbekistan 8.68 (7.32-10.30) 5.4 (4.6-6.5) 22.13 (18.78-26.42) 6.9 (5.9-8.2) 1.04 (0.96-1.13) 

East Asia 175.67 (146.3-208.02) 1.4 (1.2-1.7) 523.19 (446.8-614.55) 3.0 (2.5-3.4) 2.54 (2.40-2.68) 

China 172.2 (143.3-204) 1.5 (1.2-1.7) 514.6 (439.3-604.7) 3.0 (2.6-3.5) 2.54 (2.40-2.68) 

Japan 163.8 (138.3-195.7) 11.2 (9.5-13.3) 224.4 (193.5-259.1) 19.6 (16.9-22.7) 1.32 (1.03-1.60) 

North Korea (DPRK) 1.97 (1.64-2.36) 1.0 (0.8-1.1) 3.87 (3.26-4.63) 1.3 (1.1-1.5) 1.23 (1.08-1.38) 

Republic of Korea 15.87 (13.9-17.77) 3.4 (3.0-3.8) 44.07 (42.2-45.89) 7.3 (7.0-7.6) 1.94 (1.59-2.29) 

Taiwan (China) 1.49 (1.29-1.71) 0.7 (0.6-0.8) 4.70 (4.2-5.26) 1.7 (1.5-1.9) 3.87 (3.48-4.27) 

Middle East and North Africa 81.07 (70.4-92.04) 2.9 (2.6-3.4) 227.2 (192.77-269.52) 3.7 (3.2-4.5) 0.62 (0.53-0.72) 

Afghanistan 1.92 (1.59-2.28) 2.3 (1.9-2.7) 6.84 (5.57-8.28) 2.4 (2.0-3.0) 0.28 (0.17-0.39) 

Bahrain 0.13 (0.11-0.15) 2.6 (2.3-3.0) 0.58 (0.48-0.72) 3.2 (2.7-3.9) 0.45 (0.29-0.61) 

Iran (Islamic Republic of) 13.47 (11.11-16.54) 3.3 (2.7-4.1) 31.67 (25.99-38.94) 3.4 (2.9-4.2) 0.21 (0.06-0.35) 

Iraq 2.40 (2.02-2.82) 1.8 (1.5-2.1) 9.84 (8.10-11.91) 2.5 (2.1-3.1) 1.33 (1.19-1.46) 

Jordan 1.30 (1.14-1.47) 4.4 (3.9-5.0) 7.79 (6.49-9.17) 6.9 (5.8-8.1) 1.49 (1.34-1.65) 

Kuwait 0.61 (0.57-0.66) 3.4 (3.2-3.7) 1.95 (1.61-2.39) 3.7 (3.1-4.5) 0.41 (0.30-0.51) 

Lebanon 0.65 (0.54-0.80) 2.3 (1.9-2.9) 1.94 (1.61-2.38) 3.6 (3.0-4.4) 1.39 (1.29-1.49) 

Oman 0.38 (0.31-0.46) 2.4 (2.0-2.9) 1.43 (1.15-1.73) 2.7 (2.3-3.3) 0.06 (-0.11-0.22) 

Palestine 0.29 (0.24-0.35) 2.0 (1.7-2.4) 1.22 (1.01-1.45) 2.9 (2.5-3.5) 1.11 (0.93-1.29) 

Qatar 0.13 (0.10-0.16) 2.8 (2.4-3.4) 1.25 (1.02-1.52) 3.6 (3.0-4.3) 0.90 (0.83-0.96) 

Saudi Arabia 3.41 (2.87-4.04) 2.6 (2.2-3.1) 11.22 (9.29-13.53) 2.7 (2.2-3.2) -0.14 (-0.28-0) 

Syrian Arab Republic 2.41 (2.00-2.89) 2.7 (2.2-3.3) 4.49 (3.76-5.44) 3.2 (2.6-3.8) 0.25 (0.06-0.45) 

