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Abstract 

Childhood socioeconomic position (SEP) is a major determinant of health and well-being 

across the entire life course. To effectively prevent and reduce health risks related to SEP, it is 

critical to better understand when and under what circumstances socioeconomic adversity shapes 

biological processes. DNA methylation (DNAm) is one such mechanism for how early life 

adversity “gets under the skin”. Using data from a large, longitudinal birth cohort, we showed 

that changes in the socioeconomic environment may influence DNAm at age 7. We also showed 

that middle childhood (ages 6-7) may be a potential sensitive period when socioeconomic 

instability, reflected in parental job loss, is especially important in shaping DNAm. Our findings 

highlight the importance of socioeconomic stability during childhood, providing biological 

evidence in support of public programs to help children and families experiencing 

socioeconomic instability and other forms of socioeconomic adversity during childhood. 
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Introduction  

Socioeconomic position (SEP) is a fundamental determinant of health and disease across 

the lifespan1. As defined by Krieger et al.2, SEP is an “aggregate concept” composed of diverse 

components of economic and social well-being across individual-, household-, and 

neighborhood-level domains, including both resources (e.g., weekly income) and rank-based 

characteristics (e.g., occupational prestige). SEP therefore can be measured across time by 

various indicators, like job stability, ability to afford basic household needs, and neighborhood 

quality, which are known to play related, yet distinct roles in health and life outcomes3-5.  

Dozens of observational and quasi-experimental studies examining these indicators have 

shown that children growing-up in low SEP families are at increased risk for both short- and 

long-term cognitive, socioemotional, behavioral, and physical/mental health deficits compared to 

their high SEP counterparts6-9. Some of these SEP disparities are evident very early in 

development, starting shortly after birth10. For example, in one of the largest studies to date on 

SEP and health (covering 1.7 million individuals across seven high-income countries), low SEP 

was linked to a 2-year reduction in life expectancy, a larger effect than those observed for years-

of-life lost due to obesity, hypertension, alcohol intake, and other risk factors11. In fact, living in 

socioeconomic deprivation reduces life expectancy by as much as a decade in both the United 

States12 and England13. Yet, little is understood about the biological mechanisms that explain 

these well-established SEP and health relationships, limiting our ability to disentangle specific 

pathways of pathophysiology and design targeted intervention. 

In the past two decades, epigenetic studies have exploded as a means of potentially 

unraveling the biological pathways through which SEP “gets under the skin”. Most epigenetic 

studies have focused on DNA methylation (DNAm)14, which occurs when methyl groups are 
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added to cytosines in the DNA sequence, typically within cytosine-guanine (CpG) 

dinucleotides15. These DNA modifications do not alter the sequence of the genome, but can 

influence how genes are expressed in ways that can have important short and long-term health 

consequences16.  

Recent reviews summarizing the effects of SEP on epigenetic patterns suggest that SEP is 

linked to DNAm differences in childhood and adulthood17-19. In fact, over 30 studies have found 

a relationship between childhood SEP and DNAm. However, the literature is mixed, with no 

consistent patterns in SEP-associated DNAm changes emerging between studies. One possible 

explanation for these mixed results is that studies have conflated both the type of SEP indicator 

measured and the timing of SEP measurement19. Indeed, very few studies have investigated the 

developmental patterning of different SEP domains (e.g., household income and neighborhood) 

and their effects on DNAm, even though it is well known that the type and timing of SEP can 

influence the extent of its impact20.  

In some notable exceptions, studies comparing the time-dependent effects of childhood 

SEP21-23 or other types of childhood adversities24-26 on DNAm have found timing differences 

with respect to SEP’s impact, consistent with the idea that there may be sensitive periods of 

elevated plasticity during childhood when adversity-induced biological changes are most likely 

to occur.  However, whether changes in the socioeconomic environment, for better or for worse, 

influence the SEP-DNAm relationship across developmental stages remain unexplored. These 

answers are needed to develop targeted interventions and policies aimed at reducing the negative 

health consequences of low childhood SEP. 

Here, we sought to assess how the socioeconomic environment in the first seven years of 

life – including socioeconomic mobility, instability, and the developmental timing of 
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socioeconomic disruptions – associated with epigenetic alterations. Because socioeconomic 

adversity could have multiple time-varying effects on DNAm, we tested three commonly 

examined hypotheses from the life-course epidemiology literature27 to evaluate the 

circumstances under which childhood socioeconomic adversity associates with DNAm changes 

at age 7: 1) accumulation hypothesis, where the impact of low SEP increases with the number of 

time periods exposed, regardless of when it occurs; 2) sensitive period hypothesis, where the 

impact of low SEP is larger in magnitude during a certain developmental period compared to any 

other; and 3) mobility hypothesis, where the impact of SEP on DNAm is driven by an upward or 

downward change in SEP between adjacent developmental time periods. To our knowledge, this 

is the first study to simultaneously test these three hypotheses.  

Uncovering the dynamic relationships between SEP and DNAm across childhood will 

not only highlight the biological mechanisms driving the effects of SEP on long-term health, but 

also will offer clearer insights to guide targeted interventions. From a public health perspective, 

understanding when (e.g., sensitive periods) and under which circumstances (e.g., downward 

mobility, or accumulation) the socioeconomic environment is most likely to become biologically 

embedded can help inform policies that offer safety nets to vulnerable families when the effects 

of socioeconomic-related adversity might be particularly pernicious for child development.  

 

Methods 

Sample and procedures 

Data came from the Accessible Resources for Integrated Epigenomics Studies (ARIES)28, 

a subsample of 1,018 mother-child pairs from the Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and 

Children (ALSPAC). ALSPAC is a prospective, longitudinal birth-cohort in the United Kingdom 
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(UK) designed to investigate genetic and environmental determinants of health across the 

lifespan29-31. Women living in the county of Avon, UK with estimated delivery dates between 

April 1991 and December 1992 were invited to participate. We analyzed data from 946 

singletons in ARIES with blood-based DNAm profiles generated at age 7. Please note the 

ALSPAC website contains details of all the data available, through a fully searchable data 

dictionary and variable search tool (http://www.bristol.ac.uk/alspac/researchers/our-data/). 

Ethical approval for the study was obtained from the ALSPAC Ethics and Law Committee and 

the Local Research Ethics Committee.  

 

Measures  

Early-life socioeconomic position (SEP)  

We analyzed six SEP indicators, spanning financial, occupational, and residential 

domains: (1) job loss, (2) income reduction, (3) low family income, (4) financial hardship, (5) 

major financial problems, and (6) neighborhood disadvantage. These SEP indicators were 

measured repeatedly via maternal report through mailed questionnaires during three 

developmental time periods (Figure 1a): very early childhood (0-2 years), early childhood (3-5 

years), and middle childhood (6-7 years). These time periods are consistent with previous 

research studies21, 32-34 and roughly correspond to three major developmental stages 

(infancy/toddlerhood, pre-school, and school-age) when different types of early-life policies and 

interventions could occur.  

For each SEP indicator, children were classified as exposed or unexposed at each period, 

using criteria described in Supplemental Methods. With these repeated, self-reported SEP 

indicators, we could identify changes occurring between time-periods for indicators capturing 
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time-varying status of SEP. For job loss and income reduction, the measures inherently captured 

change within a certain developmental period, because they asked about socioeconomic mobility. 

