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Abstract 

Importance: Exposure to socioeconomic disadvantage is associated with rapid cognitive aging. 

Biological aging, the progressive loss of system integrity that occurs as we age is proposed as a 

modifiable process mediating this health inequality. 

Objective: To test the hypothesis that socioeconomic disparities in cognitive aging in older adults 

is explained by accelerated biological aging.   

Design: Observational cohort study. 

Setting: U.S. Health and Retirement Study DNA-methylation sub-study. 

Participants:  N=3,648 (49% male) adults aged 50-100 (M=70, SD=10) with DNA methylation 

data. 

Exposures: Socioeconomic status (SES) was measured from years of education and household 

wealth. The extent and pace of biological aging were quantified using three DNA-methylation 

measures: PhenoAge, GrimAge, and DunedinPoAm.  

Main Outcomes and Measures: Cognitive aging was measured from repeated longitudinal 

assessments of immediate and delayed word recall. Latent growth curve modeling estimated 

participants’ level of memory performance and rate of decline over 2-11 follow-up assessments 

spanning 2-20 years. Models were estimated to assess whether the relationship between SES and 

memory trajectories was mediated by biological aging. 

Results: Older adults with lower SES had lower memory performance, faster decline and exhibited 

accelerated biological aging (SES β=.33, 99% CI[.30-.36], biological-aging measure effect size 

associations ranged from .08 to .20). Accelerated biological aging was associated with decreased 

memory performance and faster memory decline (effect-size range .03 to .18). Higher SES was 

associated with slower biological aging for White and Black men and women, but not Latinx 
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participants. The relationship between biological aging measures and memory was weaker for 

Black and Latinx participants compared with White people. In mediation analysis, biological aging 

accounted for 3-9% of the SES-memory gradient in White participants. There was no evidence of 

mediation in Black or Latinx participants.  

Conclusions and Relevance: Among a national sample of older adults, DNA-methylation 

measures of biological aging were associated with memory trajectories in White, but not Black or 

Latinx older adults. These results challenge the assumption that DNA-methylation biomarkers of 

aging that were developed in primarily White people can quantify aging processes affecting 

cognition in Black and Latinx older adults. 
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Aging and socioeconomic status (SES) are two important determinants of late-life cognitive 

health. Physicians often regard age and SES as immutable factors rather than quantities that could 

be modified to improve patient health. However, both may represent promising targets for 

intervention. Moreover, they may be connected. 

The biological process of aging involves the progressive loss of system integrity, causing 

decreased resilience of cellular networks and organ systems, ultimately leading to disease and 

death.1 The process of biological aging begins in early life2 and manifests in variable rates of 

decline in organ-system integrity from as early as young adulthood.3 In midlife adults, faster-paced 

decline in organ-system integrity is associated with signs of brain aging and cognitive decline.4–6 

Aging-related changes in brain integrity (e.g., cortical thinning,  hippocampal atrophy) are 

accompanied by decline in cognitive performance.7  

Low SES, commonly measured from wealth, income, occupational status, and/or educational 

experience, is associated with an earlier onset and faster pace of aging-related changes in the 

brain.8–12  The mechanism by which SES inequalities affect health may be through acceleration of 

the aging process via repeated adaptation to stressors that cause cumulative wear and tear on the 

body’s system and increases vulnerability to multiple disease processes.13–18 Until recently, we 

have not had a way of comprehensively measuring these processes. DNA-methylation biomarkers 

that quantify molecular alterations that occur with aging provide promising tools for measuring 

SES inequalities in aging. Several proposed measures indicate more advanced biological aging in 

individuals with greater socioeconomic disadvantage.19–23 Some of these measures have also been 

associated with cognitive performance in small samples.20,23,24 However, it is unclear whether 

DNA-methylation patterns mediate the relationship between SES and late-life cognitive health.  
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Most research on DNA-methylation biomarkers of aging has focused on White, Educated, 

Industrialized, Democratic (WEIRD) samples. Further, population subgroup differences in the 

pathways that link SES to cognition may be present at the intersection of race/ethnicity and 

sex/gender groups, which is critical to consider for potential intervention on SES or biological 

aging. The overall goal of the current study was to determine whether DNA-methylation 

biomarkers are associated with memory trajectories in a representative national sample of older 

adults and to examine whether these measures of biological aging mediate the relationship between 

SES and late-life memory trajectories similarly across racial/ethnic-sex/gender subgroups.  