Turkey 20.84 (18.59-23.16) 3.9 (3.5-4.3) 59.61 (51.19-68.93) 6.4 (5.5-7.4) 1.27 (1.07-1.47) 

United Arab Emirates 0.58 (0.47-0.71) 3.2 (2.7-3.9) 5.20 (4.10-6.51) 4.1 (3.4-5.0) 0.76 (0.60-0.93) 

Yemen 1.92 (1.57-2.30) 2.1 (1.7-2.6) 6.47 (5.27-7.93) 2.5 (2.1-3.1) 0.73 (0.69-0.77) 

South Asia 184.39 (151.69-225.8) 2.2 (1.8-2.6) 397.1 (329.43-484.54) 2.3 (1.9-2.8) 0.47 (0.32-0.62) 

Cambodia 0.30 (0.23-0.37) 0.4 (0.3-0.5) 0.79 (0.64-0.96) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 1.06 (1.01-1.11) 

Bangladesh 13.55 (11.05-16.56) 1.8 (1.5-2.2) 34.04 (27.88-41.36) 2.2 (1.8-2.6) 0.70 (0.62-0.77) 

Bhutan 0.07 (0.06-0.09) 1.7 (1.4-2.1) 0.14 (0.12-0.17) 1.9 (1.6-2.3) 0.09 (-0.1-0.28) 

India 153.6 (126.31-188.15) 2.2 (1.9-2.7) 317.8 (264.33-389.72) 2.3 (1.9-2.9) 0.42 (0.24-0.61) 

Nepal 2.42 (1.98-3.01) 1.7 (1.4-2.1) 6.24 (5.15-7.64) 2.2 (1.8-2.8) 1.03 (0.96-1.09) 

Pakistan 14.74 (12.18-17.92) 1.9 (1.6-2.3) 38.88 (31.93-48.38) 2.3 (1.9-2.9) 0.69 (0.65-0.74) 

Southeast Asia 18.82 (15.27-22.7) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 49.8 (41.82-59.72) 0.7 (0.6-0.8) 1.45 (1.28-1.62) 

Brunei Darussalam 0.13 (0.10-0.15) 5.0 (4.1-6.0) 0.26 (0.21-0.31) 5.1 (4.2-6.1) 0.08 (0.04-0.12) 

Indonesia 6.81 (5.51-8.28) 0.4 (0.4-0.5) 15.04 (12.48-18.08) 0.6 (0.5-0.7) 0.85 (0.77-0.93) 

Lao PDR 0.12 (0.10-0.15) 0.4 (0.3-0.5) 0.35 (0.29-0.43) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 1.04 (0.98-1.09) 

Malaysia 0.72 (0.61-0.83) 0.5 (0.4-0.5) 2.51 (2.23-2.83) 0.8 (0.7-0.9) 1.60 (1.48-1.73) 
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ASR, age-standardized rate (per 100 000 population); EAPC, estimated annual percentage change; UI, uncertainty 

interval. DPRK, Democratic People's Republic of Korea; Lao PDR, Lao People's Democratic Republic. 

 

  

Maldives 0.01 (0-0.01) 0.3 (0.3-0.4) 0.03 (0.02-0.03) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 1.26 (1.18-1.34) 

Myanmar 1.41 (1.13-1.73) 0.4 (0.3-0.5) 3.06 (2.53-3.78) 0.6 (0.5-0.7) 1.22 (1.15-1.29) 

Philippines 2.42 (1.97-2.92) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 6.57 (5.41-7.99) 0.6 (0.5-0.8) 0.78 (0.69-0.88) 

Singapore 1.23 (1.01-1.47) 3.5 (2.9-4.1) 2.15 (1.78-2.64) 3.2 (2.7-3.9) -0.35 (-0.56--0.14) 

Sri Lanka 1.07 (0.88-1.31) 0.7 (0.6-0.8) 2.68 (2.39-3.01) 1.1 (1.0-1.3) 1.86 (1.63-2.10) 