To distinguish job loss and income reduction from other indicators, we refer to them throughout 

the manuscript as “instability indicators”.  

 

DNA methylation (DNAm) 

DNAm was measured from peripheral blood at age 7 using the Illumina Infinium 

HumanMethylation450 BeadChip microarray (Illumina, San Diego, CA). Consent for biological 

samples was collected in accordance with the Human Tissue Act (2004). DNAm wet laboratory 

procedures, preprocessing analyses, and quality control have been described elsewhere28, 35. A 

total of 412,956 CpGs on autosomal chromosomes passed quality control and were included in 

this analysis. For each CpG, DNAm level is expressed as a ‘beta’ value (β-value) ranging from 0 

to 1, which represents the proportion of cells methylated at each interrogated CpG. Proportions 

of the six white cells in the whole blood (CD8 T cells, CD4 T cells, NK cells, B cells, 

monocytes, and granulocytes) were estimated using Houseman’s method36. Estimated cell 

proportions were included in all analyses to correct for cell type heterogeneity.  

 

Covariates  

To adjust for baseline demographic differences in ARIES, we controlled for the 

following variables measured at birth (Supplemental Methods) in all analyses: child 

race/ethnicity, child sex, child birthweight, maternal age, number of previous pregnancies, and 

sustained maternal smoking during pregnancy. Because age is a strong predictor of DNAm37 and 

the actual time of blood draw at the age 7 assessment varied across children, we also adjusted for 
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child age in months at the time of blood draw (ranging from 85 to 109 months, median=89 

months).    

 

Data analysis  

Structured life course modeling approach 

We used the two-stage structured life course modeling approach (SLCMA)38-40 to 

evaluate the time-dependent effects of socioeconomic adversity on DNAm. SLCMA is a method 

that leverages repeated exposure data to simultaneously investigate the relationship between 

exposure and outcome under multiple a priori-defined life-course hypotheses. In our analysis, we 

tested three life-course hypotheses, described previously, which were parameterized as follows 

(Figure 1b).  

First, to test the accumulation hypothesis, we created a sum score (ranging from 0 to 3), 

which captured the number of time periods across the three developmental stages that children 

were exposed. Second, to test the sensitive period hypothesis, we created three binary variables, 

one for each of the three developmental periods, to classify children’s exposure status (0=child 

was unexposed during the period; 1=child was exposed during that period). Third, to test the 

mobility hypothesis, we created a pair of indicator variables for change in SEP between very 

early and early childhood, and a pair of indicator variables for change in SEP between early and 

middle childhood. Each pair consisted of an indicator variable for worsening (1=change from 

unexposed to exposed, 0=other) and an indicator variable for improvement (1=change from 

exposed to unexposed, 0=other). We tested all three hypotheses for low family income, financial 

hardship, major financial problem, and neighborhood disadvantage. Only the accumulation and 
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sensitive period hypotheses were tested for job loss and income reduction, the two instability 

indicators that inherently reflect change (Table S1).  

We performed the SLCMA in two stages: (1) life-course hypothesis model selection 

followed by (2) post-selection inference (Figure 1b, Supplemental Methods). In the first stage, 

we entered the variables corresponding to the tested hypotheses described above into a Least 

Angle Regression (LARS) variable selection procedure41 to identify the variable explaining the 

most variability in DNAm. We focused only on the first variable selected to maximize statistical 

power and prioritize parsimonious explanations38. The variable selected represents the life-

course hypothesis most supported in the observed data. In the second stage, we used selective 

inference38, 42 to test the association between the variable selected in the first stage and its link to 

DNAm, as well as estimate confidence intervals. We controlled for baseline demographic 

variables, child age at blood draw, and cell type proportions in both stages of the analysis.  

Defining CpG loci of interest 

We used two thresholds to identify associations between SEP and CpG loci for further 

investigation. Given recent recommendations discouraging the use of p-values alone for 

statistical inference43, 44, we used an effect-size-based threshold of R2 >3%, meaning that the SEP 

exposure explained more than 3% of the variance in DNAm. This cutoff was selected based on 

the effect sizes observed in previous epigenome-wide analyses of childhood adversity in 

ALSPAC21, 23 and other well-established environmental exposures, including tobacco smoking45. 

To maintain consistency with prior literature, we performed multiple-testing correction using the 

Benjamini-Hochberg method46 – a commonly-used method for high-dimensional hypothesis 

testing – at a 5% false discovery rate (FDR) to assess the statistical significance of top loci.  

Sensitivity analyses 
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We conducted three sensitivity analyses to evaluate the robustness of our SLCMA results 

(Supplemental Methods). First, to evaluate the possibility that there might be remaining 

distortions in the identified SEP-DNAm associations (or residual bias), we additionally 

controlled for time-invariant SEP indicators (e.g., maternal education at baseline), population 

substructure estimated from epigenetic data, cord blood DNAm, and genetic variation (at 

methylation quantitative trait loci, or mQTL). We did not include these variables in main 

analysis, because prior studies have shown that covariate adjustment may substantially shift the 

results of DNAm-based analyses21; thus, a stepped approach could enable better detection of 

signal when the role of the covariate in the SEP-DNAm association is unclear, and avoid 

reducing sample size based on missing covariate data. Second, as mobility had never been 

previously tested on DNAm within childhood to our knowledge, we assessed the additional 

insights gained by adding mobility hypotheses through re-analyzing the CpGs with an R2 >3% 

for low family income, financial hardship, major financial problem, and neighborhood 

disadvantage using only accumulation and sensitive period hypotheses. Third, to evaluate the 

loss (or gain) of information from the SLCMA compared to more conventional epigenetic 

approaches, we performed an epigenome-wide association study (EWAS) of any exposure to 

each type of SEP adversity before age 7 (0=never exposed; 1=exposed to that type of SEP 

adversity) and DNAm, thus ignoring the timing or change of SEP over time. See Supplemental 

Methods for details on the rationale and procedures of the sensitivity analyses.  

Secondary analyses 

To interpret our findings and place them in the context of prior literature, we conducted 

two secondary analyses. We compared the effect estimates of R2 >3% CpGs to those reported in 

previous SEP-related EWAS studies19 (Supplemental Methods). We also evaluated the 
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biological significance of our findings by examining the correlation between DNAm in blood 

and brain tissue for the R2 >3% CpGs and testing for the enrichment for genomic features, 

regulatory elements, and Gene Ontology (GO) terms (Supplemental Methods). 

 

Results  

Socioeconomic adversity was common in the ARIES analytic sample 

Children included in our analytic sample were mostly White (97.1%) and from both sexes 

(49.9% female) (Table S2). Job loss was the least reported socioeconomic adversity (11.5% 

ever-exposed), and income reduction was the most common (73.8% ever-exposed) (Table 1). 

For all six socioeconomic adversities, the prevalence of exposure decreased over time (Table 1, 

Figure S1). The average within-SEP correlation ranged from 0.34 to 0.87 (Table 1), suggesting 

these measures were variable across time. The six SEP indicators were moderately correlated 

with each other during all three childhood periods (polychoric correlation ravg=0.35 at very-early 

childhood, ravg=0.34 at early childhood, ravg=0.29 at middle childhood, Figure S2), suggesting 

they captured distinct aspects of the socioeconomic environment.  