Methods 

Participants 

The Health and Retirement Study (HRS) is a nationally representative longitudinal study 

of Americans over age 50, designed to examine the health, social, and economic factors associated 

with aging.25 Data collection began in 1992, with the initial cohort born between 1931-1941 (aged 

51-61 in 1992). In 1993, a second cohort was added consisting of individuals born before 1924 

(aged ≥70 in 1993). Two additional cohorts were added in 1998 to address age gaps and create a 

representative sample of those aged >50. These additional cohorts consist of individuals born 

between 1924-1930 and 1942-1947, respectively. Since then, a new cohort of individuals aged 51-

56 has been continually added to the HRS sample every 6 years (2004, 2010, 2016). The HRS 

oversamples Black and Hispanic/Latino/a/x/e (Latinx, hereafter) participants to improve reliability 

of estimates.26 Additional details of the HRS sample may be found elsewhere.27  

Participants are followed-up every two years to complete core interviews. These core 

interviews consist of content including (but not limited to): demographics, assets and income, 

physical conditions and treatment, health behaviors, cognitive function, among others.25 In 2016, 
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HRS participants were asked to consent to a venous blood draw, of which samples from 9,934 

participants were collected (65% completion rate among eligible cases).28 DNAm assays were 

performed on a sub-sample of these participants (n=4,104); about 98% passed quality control 

checks (n=4,018). This DNA-methylation sample is representative of the entire HRS sample. 

Participants were excluded from the current analyses if they were missing data on race/ethnicity 

(n=2) and years of education (n=19). The remaining sample (n=3,997) included 1,161 non-Latinx 

White men, 1,501 non-Latinx White women, 227 non-Latinx Black men, 432 non-Latinx Black 

women, 225 Latinx men, 331 Latinx women, and 47 men and 73 women who identified their 

ethnicity as non-Latinx and race as other.  

Measures 

Measures of Biological Aging 

There is no gold standard measure of biological aging; several methods have been proposed 

based on different biological measurements and analytic strategies.29 We focused on 

measurements available in the HRS database for which there was consistent evidence of 

association with SES and cognitive aging: two DNA-methylation clocks, PhenoAge30 and 

GrimAge,31 and the DunedinPoAm20 pace of aging measure. The three aging measures are 

described in detail in the Supplemental Methods. 

In short, the PhenoAge and GrimAge clocks estimate the age at which a person’s mortality 

risk would be approximately normal in their respective reference samples: PhenoAge was 

developed in the US NHANES III and InCHIANTI studies,30 GrimAge was developed in the 

Framingham Heart Study Offspring cohort.31 Both clocks were developed using 2-step approaches 

that involved modeling physiological parameters (clinical chemistries and complete blood count 

data for PhenoAge, blood proteins for GrimAge) and mortality risk. Clock-ages that are older than 
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the chronological age of the person being measured indicate an advanced state of biological aging; 

younger clock-ages indicate delayed aging.32 For analysis, HRS participants’ DNA-methylation-

clock ages were regressed on their chronological ages and residual values were computed. These 

residual values, referred to as “age acceleration residuals” were standardized to mean=0, SD=1.   

DunedinPoAm estimates a person’s pace of aging, the rate of decline in system integrity 

that occurs with advancing chronological age. DunedinPoAm was developed by analyzing 

longitudinal change in 18 biomarkers tracking multi-organ-system integrity in a birth cohort 

followed from ages 26-38.20 Values are interpretable as years of physiological change occurring 

per 12-month calendar interval in healthy adults. DunedinPoAm values >1 indicate a faster than 

normal pace of aging; values <1 indicate a slower pace of aging. For analysis, values of 

DunedinPoAm were standardized to mean=0, SD=1.  