Thailand 1.83 (1.42-2.30) 0.3 (0.3-0.4) 3.73 (3.09-4.55) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 1.11 (1.03-1.18) 

Timor-Leste 0.02 (0.02-0.03) 0.4 (0.3-0.4) 0.06 (0.05-0.07) 0.5 (0.4-0.6) 1.50 (1.36-1.64) 

Viet Nam 4.02 (3.16-4.99) 0.7 (0.5-0.8) 14.82 (12.01-18.36) 1.4 (1.1-1.7) 2.62 (2.13-3.11) 
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Table 2. A frontier analysis of age-standardized DALYs rate and SDI based on IBD development 

data in Asia from 1990 to 2019 

Location SDI ASR Frontier Effective difference 

Japan 0.870 46.582  3.454  43.128  

Brunei Darussalam 0.823 32.757  3.451  29.306  

Kazakhstan 0.723 26.966  3.455  23.510  

Turkey 0.748 25.054  3.452  21.602  

Mongolia 0.606 24.747  4.484  20.263  

Turkmenistan 0.670 22.901  3.453  19.448  

Jordan 0.731 22.005  3.453  18.553  

Uzbekistan 0.631 21.904  3.797  18.107  

Armenia 0.689 20.500  3.477  17.023  

Georgia 0.702 20.252  3.460  16.792  

Tajikistan 0.539 20.604  4.446  16.158  

Kyrgyzstan 0.596 17.374  4.446  12.928  

Bangladesh 0.483 18.101  5.190  12.911  

Azerbaijan 0.683 16.198  3.447  12.751  

Pakistan 0.449 17.796  5.753  12.043  

Republic of Korea 0.878 14.999  3.450  11.549  

China 0.686 13.099  3.469  9.630  

Qatar 0.830 13.063  3.447  9.616  

Nepal 0.422 15.651  6.064  9.587  

Bhutan 0.455 15.821  6.259  9.562  

United Arab Emirates 0.880 12.399  3.423  8.976  

Taiwan (China) 0.868 12.401  3.481  8.920  

Syrian Arab Republic 0.619 12.753  4.291  8.462  

India 0.566 13.040  4.579  8.461  

Kuwait 0.851 11.733  3.448  8.285  

Indonesia 0.660 11.660  3.619  8.041  

Iran (Islamic Republic of) 0.670 11.026  3.459  7.567  

Afghanistan 0.343 14.585  7.350  7.235  

Iraq 0.671 10.423  3.443  6.980  

Lebanon 0.708 10.176  3.465  6.711  

North Korea (DPRK) 0.558 11.098  4.491  6.608  

Bahrain 0.751 10.054  3.483  6.571  

Oman 0.783 9.959  3.484  6.475  

Sudan 0.515 10.844  4.480  6.365  

Yemen 0.412 12.396  6.339  6.056  

Saudi Arabia 0.805 8.900  3.475  5.425  

Palestine 0.588 9.468  4.373  5.095  

Singapore 0.861 8.162  3.460  4.703  

Timor-Leste 0.514 9.143  4.737  4.406  

Mauritius 0.705 7.699  3.454  4.245  

Viet Nam 0.617 7.598  4.249  3.349  

Cambodia 0.469 8.984  5.907  3.077  

Seychelles 0.724 6.277  3.456  2.822  

Maldives 0.562 7.198  4.476  2.722  

Lao PDR 0.490 6.966  4.982  1.984  



36 

 

      
 

Malaysia 0.737 4.923  3.432  1.490  

Philippines 0.623 4.874  4.208  0.666  

Sri Lanka 0.690 3.772  3.452  0.320  

Thailand 0.687 3.640  3.432  0.208  

Myanmar 0.521 4.343  4.343  0.000  

DALYs, disability-adjusted life-years; SDI, socio-demographic index; ASR, age-standardized rate (per 100 000 

population); DPRK, Democratic People's Republic of Korea; Lao PDR, Lao People's Democratic Republic. 
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Figure Legends 

Figure 1 Trends in different health measures of IBD with the year in Asia from 

1990 to 2019. Error bars indicate the 95% uncertainty interval (UI) for different 

measure cases. Shading indicates the 95% UI for the age-standardized rate. IBD, 

inflammatory bowel disease; ASIR, age-standardized incidence rate; ASPR, age-

standardized prevalence rate; ASDR, age-standardized deaths rate. YLLs, years of life 

lost; YLDs, years lived with disability; DALYs, disability-adjusted life-years. 