 

Childhood socioeconomic adversities were associated with differences in DNAm at 62 CpGs  

We identified 62 CpGs where exposure to socioeconomic adversity explained more than 

3% variance in DNAm (R2>3%). Most of the 62 CpGs were linked to the two least commonly-

reported adversities in ALSPAC: neighborhood disadvantage (17 loci) and job loss (15 loci, 

Table 2). The remaining 30 CpGs were associated with low family income (13 loci), financial 

hardship (9 loci), major financial problem (5 loci), and income reduction (3 loci, Table 2). On 

average, exposure to socioeconomic adversity was associated with a 3.2% difference in DNAm 

levels (absolute effect estimates ranged from 0.1-12.8%), explaining 3.3% of the variance in 
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DNAm across CpG sites (R2 ranged from 3.0-4.2%) after controlling for covariates (Table S3). 

Exposure to socioeconomic adversity was associated with lower DNAm at most of these loci (43 

out of the 62, Table S3). Only four of the 62 CpGs identified using the R2 cutoff also passed an 

FDR<0.05 significance threshold, all of which were associated with neighborhood disadvantage 

(Table 2). 

Of note, 61 of these CpGs showed the same direction of positive or negative effect as that 

reported in at least two prior EWASs examining SEP and DNAm, with 43 loci showing the same 

direction in five or more prior EWAS analyses. Furthermore, 17 out of the 62 CpGs showed a 

p<0.05 in at least two prior EWASs, and two CpGs (cg23685969 and cg19260606) exceeded a 

significance threshold of FDR<0.05 in at least one prior EWAS (Table S4, Figure S3).  

 

Mobility and sensitive period hypotheses were most often selected 

Of all life course hypotheses tested, mobility and sensitive period effects showed the 

strongest associations with DNAm (Figure 2a).  

For the four socioeconomic adversities where all three life-course hypotheses 

(accumulation, sensitive period, and mobility) were tested, 44 CpGs (R2>3%) were identified, 

with the majority reflecting mobility (20 loci) and sensitive period (22 loci) relationships, 

respectively. The most selected life-course hypothesis varied by socioeconomic adversity. 

Sensitive period was selected for all nine CpGs identified from financial hardship, with middle 

childhood selected for eight of them (Figure 2a). By contrast, mobility (worsening SEP) 

explained more DNAm variability resulting from neighborhood disadvantage (11 of 17 loci) and 

major financial problem (4 of 5 loci). The time period when mobility had the greatest impact 

differed across SEP indicators, with very early to early childhood most often selected for 
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neighborhood disadvantage, and early to middle childhood most selected for major financial 

problem (Figure 2a). Accumulation was only selected for two CpGs, linked to low family 

income.  

Of note, mobility hypotheses were selected for all four FDR-significant CpGs, with a 

worsening hypothesis (meaning downward mobility) selected for three of them (Table S3). 

Figure 2b shows, for example, at these three CpGs, children exposed to worsening SEP changes 

had the greatest shift in DNAm as compared to children with other types of SEP trajectories, 

including those who had persistently low SEP, worsening SEP, improved SEP, or persistently 

high SEP.  

 For our instability indicators (job loss and income reduction), which innately capture the 

effects of socioeconomic mobility, the strongest evidence was again for sensitive period effects, 

with middle childhood (age 3-5) most selected for job loss (9 of 15 loci) and very early 

childhood (age 0-2) most selected for income reduction (2 of 3 loci) (Figure 2a). Accumulation 

was only selected for one CpG linked to job loss.  

The same patterns were found at the epigenome-wide level, with most loci showing most 

variability in response to adversity from mobility and sensitive periods, rather than the 

accumulation of exposure across development (Figure S4). 

 

SLCMA results were robust to additional covariate adjustment  

Our findings were robust to the adjustment of additional covariates, including time-

invariant SEP indicators, population substructure, and cord blood DNAm. Specifically, the life-

course hypothesis selected by LARS remained the same for all 62 CpGs with R2>3% even after 

these adjustments were made. Almost all CpGs remained significant at the nominal p<0.05 
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threshold after adjusting for time-invariant SEP indicators (60 loci), population substructure (61 

loci), and cord blood DNAm (61 loci, Table S5). The associations between socioeconomic 

adversities and DNAm were also independent of genetic variation previously linked to 

significant CpGs (Table S6). 

 

Mobility hypotheses improved our ability to identify CpGs related to SEP changes  

Considering only accumulation and sensitive period hypotheses, we were unable to fully 

detect shifts in DNAm patterns related to changes in socioeconomic environment. When 

mobility hypotheses in SLCMA analyses were omitted, there were minimal changes to the main 

results showing effects of sensitive period on DNAm (n=22 CpGs), as the same hypothesis was 

selected with similar effect estimates (Table S7). However, for CpGs originally linked to 

mobility (n=20), there were substantial attenuations in the estimated SEP-DNAm associations: 

sensitive period hypotheses were selected instead, which in turn, showed smaller R2 (ranging 

from 0.04-1.6%) and much larger p-values (ranging from 0.001 to 0.84, Table S7). These 

findings suggest that when the underlying association structure is mis-specified, important 

DNAm signatures may not be identified.    

 

EWAS of ever-exposed vs. never-exposed failed to identify time-dependent associations  

For 59 of the top 62 CpGs (including the 4 FDR-significant CpGs), the effect estimates 

from the SLCMA were larger in magnitude than those from EWAS (Figure S5). In addition, no 

CpGs with an FDR<0.05 were identified using EWAS of any exposure, meaning ever-exposed 

vs. never-exposed. These findings suggest the SLCMA was better able to identify 
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developmentally sensitive effects of socioeconomic adversity on DNAm profiles, whereas 

EWAS might fail to detect signals if the true underlying hypothesis was time-dependent21. 

 

Biological significance of SLCMA findings 

DNAm at significant loci was mildly correlated across blood and brain  

We examined the correlation of DNAm at the top 62 CpGs in blood and brain samples, 

using data from the Blood Brain DNA Methylation Comparison Tool 

(http://epigenetics.essex.ac.uk/bloodbrain/)47. Overall, DNAm was weakly, but positively, 

correlated between blood and brain regions (Table S8) (prefrontal cortex: ravg=0.06; entorhinal 

cortex: ravg=0.10; superior temporal gyrus: ravg=0.08; cerebellum: ravg=0.09). Some CpGs showed 

particularly strong correlations between blood and brain (e.g., cg24938210, r=0.78 to 0.81 across 

brain regions). 

Distinct biological pathways emerged across SEP indicators   

The top 62 CpGs showed no significant differences in distributions of genomic features, 

CpG island locations, or enhancers, as compared to all tested CpGs (Chi-squared tests p>0.05, 

Figure S6).  

Gene set enrichment analysis using p-value-ranked epigenome-wide results48 showed that 

SEP-related DNAm patterns were more likely to occur within or near genes involved in neural 

system regulation, developmental processes, immune functions, metabolic processes, substance 

localization, and membrane transport (Figure S7, Figure S8). However, there was little overlap 

observed in the significant GO terms across SEP indicators (Figure S7), except for one GO term 

(morphogenesis of a branching epithelium), which emerged in the enrichment analysis for both 
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financial hardship and major financial problem. These findings suggest different socioeconomic 

adversities may lead to shifts in distinct biological pathways.  

 

Discussion 

The main finding from this study is that changes in the socioeconomic environment may 

coincide with subsequent changes at a biological level as measured through DNAm signatures. 