Race/Ethnicity and Sex/Gender 

HRS collected information about race/ethnicity by (i) asking participants whether they 

were Hispanic or Latino; and (ii) asking participants to classify themselves racially as White, 

Black, Asian, American Indian, Alaska Native, or Pacific Islander. Sex/gender was determined as 

male or female (it is unknown whether individuals reported their biological sex or their preferred 

gender identification).33 

Socioeconomic Status 

 An SES composite was created based on years of education and wealth. Years of education 

was measured by the highest self-reported completed grade of school. We calculated birth cohort-

based education standardized scores (z-scores) by subtracting each participant’s years of education 

by the mean education for their birth cohort and dividing by its SD. Wealth was measured by total 

wealth available in the HRS RAND income and wealth imputation dataset.34 Total wealth at each 
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study visit was adjusted for inflation and transformed using the inverse hyperbolic sine.35 Z-scores 

were created for wealth based on 5-year age groups (i.e., 50-54, 55-59, 60-64, etc.) at each study 

wave to adjust for age and period effects. Z-scores were then averaged across study waves for each 

participant to represent average wealth during the study. Lastly, education and wealth z-scores 

were averaged to represent the SES composite.  

Memory Performance 

Memory was assessed via the immediate and delayed recall scores of the CERAD36 10-

item word list memory test. Only data from Wave 3 (1996) or later were used because this was the 

first wave the 10-item memory test was administered. We restricted longitudinal data to visits that 

respondents were aged >50. Raw scores on immediate and delayed recall trials were converted 

into z-scores using the means and SDs at baseline. Composite scores were computed by averaging 

these z-scores at each occasion.37  

Statistical Analyses 

Memory trajectories from 1996 to 2016 were modeled as a latent growth curve with time 

centered at the 2016 visit, indicating the amount of time, in years from 2016, that each respondent 

participated in previous sessions. Thus, intercepts indicate memory performance when DNA 

samples were collected, and slopes indicate the average rate of decline throughout the study. Age 

at 2016 visit (B-spline) and initial study wave were included covariates. Intercept and slope 

estimates were saved for each participant and used as outcomes in subsequent models to avoid 

multicollinearity issues.38 We estimated a series of models to evaluate independent relationships 

between each DNA-methylation indicator, SES, and memory intercept and slope.  Next, formal 

mediation analyses were conducted, separately for each DNA-methylation indicator. For these 

models, we specified paths between (1) SES and the DNA-methylation indicator, (2) the DNA-

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 7, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258370doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.04.21258370


 10 

methylation indicator and memory outcomes, and (3) SES to the memory outcomes. The indirect 

effect was calculated as the product of the path between SES and DNA-methylation indicator and 

the path between DNA-methylation indicator and memory.39 Standardized parameter estimates are 

reported. 

Each model was first estimated across the entire sample. To examine racial/ethnic-

sex/gender subgroup differences, we employed known-class mixture models with racial/ethnic-

sex/gender subgroups as known classes. This known grouping variable is incorporated as a 

moderator variable, allowing model parameters to vary as a function of membership in the 

identified groups. Multiple-group models were only estimated for White, Black, and Latinx men 

and women (N=3,877), since sample sizes of the other racial/ethnic-sex/gender subgroups were 

too small for this type of analysis.  

All analyses were performed using Mplus version 8.5.40 Models were estimated using a 

Bayesian mediation approach with diffuse prior distributions, which can handle smaller sample 

sizes and produces credible intervals with probabilistic interpretation rather than confidence 

intervals.41,42 Sensitivity analyses were conducted that included sampling weights for the 2016 

Venous Blood Study to obtain population-based estimates. Both p-values and confidence intervals 

were used to determine statistical significance.43 To decrease the likelihood of type I error due to 

multiple comparisons we used a p-value of .001 (i.e., 99% confidence interval). 

Results 

Characteristics of the full sample and the six racial/ethnic-sex/gender subgroups are 

presented in Table 1. Participants had an average of 4.2 (SD=3.1) visits with cognitive data. Black 

men demonstrated the lowest 2016 memory performance and White women had the highest. 

Compared with White men and women, Black women had steeper memory decline. 
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SES was strongly associated with 2016 memory performance (β=0.44 [0.39, 0.46]) but 

weakly associated with memory decline (β=0.09 [0.03, 0.12]). Higher SES was associated with 

higher memory level and slower decline across racial/ethnic-sex/gender subgroups; however, this 

relationship was stronger for Black and Latinx compared with White women and men (Figure 1).  

Participants’ DNA-methylation clock ages were highly correlated with their chronological 

ages (PhenoAge r=0.73; GrimAge r=0.83). DunedinPoAm was not correlated with chronological 

age (r=0.02). Across race/ethnicity-sex/gender groups, PhenoAge indicated that Latinx men had 

the most-advanced aging and Latinx and White women had the most delayed aging. GrimAge and 

DunedinPoAm indicated that Black men had the fastest biological aging and White and Latinx 

women had the slowest aging . 