 

Figure 2 The total number and age-standardized rates of prevalence of IBD in 

Asia. (A) The total number of prevalence cases of IBD in Asia, both sexes, for 50 

countries and territories, 2019. (B) The age-standardized prevalence rate of IBD, both 

sexes, for 50 countries and territories, 2019. IBD, inflammatory bowel disease; ASR, 

age-standardized rate. 

 

Figure 3 The age-standardized incidence and death rate of IBD for 50 Asia 

regions by SDI in 2019. (A) The distribution of age-standardized incidence rate of 

IBD, both sexes, for 50 countries and territories, 2019. (B) The distribution of age-

standardized death rate of IBD, both sexes, for 50 countries and territories, 2019. IBD, 

inflammatory bowel disease; SDI, socio-demographic index. 

 

Figure 4 Age patterns by sex in 2019 of the total number and age-standardized 

rate of different measures of IBD in Asia. Error bars indicate the 95% uncertainty 
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interval (UI) for different measure cases. Shading indicates the 95% UI for the age-

standardized rate. IBD, inflammatory bowel disease; ASIR, age-standardized 

incidence rate; ASPR, age-standardized prevalence rate; ASDR, age-standardized 

deaths rate. YLLs, years of life lost; YLDs, years lived with disability; DALYs, 

disability-adjusted life-years. 

 

Figure 5 Decomposition analysis of explanatory factors for drove changes in IBD 

incidence and DALYs in Asia. (A) Changes in the incidence of IBD according to the 

determinants of population growth, aging, and epidemiological change from 1990 to 

2019 at the Asian level. (B) Changes in DALYs of IBD according to the determinants 

of population growth, aging, and epidemiological change from 1990 to 2019 at the 

Asian level. The black dots represent the overall change value contributed by the 3 

components. The magnitude of a positive value for each component indicates a 

corresponding increase in the incidence and DALYs of IBD allocated to the 

component; a negative value of the magnitude indicates a corresponding decrease in 

the incidence and DALYs of IBD assigned to the related component. IBD, 

inflammatory bowel disease; DALYs, disability-adjusted life-years. 

 

Figure 6 Frontier analysis based on SDI and age-standardized DALYs rate of 

IBD from 1990 to 2019 in Asia. The color scale represents the years from 1990 

depicted in red to 2019 depicted in blue. The frontier is delineated in a solid black 

color. IBD, inflammatory bowel disease; SDI, socio-demographic index; DALYs, 
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disability-adjusted life-years. 

 

Figure 7 Frontier analysis based on SDI and age-standardized DALYs rate of 

IBD in 2019. The frontier is delineated in solid black color; countries and territories 

are represented as dots. The top 14 countries with the largest effective difference are 

labeled in black; the 5 frontier countries with low SDI (<0.5) and low effective 

difference are labeled in blue and the 5 countries and territories with high SDI (>0.85) 

and relatively high effective difference are labeled in red. Blue dots indicate an 

increase in the age-standardized DALYs rate from 1990 to 2019; red dots indicate a 

decrease in the age-standardized DALYs rate from 1990 to 2019. SDI, socio-

demographic index; DALYs, disability-adjusted life-years; IBD, inflammatory bowel 

disease. 

 

Figure 8 The total number and age-standardized rates of IBD incidence from 

1990 to 2019 and predicted number and rates in 2040. IBD, inflammatory bowel 

disease. 






