Experiencing a change in the socioeconomic environment, particularly worsening neighborhood 

quality (i.e., mobility) and parental job loss during middle childhood (i.e., sensitive period), 

explained, on average, a 3.2% difference in DNAm levels, a magnitude of effect commensurate 

with other potent environmental factors like tobacco smoking. These patterns were detected even 

after accounting for other dimensions of the socioeconomic environment, ancestry, DNAm levels 

at birth, and genetic variation. To our knowledge, this study is the first to evaluate the role of 

socioeconomic changes within childhood in relation to epigenome-wide DNAm.  

Our study extends prior literature on the effects of childhood SEP, providing important 

new insights about the potential biological embedding of changes in the socioeconomic 

environment. Numerous epigenome-wide analyses have identified a link between childhood SEP 

and DNAm across the life course18, 19. However, only three studies to our knowledge have 

examined the relationship between socioeconomic mobility and DNAm49-51. Each of these three 

studies included just two timepoints of SEP measures, one in childhood and another in 

adulthood, and only assessed DNAm in adulthood. Thus, there is limited understanding of the 

specific ages when mobility might impact DNAm profiles. Epigenomic processes are widely 

considered to be temporally dynamic52; in particular, our results show that DNAm differences 

linked to socioeconomic mobility and instability can appear in children as early as age 7, 
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suggesting that DNAm during development may be responsive to early-life SEP changes. 

Outside of the epigenetic literature, a recent review reported that changes in the socioeconomic 

environment are a unique predictor of child health outcomes53. Indeed, prior non-epigenetic 

studies focused on other SEP-related outcomes in childhood have shown that an episode of 

parental job loss may have a larger impact on child health and behavior than stable employment 

in low-income jobs54-56. The developmental literature largely suggests that children benefit from 

stable, predictable environments and that disruptions or breaks in daily routines (e.g., 

unpredictable events or environmental instability) can be highly stressful57-59, impacting 

cognitive development and other mechanisms implicated in future risk of health and behavioral 

problems60. Our results provide initial evidence that changes in the socioeconomic environment 

might play a substantial role in shaping DNAm profiles in childhood. As such, future research 

should consider socioeconomic changes or instability in the context of alterations to epigenetic 

patterns and other biological outcomes. 

Our results also point to the importance of middle childhood as a potential sensitive 

period when the socioeconomic environment might be particularly impactful. We found more 

evidence for the importance of the developmental timing of socioeconomic adversity on DNAm 

rather than its accumulation, meaning that the impact of SEP may not uniformly accumulate over 

time in childhood, but instead may be more impactful during sensitive periods. These results 

parallel previous findings from the ALSPAC cohort21 and elsewhere24, suggesting that sensitive 

period effects can be detected in the epigenome. SEP plays an important role during school-age 

years57, 61, corresponding to our middle childhood time period, when children begin school. 

Socioeconomic adversity during school-age years may disrupt other domains of the environment 

present at this developmental period (e.g., changes in parent-child interactions, school, or 
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afterschool care centers). In turn, the elevated stress from exposure during this potential sensitive 

period may be more likely to influence biological programming through epigenetic modifications 

and give rise to cascading behavioral effects.  

Consistent with prior epigenome-wide studies51, 62, we found little overlap between the 

top CpGs across SEP domains, suggesting that our SEP indicators captured unique aspects of the 

socioeconomic environment. These findings provide further evidence that various aspects of the 

SEP construct may trigger distinct mechanisms that lead to different alterations in DNAm 

patterns19, 63. For example, moving to a disadvantaged neighborhood, or experiencing a perceived 

shift in neighborhood quality, could reflect changes in accessing certain resources, such as 

playgrounds or other outdoor spaces (resulting in more time spent indoors)57, or increase 

exposure to environmental toxins known to influence gene expression, such as water or air 

pollution64, 65. Indeed, we found that the DNAm alterations linked to neighborhood disadvantage 

were more likely to occur in genes related to peroxisomes, which are a key component of the 

biological response to various environmental pollutants66. Additionally, we found that 

experiences of financial hardship (e.g., difficulty in affording common household necessities like 

food, clothing, heat, and rent) and income reduction were linked to biological pathways related 

to diet quality, such as nutrient transport and metabolic processes. Overall, different clusters of 

biological pathways emerged from the DNAm pattern linked to different SEP domains, 

suggesting that socioeconomic adversities can affect child health through multiple mechanisms.  

Across our six SEP indicators analyzed, the majority of loci (17 of 62) detected were 

related to neighborhood disadvantage, with 4 of these 17 being the only loci to pass an 

FDR<0.05 significance threshold. These findings point to the important role that neighborhood-

level indicators, including more ubiquitous social and physical exposures that are experienced 
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daily by larger segments of a population, may play in shaping the epigenome during child 

development. Surprisingly, only a handful of studies have investigated neighborhood-level 

factors in epigenetic research67, 68, despite the general consensus that neighborhoods are an 

important social determinant of health69. Indeed, children’s health and well-being are not simply 

a function of the individual or family circumstances existing inside the home but also 

intrinsically related to the larger social and physical contexts in which children grow up70, 71. 

Future research should adopt a multi-level approach to studying how the socioeconomic 

environment, from family income to neighborhood quality, relates to DNAm changes and other 

biological outcomes that may be ultimately implicated in child development.  

While the current study uncovered many insights into SEP and DNAm associations, a 

major unanswered question is whether these DNAm changes are adaptive or maladaptive, in both 

the short- and long-term. Teicher and others have noted that early neurobehavioral changes that 

occur in response to experiences of childhood adversity often enhance immediate survival at the 

cost of long-term functioning72. Thus, are specific epigenomic fluctuations in the face of family 

socioeconomic adversity reflective of increased resilience, risk, or both? Although we found 

DNAm differences when comparing children who were exposed vs. unexposed to socioeconomic 

adversity, we do not know if these SEP-induced shifts were related to functional or behavioral 

impairment. Future studies should investigate how these DNAm alterations influence subsequent 

health and behavioral outcomes. Insights from those studies will be critical to discern whether 

SEP-related DNAm changes influence children’s vulnerability to disease and other negative 

health/behavioral outcomes.  

Should these DNAm markers of socioeconomic adversity be replicated and identified as 

harmful (rather than adaptive) to health, our findings suggest at least two paths forward for 
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prevention and intervention. First, our results suggest that children and families might benefit 

from policies and social programs aimed at minimizing socioeconomic instability, especially for 

lower-income families who may lack a safety-net to draw from during times of transition, such 

as job loss73. Current and emerging programs to promote socioeconomic stability, such as the 

Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program74 and the American Families Plan75, may help 

preclude epigenetic and other biological changes from arising due to socioeconomic hardships. 

Through intervention studies like Baby’s First Years76, a randomized control trial evaluating how 

monthly, unconditional cash gifts to families influence children’s cognitive development, the 

impact of such social programs on the biological level and their potential downstream health and 

behavioral effects will be better understood.  