 An SES gradient in biological aging was noted in the entire sample, where higher SES was 

associated with slower aging for each DNA-methylation measure (PhenoAge β=-0.08 [-0.12, -

0.04]; GrimAge β=-0.20 [-0.24, -0.16]; DunedinPoAm β=-0.17 [-0.21, -0.13]. The SES-biological 

aging gradient was similar across White and Black men and women for GrimAge and 

DunedinPoAm; for PhenoAge the gradient was present only for White women (Figure 2). The SES 

gradient was not present with any of the DNA methylation measures for Latinx men and women. 

Overall, individuals with accelerated biological aging demonstrated lower 2016 memory 

performance (PhenoAge β=-0.08 [-0.13, -0.04]; GrimAge β=-0.25 [-0.29, -0.21]; DunedinPoAm 

β=-0.16 [-0.19, -0.11]). More-advanced PhenoAge (β=-0.04 [-0.09, -0.001] and GrimAge (β=-0.06 

[-0.11, -0.02]) and faster DunedinPoAm (β=-0.08 [-0.11, -0.02]), were associated with faster 

memory decline. Associations of DNA-methylation measures of aging with memory performance 

varied across race/ethnic and sex/gender groups (Figure 3). PhenoAge was only associated with 

2016 memory performance for White women. Older GrimAge and Higher DunedinPoAm values 
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were associated with lower 2016 memory performance and faster memory decline for White men 

and women, but not Black or Latinx men or women.  

Mediation models were estimated for each DNA-methylation measure separately. Indirect 

effect estimates are presented in Table 2. Each DNA-methylation measure partially mediated the 

SES gradient on 2016 memory performance. Proportion mediated (PM) estimates indicated that 

GrimAge (PM=8%) conveyed a larger portion of the SES gradient than DunedinPoAm (PM=4%) 

or PhenoAge (PM=0.3%). GrimAge (PM=11%) and DunedinPoAm (PM=13%) partially mediated 

the SES-memory decline gradient. No mediation effects were noted for the multiple-group 

PhenoAge mediation model. GrimAge partially mediated the SES gradient in 2016 memory for 

White men (PM=8%) and women (PM=9%) and the SES-memory decline gradient for White men 

(PM=19%) only, but not for other groups. Similarly, DunedinPoAm partially mediated the SES-

2016 memory gradient only for White men (PM=6%) and women (PM=2%), as well as the SES-

memory decline gradient only for White men (PM=14%) and women (PM=7%). Across mediation 

models, none of the DNA-methylation measures were reliably associated with memory 

performance among Black and Latinx men and women. There were no reductions in the 

relationship between SES and memory level and decline when DNA-methylation measures were 

included in the models. Results from sensitivity analyses that included HRS sampling weights did 

not substantively differ from the unweighted results. 

Discussion 

DNA-methylation biomarkers of aging are emerging as a powerful approach for 

understanding how social exposures, such as SES, get under the skin to shape health in aging. We 

tested how three DNA-methylation measures representing the extent and pace of biological aging 

related to the socioeconomic gradient in memory trajectories in a nationally representative sample 
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of older adults. There were two main findings. First, socioeconomic gradients in biological aging 

were present in Black and White men and women; those with more wealth and more years of 

school exhibited less-advanced biological aging. Second, biological aging mediated a portion of 

the socioeconomic gradient in memory level and decline for White men and women, but not for 

Black or Latinx men and women.    

 Our finding that higher SES was associated with less-advanced/slower biological aging in 

White and Black people in the US extends observations from studies of European samples.20–23 

This result builds confidence that the PhenoAge and GrimAge clocks and DunedinPoAm pace of 

aging, which were developed in primarily White samples, provide valid measures of aging in Black 

people. In Latinx people, however, these DNA-methylation measures were not sensitive to 

biological impact of SES variation. 

Results from our analysis of memory functioning raise questions, especially in the use of 

DNA-methylation clocks relate to cognitive aging in Black and Latinx individuals. DNA-

methylation clocks and related measures, such as the DunedinPoAm pace of aging, represent a 

cutting-edge approach to quantifying biological aging in epidemiologic and clinical studies. So 

far, few studies have described how these measurements relate to the process of cognitive aging. 

In the large US-representative sample we analyzed, older adults with more-advanced biological 

aging demonstrated lower memory performance and faster memory decline than those of the same 

chronological age with less-advanced/slower biological aging. This finding expands on 

observations  from smaller, primarily White European and New Zealand samples20,23,24 to establish 

a link between the extent and pace of biological aging and later-life memory decline. However, in 

tests of association within race/ethnic-sex/gender groups not represented in those prior studies, 

specifically Black and Latinx men and women, the DNA methylation measures were not 
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consistently associated with memory trajectories. Little attention has been paid to potential group 

differences in the relationship between DNA-methylation biomarkers and aging outcomes. While 

it is possible that biological aging may play more of a role in cognitive aging for Whites compared 

with non-Whites, these findings highlight the need for rigorous consideration of these novel 

measures of biological aging in minoritized populations. Racially-patterned lifecourse social 

experiences may shape epigenetic processes differently across racial/ethnic groups and such 

profiles may not be adequately represented with these current DNA-methylation measures.  

Even among White men and women, the DNA-methylation measures mediated only a 

small fraction of the SES gradient in aging-related memory decline. The relationship between SES 

and late-life cognitive functioning is more complex than the simple mediation model examined in 

this study.44–46 It is possible that the primary impact of biological aging is on other intermediary 

factors (e.g., cardiovascular disease) on the pathway linking SES to memory trajectories. Other 

molecular pathways, not measured by the DNA-methylation measures available in the HRS study 

may be more salient biological links between SES and late-life memory.  

A limitation of the current study is the relatively small number of non-White HRS 

participants with DNA-methylation measures. Larger samples would have greater power to detect 

small effects of DNA-methylation measures in mediation models, if present.47 Another limitation 

is that each DNA-methylation measure was obtained at a single point in time. While individuals 

who showed a steeper decline in memory throughout the study demonstrated more advanced 

biological aging in 2016, analyses cannot rule out reverse causation (i.e., poor memory 

performance contributing to advanced biological aging).  

Conclusions 
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Among a nationally representative sample of older adults in the US, individuals with more-

advanced/faster biological aging as measured by the GrimAge DNA-methylation clock and 

DunedinPoAm pace of aging had lower scores on memory tests and faster decline in memory 

functioning over time. GrimAge and DunedinPoAm also indicated more advanced and faster aging 

in lower SES older adults. However, biological aging measures mediated only small fractions of 

the SES gradient in aging-related memory decline. Moreover, associations of biological aging 

measures with memory trajectories were consistent only in Whites but not Black or Latinx people.  

DNA-methylation biomarkers of aging have potential to provide surrogate endpoints for 

interventions that aim to prevent aging-related functional decline, including cognitive decline, but 

lose that potential if their utility is limited to White people.48 Minoritized communities face 

disproportionate burden of cognitive decline and dementia. Our results suggest that current DNA-

methylation biomarkers of aging do not quantify aging processes affecting cognition in Black and 

Latinx older adults as well as they do in White older adults. If so, a next generation of measures is 

needed.   
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Figure 1. Socioeconomic Gradients in Memory Level and Decline Across Racial/Ethnic-

Sex/Gender Subgroups 

 

Figure 2. Socioeconomic Gradients in DNA-methylation Measures of Aging Across 

Racial/Ethnic-Sex/Gender Subgroups. 

 

Figure 3. Relationship Between DNA-methylation Measures of Aging and Memory Level 

and Decline Across Racial/Ethnic-Sex/Gender Subgroups. 
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Table 1. Sample Characteristics 

Characteristics 

Entire Sample 

(N=3,648) 

White Men 

(N=1,160) 

White Women 

(N=1,498) 

Black Men 

(N=227) 

Black Women 

(N=432) 

Latinx Men 

(N=225) 

Latinx Women 

(N=331) 

Age, mean (SD) 69.89 (9.6) 71.45 (9.5) 70.98 (9.8) 67.07 (8.4) 66.31 (8.7) 66.13 (8.0) 65.75 (9.0) 

Years of Education, mean (SD) 13.30 (2.6) 13.71 (2.5) 13.44 (2.3) 12.50 (2.7) 12.72 (2.6) 9.88 (4.6) 9.11 (4.7) 

Wealth, mean (SD)a 425.21 (1152.4) 528.88 (1094.5) 513.86 (1459.1) 116.12 (254.6) 92.39 (240.3) 136.62 (242.0) 160.27 (423.9) 