Second, prevention programs aimed at promoting socioeconomic stability during 

childhood might benefit from adopting a multisystemic approach that considers the social 

determinants of health77 at the household, neighborhood, and societal level78. At the household-

level, parent-child interventions that promote supportive parenting styles or social cohesion 

during times of instability and/or heightened parental stress may help to foster resiliency in 

children78, 79. In fact, parenting interventions that focus on maternal responsiveness have revealed 

measurable biological impacts on children’s genome-wide DNAm profiles80 and on other 

biomarkers81-83. At the neighborhood-level, after-school programs, community recreational 

centers, or other community-based interventions65 that provide added support/routine to 

children’s environments might be particularly beneficial to children whose families are 

experiencing socioeconomic instability. Indeed, a recent review reported that community-based 

intervention programs mitigated the negative effects of childhood adversity on children’s 

biological outcomes, including DNAm of stress-related genes84. Thus, even if families are unable 
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to temporarily afford such community resources due to periods of transition (e.g., being in 

between jobs), the structure and benefits these programs provide might warrant families to keep 

accessing them.   

The current study should be interpreted in light of several limitations. First, like other 

epigenome-wide studies of this sample size, we identified few specific CpGs passing a stringent 

correction for multiple testing. However, following the recent movement to move beyond p-

value thresholds alone43, 44, we explored the patterns and implications of SEP-related DNAm 

profiles among top CpGs passing an effect-size-based threshold. The top CpGs passing this 

threshold were robust to various sensitivity analyses, and there was consistent evidence for the 

patterns of loci observed, with the majority showing effects in the same direction as previously 

published findings and two loci showing significance in other studies after correcting for 

multiple testing. Nevertheless, the results from individual CpGs should be interpreted with 

caution and validated in larger samples. Second, our analysis focused on childhood up to age 7. 

It is unclear how long these differential DNAm patterns persist and whether they are reversible 

in response to subsequent SEP changes, such as upward mobility, later in life. Future studies 

with DNAm assessments further out in development are needed to establish whether 

accumulated SEP disadvantage may emerge in DNAm profiles at later ages, compared to the 

more immediate effects of socioeconomic changes. Third, because this was a population-based 

sample, extreme cases of socioeconomic disadvantage were likely underrepresented in the 

ALSPAC cohort. Our results suggest that more severe forms of adversity may have more potent 

effects, as we identified most top DNAm loci (32 out of 62) from the two socioeconomic 

adversities that showed the lowest prevalence (job loss and neighborhood disadvantage). Future 

research in populations with more diverse SEP distributions capturing the fullest gradient (i.e., 
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extreme poverty) will help fully disentangle the impact of SEP on DNAm patterns. Fourth, the 

ALSPAC cohort is mostly White, which limits generalizability of these findings to other 

individuals and populations of non-European descent. Prior studies (see review85) show ancestry-

related variation in DNA methylation that may lead to differences in gene regulation across 

populations. Thus, future replication efforts are needed in more diverse and representative 

populations. Finally, this study was observational and based on self-report measures of SEP, 

which could have been influenced by reporter bias, wherein participant responses may have been 

shaped by factors like social desirability or recall biases, leading to over- or under-estimates of 

observed associations86. Self-reporting bias is common among survey/questionnaire data in 

observational studies, especially with sensitive or private topics like income. However, previous 

research has shown that individual-level SEP measures like education and income, compared to 

more objective measures assessed at the census tract-level, can more accurately capture the 

impact of SEP on a number of health outcomes, such as blood pressure and height87. Future 

randomized experiments will help determine the causal effect of socioeconomic adversity on 

DNAm. 

Despite these limitations, our study has several strengths. Unlike most epigenetic studies 

assuming a single explanation for the underlying association between socioeconomic adversity 

and DNAm, we explored several possible life-course hypotheses and allowed the best hypothesis 

to vary across CpGs, which maximized our statistical power to detect loci influenced by 

socioeconomic adversity. To this end, we detected more signal from the SLCMA than in a 

conventional EWAS analysis comparing ever- versus never-exposed to childhood adversity. 

Further, by considering mobility hypotheses, we identified 20 new DNAm markers associated 

with SEP changes during childhood that would otherwise have been undetected. Taken together, 
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these findings suggest that investigations limited to the presence versus absence of exposure do 

not reveal the whole picture of the relationship between SEP and DNAm. 

In summary, this study adds to a growing literature suggesting that early-life 

socioeconomic adversity can leave biological memories in the form of DNAm differences in 

childhood. Uniquely, our findings on socioeconomic mobility and instability highlight that 

changes in the socioeconomic environment during childhood may trigger disruptions that alter 

epigenetic programs, at least in the short-term. Ultimately, these findings will enable researchers 

to build towards better intervention and prevention efforts aimed at reducing socioeconomic 

disparities and promoting health across the life course.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 25 of 35 

References 

1. Braveman P, Gottlieb L. The social determinants of health: it's time to consider the 
causes of the causes. Public health reports (Washington, DC : 1974). 2014;129 Suppl 2:19-31. 
2. Krieger N, Williams DR, Moss NE. Measuring social class in US public health research: 
concepts, methodologies, and guidelines. Annu Rev Public Health. 1997;18:341-78. 
3. Vable AM, Gilsanz P, Nguyen TT, Kawachi I, Glymour MM. Validation of a 
theoretically motivated approach to measuring childhood socioeconomic circumstances in the 
Health and Retirement Study. PLoS One. 2017;12:e0185898. 
4. Elgar FJ, McKinnon B, Torsheim T, Schnohr CW, Mazur J, Cavallo F, et al. Patterns of 
Socioeconomic Inequality in Adolescent Health Differ According to the Measure of 
Socioeconomic Position. Social Indicators Research. 2016;127:1169-80. 
5. d'Errico A, Ricceri F, Stringhini S, Carmeli C, Kivimaki M, Bartley M, et al. 
Socioeconomic indicators in epidemiologic research: A practical example from the LIFEPATH 
study. PLoS One. 2017;12:e0178071. 
6. Caspi A, Taylor A, Moffitt TE, Plomin R. Neighborhood deprivation affects children's 
mental health: Environmental risks identified in a genetic design. Psychol Sci. 2000;11:338-42. 
7. Duncan GJ, Magnuson K, Votruba-Drzal E. Moving Beyond Correlations in Assessing 
the Consequences of Poverty. Annu Rev Psychol. 2017;68:413-34. 
8. Bradley RH, Corwyn RF. Socioeconomic status and child development. Annu Rev 
Psychol. 2002;53:371-99. 
9. Hackman DA, Farah MJ, Meaney MJ. Socioeconomic status and the brain: mechanistic 
insights from human and animal research. Nature reviews Neuroscience. 2010;11:651-9. 
10. Noble KG, Houston SM, Brito NH, Bartsch H, Kan E, Kuperman JM, et al. Family 
income, parental education and brain structure in children and adolescents. Nat Neurosci. 
2015;18:773-8. 
11. Stringhini S, Carmeli C, Jokela M, Avendaño M, Muennig P, Guida F, et al. 
Socioeconomic status and the 25&#x2008;&#xd7;&#x2008;25 risk factors as determinants of 
premature mortality: a multicohort study and meta-analysis of 1&#xb7;7 million men and 
women. The Lancet. 2017;389:1229-37. 
12. Chetty R, Stepner M, Abraham S, Lin S, Scuderi B, Turner N, et al. The Association 
Between Income and Life Expectancy in the United States, 2001-2014. JAMA. 2016;315:1750-
66. 
13. Marmot M. Health equity in England: the Marmot review 10 years on. BMJ. 
2020;368:m693. 
14. Szyf M, McGowan P, Meaney MJ. The social environment and the epigenome. Environ 
Mol Mutagen. 2008;49:46-60. 
15. Jin B, Li Y, Robertson KD. DNA methylation: superior or subordinate in the epigenetic 
hierarchy? Genes & cancer. 2011;2:607-17. 
16. Portela A, Esteller M. Epigenetic modifications and human disease. Nature 
Biotechnology. 2010;28:1057-68. 
17. McCrory C, McLoughlin S, O’Halloran AM. Socio-Economic Position Under the 
Microscope: Getting ‘Under the Skin’ and into the Cells. Curr Epidemiol Rep. 2019;6:403-11. 
18. Wood NM, Trebilco T, Cohen-Woods S. Scars of childhood socioeconomic stress: A 
systematic review. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. 2020;118:397-410. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 26 of 35 