SES, mean (SD) -0.02 (0.8) 0.26 (0.6) 0.18 (0.7) -0.33 (0.6) -0.32 (0.6) -0.69 (0.8) -0.75 (0.9) 

        

Epigenetic Clocks        

PhenoAge Residual, mean (SD) -0.01 (6.91) 0.61 (6.7) -0.66 (6.9) 0.24 (7.3) 0.19 (7.3) 0.75 (6.4) -0.13 (6.1) 

GrimAge Residual, mean (SD) 0.03 (4.8) 1.63 (4.6) -1.73 (4.3) 3.17 (5.0) 0.35 (4.8) 1.57 (4.2) -1.54 (3.8) 

DunedinPoAm 1.08 (0.1) 1.07 (0.1) 1.06 (0.1) 1.11 (0.1) 1.09 (0.1) 1.09 (0.1) 1.06 (0.1) 

        

Memory Performance, mean (SD) -0.46 (0.02) -0.49 (0.04) -0.27 (0.03) -0.96 (0.1) -0.77 (0.1) -0.67 (0.1) -0.85 (0.1) 

Memory Decline, mean (SD) -0.04 (0.01) -0.04 (0.01) -0.04 (0.01) -0.04 (0.01) -0.06 (0.01) -0.03 (0.01) -0.05 (0.01) 

Abbreviations: SD, standard deviation; SES, socioeconomic status composite variable (z-score) 
a Values reported are the Total Wealth variable divided by 1000. 
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Table 2. Indirect Effect Estimates for Mediation Models (Standardized Estimates [99% 

Confidence Intervals]) 

Indirect Effect  

SES  PhenoAge  

2016 Memory 

SES  GrimAge  

2016 Memory 

SES  DunedinPoAm  

2016 Memory 

Entire Sample 0.004 (0.001, 0.007) 0.03 (0.02, 0.04) 0.02 (0.01, 0.02) 

White Men 0.001 (-0.002, 0.01) 0.03 (0.01, 0.05) 0.02 (0.01, 0.04) 

White Women 0.004 (-0.10, 0.01) 0.02 (0.001, 0.03) 0.01 (0.001, 0.02) 

Black Men 0.002 (-0.01, 0.03) 0.01 (-0.03, 0.06) -0.01 (-0.05, 0.02) 

Black Women 0.001 (-0.01, 0.02) -0.01 (-0.03, 0.01) -0.002 (-0.03, 0.01) 

Latinx Men 0 (-0.02, 0.02) 0.01 (-0.02, 0.06) 0.01 (-0.01, 0.05) 
Latinx Women 0.003 (-0.01, 0.03) 0.01 (-0.01, 0.03) 0.001 (-0.01, 0.03) 

    

Indirect Effect  

SES  PhenoAge  

Memory Decline 

SES  GrimAge  

Memory Decline 

SES  DunedinPoAm  

Memory Decline 

Entire Sample 0.002 (-0.001, 0.006) 0.01 (0.001, 0.02) 0.01 (0.004, 0.02) 

White Men 0.001 (-0.001, 0.01) 0.02 (0.003, 0.05) 0.02 (0.004, 0.03) 

White Women 0.002 (-0.007, 0.01) 0.02 (0, 0.04) 0.02 (0.003, 0.03) 

Black Men 0 (-0.02, 0.02) -0.01 (-0.06, 0.04) -0.01 (-0.05, 0.02) 

Black Women 0.002 (-0.01, 0.02) -0.01 (-0.04, 0.01) 0.001 (-0.02, 0.02) 

Latinx Men 0 (-0.02, 0.04) 0.02 (-0.02, 0.07) 0.01 (-0.01, 0.06) 

Latinx Women 0.003 (-0.01, 0.03) 0.003 (-0.01, 0.03) 0.001 (-0.01, 0.02) 

Abbreviations: SES, socioeconomic status composite variable (z-score) 
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Figure 1. Socioeconomic Gradients in Memory Level and Decline Across Racial/Ethnic-Sex/Gender Subgroups 
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Figure 2. Socioeconomic Gradients in DNA Methylation Measures of Aging Across Racial/Ethnic-Sex/Gender Subgroups. 
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Figure 3. Relationship Between DNA Methylation Measures of Aging and Memory Level and Decline Across Racial/Ethnic-

Sex/Gender Subgroups. 
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