19. Cerutti JK, Zhu Y, Liu J, Lussier AA, Dunn EC. The association between indicators of 
socioeconomic position and DNA methylation: A systematic review. posted to medRxiv and 
under review Clinical Epigenetics. posted and under review. 
20. Smith KE, Pollak SD. Rethinking Concepts and Categories for Understanding the 
Neurodevelopmental Effects of Childhood Adversity. Perspect Psychol Sci. 2021;16:67-93. 
21. Dunn EC, Soare TW, Zhu Y, Simpkin AJ, Suderman MJ, Klengel T, et al. Sensitive 
periods for the effect of childhood adversity on DNA methylation: results from a prospective, 
longitudinal study. Biol Psychiatry. 2019;85:838-49. 
22. Marini S, Davis KA, Soare TW, Zhu Y, Suderman MJ, Simpkin AJ, et al. Adversity 
exposure during sensitive periods predicts accelerated epigenetic aging in children. 
Psychoneuroendocrinology. 2020:104484. 
23. Lussier AA, Zhu Y, Smith BJ, Simpkin AJ, Smith ADAC, Suderman MJ, et al. Updates 
to data versions and analytic methods influence the reproducibility of results from epigenome-
wide association studies. posted to bioRxiv and under revisions Epigenetics posted and revise 
and resubmit:2021.04.23.441014. 
24. Essex MJ, Boyce WT, Hertzman C, Lam LL, Armstrong JM, Neumann SM, et al. 
Epigenetic vestiges of early developmental adversity: childhood stress exposure and DNA 
methylation in adolescence. Child Development. 2013;84:58-75. 
25. Cicchetti D, Hetzel S, Rogosch FA, Handley ED, Toth SL. An investigation of child 
maltreatment and epigenetic mechanisms of mental and physical health risk. Dev Psychopathol. 
2016;28:1305-17. 
26. van der Knaap LJ, Riese H, Hudziak JJ, Verbiest MM, Verhulst FC, Oldehinkel AJ, et al. 
Adverse life events and allele-specific methylation of the serotonin transporter gene (SLC6A4) 
in adolescents: the TRAILS study. Psychosom Med. 2015;77:246-55. 
27. Ben-Shlomo Y, Kuh D. A life course approach to chronic disease epidemiology: 
conceptual models, empirical challenges, and interdisciplinary perspectives. Int J Epidemiol. 
2002;31:285-93. 
28. Relton CL, Gaunt T, McArdle W, Ho K, Duggirala A, Shihab H, et al. Data Resource 
Profile: Accessible Resource for Integrated Epigenomic Studies (ARIES). Int J Epidemiol. 
2015;44:1181-90. 
29. Boyd A, Golding J, Macleod J, Lawlor DA, Fraser A, Henderson J, et al. Cohort Profile: 
The ‘Children of the 90s’—the index offspring of the Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and 
Children. Int J Epidemiol. 2013;42:111-27. 
30. Golding J, Pembrey M, Jones R, Team tAS. ALSPAC: The Avon Longitudinal Study of 
Parents and Children I. Study methodology. Paediatric and Perinatal Epidemiology. 
2001;15:74-87. 
31. Fraser A, Macdonald-Wallis C, Tilling K, Boyd A, Golding J, Davey Smith G, et al. 
Cohort Profile: the Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children: ALSPAC mothers cohort. 
Int J Epidemiol. 2013;42:97-110. 
32. Dunn EC, Soare TW, Raffeld MR, Busso DS, Crawford KM, Davis KA, et al. What life 
course theoretical models best explain the relationship between exposure to childhood adversity 
and psychopathology symptoms: recency, accumulation, or sensitive periods? Psychological 
Medicine. 2018;48:2562-72. 
33. Andersen SL, Tomada A, Vincow ES, Valente E, Polcari A, Teicher MH. Preliminary 
evidence for sensitive periods in the effect of childhood sexual abuse on regional brain 
development. The Journal of neuropsychiatry and clinical neurosciences. 2008;20:292-301. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 27 of 35 

34. Slopen N, Kubzansky LD, McLaughlin KA, Koenen KC. Childhood adversity and 
inflammatory processes in youth: a prospective study. Psychoneuroendocrinology. 2013;38:188-
200. 
35. Min JL, Hemani G, Davey Smith G, Relton C, Suderman M. Meffil: efficient 
normalization and analysis of very large DNA methylation datasets. Bioinformatics (Oxford, 
England). 2018;34:3983-9. 
36. Houseman EA, Accomando WP, Koestler DC, Christensen BC, Marsit CJ, Nelson HH, et 
al. DNA methylation arrays as surrogate measures of cell mixture distribution. BMC 
Bioinformatics. 2012;13:86. 
37. Pal S, Tyler JK. Epigenetics and aging. Sci Adv. 2016;2:e1600584. 
38. Zhu Y, Simpkin AJ, Suderman MJ, Lussier AA, Walton E, Dunn EC, et al. A Structured 
Approach to Evaluating Life Course Hypotheses: Moving Beyond Analyses of Exposed Versus 
Unexposed in the Omics Context. Am J Epidemiol. 2020. 
39. Smith BJ, Smith ADAC, Dunn EC. Statistical Modeling of Sensitive Period Effects 
Using the Structured Life Course Modeling Approach (SLCMA). Current topics in behavioral 
neurosciences: Springer; In press. 
40. Smith AD, Heron J, Mishra G, Gilthorpe MS, Ben-Shlomo Y, Tilling K. Model Selection 
of the Effect of Binary Exposures over the Life Course. Epidemiology. 2015;26:719-26. 
41. Efron B, Hastie T, Johnstone I, Tibshirani R. Least angle regression. The Annals of 
Statistics. 2004;32:407-99. 
42. Tibshirani RJ, Taylor J, Lockhart R, Tibshirani R. Exact post-selection inference for 
sequential regression procedures. Journal of the American Statistical Association. 2016;111:600-
20. 
43. Amrhein V, Greenland S. Remove, rather than redefine, statistical significance. Nature 
Human Behaviour. 2018;2:4-. 
44. McShane BB, Gal D, Gelman A, Robert C, Tackett JL. Abandon Statistical Significance. 
The American Statistician. 2019;73:235-45. 
45. Zeilinger S, Kühnel B, Klopp N, Baurecht H, Kleinschmidt A, Gieger C, et al. Tobacco 
smoking leads to extensive genome-wide changes in DNA methylation. PLoS One. 
2013;8:e63812. 
46. Benjamini Y, Hochberg Y. Controlling the False Discovery Rate: A Practical and 
Powerful Approach to Multiple Testing. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B 
(Methodological). 1995;57:289 - 300. 
47. Hannon E, Lunnon K, Schalkwyk L, Mill J. Interindividual methylomic variation across 
blood, cortex, and cerebellum: implications for epigenetic studies of neurological and 
neuropsychiatric phenotypes. Epigenetics. 2015;10:1024-32. 
48. Ren X, Kuan PF. methylGSA: a Bioconductor package and Shiny app for DNA 
methylation data length bias adjustment in gene set testing. Bioinformatics. 2018;35:1958-9. 
49. Needham BL, Smith JA, Zhao W, Wang X, Mukherjee B, Kardia SL, et al. Life course 
socioeconomic status and DNA methylation in genes related to stress reactivity and 
inflammation: The multi-ethnic study of atherosclerosis. Epigenetics. 2015;10:958-69. 
50. Stringhini S, Polidoro S, Sacerdote C, Kelly RS, van Veldhoven K, Agnoli C, et al. Life-
course socioeconomic status and DNA methylation of genes regulating inflammation. Int J 
Epidemiol. 2015;44:1320-30. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 28 of 35 

51. McDade TW, Ryan CP, Jones MJ, Hoke MK, Borja J, Miller GE, et al. Genome-wide 
analysis of DNA methylation in relation to socioeconomic status during development and early 
adulthood. Am J Phys Anthropol. 2019;169:3-11. 
52. Oh ES, Petronis A. Origins of human disease: the chrono-epigenetic perspective. Nat Rev 
Genet. 2021. 
53. Levesque AR, MacDonald S, Berg SA, Reka R. Assessing the Impact of Changes in 
Household Socioeconomic Status on the Health of Children and Adolescents: A Systematic 
Review. Adolescent Research Review. 2021. 
54. Johnson RC, Kalil A, Dunifon RE. Employment patterns of less-skilled workers: links to 
children's behavior and academic progress. Demography. 2012;49:747-72. 
55. Philip Oreopoulos, Marianne Page, Ann Huff Stevens. The Intergenerational Effects of 
Worker Displacement. Journal of Labor Economics. 2008;26:455-000. 
56. Brand JE. The Far-Reaching Impact of Job Loss and Unemployment. Annual Review of 
Sociology. 2015;41:359-75. 
57. Sandstrom H, Huerta S. The Negative Effects of Instability on Child Development: A 
Research Synthesis Low-Income Working Families Discussion Paper 3. 2013. 
58. Ellis BJ, Figueredo AJ, Brumbach BH, Schlomer GL. Fundamental Dimensions of 
Environmental Risk : The Impact of Harsh versus Unpredictable Environments on the Evolution 
and Development of Life History Strategies. Hum Nat. 2009;20:204-68. 
59. Belsky J, Schlomer GL, Ellis BJ. Beyond cumulative risk: distinguishing harshness and 
unpredictability as determinants of parenting and early life history strategy. Dev Psychol. 
2012;48:662-73. 
60. Shonkoff JP. Building a New Biodevelopmental Framework to Guide the Future of Early 
Childhood Policy. Child Development. 2010;81:357-67. 
61. Hosokawa R, Katsura T. Effect of socioeconomic status on behavioral problems from 
preschool to early elementary school - A Japanese longitudinal study. PLoS One. 
2018;13:e0197961. 
62. Bush NR, Edgar RD, Park M, MacIsaac JL, McEwen LM, Adler NE, et al. The biological 
embedding of early-life socioeconomic status and family adversity in children's genome-wide 
DNA methylation. Epigenomics. 2018. 
63. Ellwood-Lowe ME, Humphreys KL, Ordaz SJ, Camacho MC, Sacchet MD, Gotlib IH. 
Time-varying effects of income on hippocampal volume trajectories in adolescent girls. 
Developmental cognitive neuroscience. 2018;30:41-50. 
64. Notterman DA, Mitchell C. Epigenetics and Understanding the Impact of Social 
Determinants of Health. Pediatric clinics of North America. 2015;62:1227-40. 
65. Adler NE, Newman K. Socioeconomic disparities in health: pathways and policies. 
Health Aff (Millwood). 2002;21:60-76. 
66. Cajaraville MP, Cancio I, Ibabe A, Orbea A. Peroxisome proliferation as a biomarker in 
environmental pollution assessment. Microsc Res Tech. 2003;61:191-202. 
67. Dunn EC. The Role of Neighborhood Social Characteristics on the Epigenome: Why the 
Lack of Investigations? JAMA Network Open. 2020;3:e206111-e. 
68. Reuben A, Sugden K, Arseneault L, Corcoran DL, Danese A, Fisher HL, et al. 
Association of Neighborhood Disadvantage in Childhood With DNA Methylation in Young 
Adulthood. JAMA Network Open. 2020;3:e206095-e. 
69. Duncan DT, Kawachi I. Neighborhoods and health: Oxford University Press Oxford, UK; 
2018. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 29 of 35 

70. Leventhal T, Brooks-Gunn J. The neighborhoods they live in: The effects of 
neighborhood residence on child and adolescent outcomes. Psychological Bulletin. 
2000;126:309-37. 
71. Christian H, Zubrick SR, Foster S, Giles-Corti B, Bull F, Wood L, et al. The influence of 
the neighborhood physical environment on early child health and development: A review and 
call for research. Health Place. 2015;33:25-36. 
72. Teicher MH, Samson JA, Anderson CM, Ohashi K. The effects of childhood 
maltreatment on brain structure, function and connectivity. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2016;17:652-66. 
73. Hardy B, Hill HD, Romich J. Strengthening Social Programs to Promote Economic 
Stability During Childhood. Social Policy Report. 2019;32:1-36. 
74. Nestle M. The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP): History, Politics, 
and Public Health Implications. Am J Public Health. 2019;109:1631-5. 
75. Tankersley J, Goldstein D. Biden Details $1.8 Trillion Plan for Workers, Students and 
Families. New York Times. 2021 April 28. 
76. Magnuson KA, Noble K, Duncan GJ, Fox NA, Gennetian LA, Yoshikawa H, et al. 
(2020), Data from: Baby's First Years (BFY), New York City, New Orleans, Omaha, and Twin 
Cities, 2018-2019, https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR37871.v2. 
77. Nishimi K, Howe E, Dunn EC. Social Determinants of Psychiatric Illness. Sociocultural 
Issues in Psychiatry: A Casebook and Curriculum. 2019:69. 
78. Benzies K, Mychasiuk R. Fostering family resiliency: a review of the key protective 
factors. Child & Family Social Work. 2009;14:103-14. 
79. Orthner DK, Jones-Sanpei H, Williamson S. The Resilience and Strengths of Low-
Income Families. Family Relations. 2004;53:159-67. 
80. Hoye JR, Cheishvili D, Yarger HA, Roth TL, Szyf M, Dozier M. Preliminary indications 
that the Attachment and Biobehavioral Catch-up Intervention alters DNA methylation in 
maltreated children. Dev Psychopathol. 2020;32:1486-94. 
81. Poehlmann-Tynan J, Engbretson A, Vigna AB, Weymouth LA, Burnson C, Zahn-Waxler 
C, et al. Cognitively-Based Compassion Training for parents reduces cortisol in infants and 
young children. Infant Ment Health J. 2020;41:126-44. 
82. Slopen N, McLaughlin KA, Shonkoff JP. Interventions to improve cortisol regulation in 
children: a systematic review. Pediatrics. 2014;133:312-26. 
83. Raby KL, Bernard K, Gordon MK, Dozier M. Enhancing diurnal cortisol regulation 
among young children adopted internationally: A randomized controlled trial of a parenting-
based intervention. Dev Psychopathol. 2020;32:1657-68. 
84. Purewal Boparai SK, Au V, Koita K, Oh DL, Briner S, Burke Harris N, et al. 
Ameliorating the biological impacts of childhood adversity: A review of intervention programs. 
Child Abuse & Neglect. 2018;81:82-105. 
85. Gurdasani D, Barroso I, Zeggini E, Sandhu MS. Genomics of disease risk in globally 
diverse populations. Nature Reviews Genetics. 2019;20:520-35. 
86. Althubaiti A. Information bias in health research: definition, pitfalls, and adjustment 
methods. J Multidiscip Healthc. 2016;9:211-7. 
87. Krieger N. Overcoming the absence of socioeconomic data in medical records: validation 
and application of a census-based methodology. Am J Public Health. 1992;82:703-10. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 30 of 35 

              

 

Table 1. Prevalence of exposure to socioeconomic adversity by developmental period in the ARIES analytic sample. 

 Job loss 
(N=667) 

Income 
reduction 
(N=711) 

Low family 
income 
(N=619) 

Financial 
hardship 
(N=697) 

Major financial 
problem 
(N=710) 

Neighborhood 
disadvantage 

(N=687) 

Very early childhood 
(0-2 years) 42 (6.3%) 458 (64.4%) 95 (15.4%) 127 (18.2%) 138 (19.4%) 83 (12.1%) 

Early childhood 
(3-5 years) 32 (4.8%) 220 (30.9%) 79 (12.8%) 46 (6.6%) 69 (9.7%) 36 (5.2%) 

Middle childhood 
(6-7 years) 18 (2.7%) 134 (18.9%) 55 (8.9%) 29 (4.2%) 60 (8.5%) 29 (4.2%) 

Ever-exposed a 77 (11.5%) 525 (73.8%) 130 (21.0%) 147 (21.1%) 184 (25.9%) 98 (14.3%) 

Average correlation 
 over time b 0.49 0.34 0.87 0.70 0.50 0.80 

The first four rows present the number (%) of children who were exposed to the specific type of socioeconomic adversity at each 
developmental period or ever exposed throughout the three periods.  
a Children who were exposed during at least one period were defined as ever-exposed for the specific type of socioeconomic 
adversity.  
b Polychoric correlations were presented, characterizing the average correlation over time within the given type of exposure.  
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Table 2. Summary of the SLCMA results for the 62 CpGs with R2>3%. 

Adversity Number of 
R2>3% CpGs 

Range of R2 Range of p-values Number of 
FDR<0.05 CpGs 

Neighborhood disadvantage 17 3.0-4.2% 1.3×10-7 – 7.1×10-6 4a 
Job loss 15 3.1-3.7% 5.8×10-7 – 8.8×10-6 - 
Low family income 13 3.0-3.8% 1.7×10-6 – 2.5×10-5 - 
Financial hardship 9 3.0-3.7% 5.9×10-7 – 8.5×10-6 - 
Major financial problem 5 3.0-3.8% 2.6×10-7 – 4.7×10-6 - 
Income reduction 3 3.0-3.3% 1.5×10-6 – 4.5×10-6 - 
SLCMA = structured life course modeling approach; FDR = false discovery rate.  
The R2 values reflect the increase in the variance of DNA methylation explained by the first hypothesis chosen after 
accounting for covariates. P-values were calculated using selective inference, which assesses the significance of the 
increase in R2 explained. See Table S3 for the full list of the 62 CpGs.  
a Four CpGs for neighborhood disadvantage passed an FDR<0.05 significance threshold: cg20102336, cg08638097,  
cg23405172, and cg14212190. 
 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
-N

C
-N

D
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 

 is the author/funder, w
ho has granted m

edR
xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

(w
h

ich
 w

as n
o

t certified
 b

y p
eer review

)
T

he copyright holder for this preprint 
this version posted June 29, 2021. 

; 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418

doi: 
m

edR
xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 32 of 35 

Figure 1. Study design and the conceptual life-course models used in the structured life course modeling approach (SLCMA).  
(a) Measurement of childhood socioeconomic adversity (X) and DNA methylation (DNAm) over time (T). Exposure to 
socioeconomic adversities, or indicators of low socioeconomic position (SEP), were measured repeatedly across three childhood 

 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
-N

C
-N

D
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 

 is the author/funder, w
ho has granted m

edR
xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

(w
h

ich
 w

as n
o

t certified
 b

y p
eer review

)
T

he copyright holder for this preprint 
this version posted June 29, 2021. 

; 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418

doi: 
m

edR
xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.23.21259418
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 33 of 35 

periods: very early (0-2 years, T1), early (3-5 years, T2), and middle childhood (6-7 years, T3). DNAm was measured around age 7.  
(b) Illustration of the life-course hypotheses tested in the SLCMA, the least angle regression (LARS) variable selection procedure, and 
selective inference test. Accumulation, sensitive period, and mobility hypotheses were examined in this study. Accumulation assumes 
that the effect of low SEP increases with the number of exposed periods. Sensitive period assumes that low SEP is particularly 
impactful during one of the three time periods. Mobility assumes that changes in SEP across specific periods is particularly impactful. 
Early worsening and early improvement refer to adversity getting worse (↓SEP) or better (↑SEP) from very early to early childhood, 
respectively; later worsening and later improvement refer to adversity getting worse or better from early to middle childhood, 
respectively. For each socioeconomic adversity, hypotheses were encoded into variables and then entered into the LARS variable 
selection procedure to identify the one explaining the most variability in DNAm at age 7 at each CpG site. We then performed post-
selection inference to test the association between the selected variable and DNAm as well as estimate confidence intervals. See 
Supplemental Methods for more details about SLCMA. 
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Figure 2. Mobility and sensitive period hypotheses were most often selected among the top 62 CpGs linked with socioeconomic 
adversity (or socioeconomic position, SEP) that explained > 3% variance in DNA methylation (DNAm).  
(a) Frequency at which each life-course hypothesis was selected among the 62 CpGs. For job loss and income reduction, we tested 
accumulatiwon and sensitive period hypotheses, and middle childhood was the most selected hypothesis. For the other four 
socioeconomic adversities, we tested accumulation, sensitive period, and mobility hypotheses. Mobility hypotheses, specifically 
worsening SEP, were most selected. Very early, Early, and Middle refer to sensitive period hypotheses related to the three childhood 
periods: very early (0-2 years), early (3-5 years), and middle childhood (6-7 years). Early worsening/improvement refer to mobility 
hypotheses for changes between very early and early childhood, and later worsening/improvement refer to mobility hypotheses for 
changes between early and middle childhood.  
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(b) For the four CpGs associated with neighborhood disadvantage at an FDR<0.05, SEP mobility group implied by the selected 
mobility hypothesis showed the greatest shift in DNAm. SEP mobility group was defined based on the exposure status at two 
consecutive childhood periods (very early and early, or early and middle) involved in the mobility hypothesis chosen for each CpG; 
persistently low SEP was defined as being exposed during both periods; worsening SEP was defined as being unexposed during the 
former period but exposed during the later period; improving SEP was defined as being exposed during the former period but 
unexposed during the later period; persistently high SEP was defined as being unexposed during both periods.  
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