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Abstract 20 

 Racial disparities in many aging-related health outcomes are persistent and pervasive 21 

among older Americans, reflecting accelerated biological aging for Black Americans compared 22 

to White, known as weathering. Environmental determinants that contribute to weathering are 23 

poorly understood. Having a higher biological age, measured by DNA methylation (DNAm), than 24 

chronological age is robustly associated with worse age-related outcomes and higher social 25 

adversity. We hypothesize that individual socioeconomic status (SES), neighborhood social 26 

environment, and air pollution exposures contribute to racial disparities in DNAm aging 27 

according to GrimAge and Dunedin Pace of Aging methylation (DPoAm). We perform 28 

retrospective cross-sectional analyses among 2,960 non-Hispanic participants (82% White, 18% 29 

Black) in the Health and Retirement Study whose 2016 DNAm age is linked to survey responses 30 

and geographic data. DNAm aging is defined as the residual after regressing DNAm age on 31 

chronological age. We observe Black individuals have significantly accelerated DNAm aging on 32 

average compared to White individuals according to GrimAge (239%) and DPoAm (238%). We 33 

implement multivariable linear regression models and threefold decomposition to identify 34 

exposures that contribute to this disparity. Exposure measures include individual-level SES, 35 

census-tract-level socioeconomic deprivation and air pollution (fine particulate matter, nitrogen 36 

dioxide, and ozone), and perceived neighborhood social and physical disorder. Race and gender 37 

are included as covariates. Regression and decomposition results show that individual-level SES 38 

is strongly associated with and accounts for a large portion of the disparity in both GrimAge and 39 

DPoAm aging. Higher neighborhood deprivation for Black participants significantly contributes 40 

to the disparity in GrimAge aging. Black participants are more vulnerable to fine particulate 41 
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matter exposure for DPoAm, perhaps due to individual- and neighborhood-level SES, which may 42 

contribute to the disparity in DPoAm aging. DNAm aging may play a role in the environment 43 

“getting under the skin”, contributing to age-related health disparities between older Black and 44 

White Americans.  45 

 46 

Introduction 47 

 There are severe racial disparities in age-related health in the United States. Black 48 

Americans have earlier onset, higher prevalence, and reduced survival of age-related diseases 49 

relative to their White counterparts due to the “cumulative impact of repeated experience with 50 

social or economic adversity and political marginalization” [1,2]. Early health deterioration has 51 

been termed weathering and reflects accelerated aging [3,4]. Across many biomarkers of aging, 52 

Black Americans are biologically older than their White counterparts of the same chronological 53 

age [5]. There is evidence that individual socioeconomic status (SES), neighborhood deprivation 54 

and segregation, and discrimination may play a role in these disparities [6–8]. However, the 55 

social and structural determinants of weathering are not well understood and the contributions 56 

of individual and neighborhood factors know to impact age-related health have not been 57 

quantified. 58 

Social epigenetics posits that DNAm is a mediating link between social and structural 59 

determinants of health and both age-related health outcomes and health disparities, though 60 

there is limited work directly testing this hypothesis [9,10]. Social and structural determinants 61 

of health are the conditions in which individuals are born, live, learn, work, and age [11]. 62 

Structural factors such as racial segregation and discrimination, exclusionary economic policy, 63 
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and environmental racism influence an individual’s socioeconomic resources and exposure to 64 

environmental conditions, such as the social environment of one’s neighborhood and physical 65 

pollutants. These determinants are known to be important for age-related health and health 66 

disparities, but there is limited understanding of the biological mechanisms by which they 67 

affect health outcomes. There is evidence that DNAm aging may be one such mechanism. 68 

Markers of biological aging using DNA methylation (DNAm) have emerged as robust 69 

measures of weathering, especially GrimAge and Dunedin Pace of Aging Methylation (DPoAm). 70 

These measures both strongly predict many age-related outcomes, including lung disease, 71 

cognitive decline, functional decline, and mortality [12–19]. Racial disparities in these measures 72 

have been documented and shown to mediate racial disparities in health status and decline and 73 

mortality [5]. They are also associated with social and structural determinants, including 74 

individual SES and aspects of the neighborhood social environment [8,16–20]. To the best of 75 

our knowledge, prior studies have not quantified the contribution of specific social or structural 76 

determinants to the racial disparity in DNAm aging, nor examined whether GrimAge and 77 

DpoAm are associated with air pollution exposure. 78 

The neighborhood social and physical environments are important determinants for 79 

age-related health. Neighborhood socioeconomic deprivation, perceived neighborhood 80 

disorder (i.e., reporting less social cohesion and safety and more physical disorder), and air 81 

pollution exposure have all been linked to health status and decline in older adults. A growing 82 

body of research shows that living in a neighborhood with a greater proportion of people with 83 

low socioeconomic resources is associated with many adverse health outcomes for older adults 84 

regardless of their individual SES [21–30]. There are mixed results on the health effects of 85 
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perceived social and physical disorder in one’s neighborhood, but disorder is associated with 86 

risk of functional decline, cardiovascular disease, and dementia [24,27,31–35]. Exposure to fine 87 

particulate matter (PM2.5) air pollution is an established risk factor for mortality and several 88 

age-related diseases and nitrogen dioxide is associated with several of these outcomes as well 89 

[36–40]. The risks of air pollution exposure may be even higher for older adults than for the 90 

general population [38].  91 

Historic and current structural and environmental racism and persistent racial 92 

residential segregation result in inequitable distributions of these social determinants, where 93 

Black Americans have fewer socioeconomic resources and higher exposure to unfavorable and 94 

unhealthy conditions in their neighborhood environment [41–43]. The large impact of the 95 

inequitable distribution of individual socioeconomic status (SES) on health disparities is well 96 

documented [44]. Black older adults are more likely to live in a neighborhood with higher 97 

deprivation, disorder, and pollution than their White counterparts and these inequities also 98 

contribute to health disparities [32,45–47]. For example, neighborhood socioeconomic 99 

composition explains large portions of the racial disparities in COVID-19 infection in Chicago 100 

and self-rated health among older adults [48,49]. Neighborhood stress contributes to the racial 101 

disparity in hypertension [50]. Air pollution contributes to racial disparities in hypertension, 102 

Alzheimer’s disease, and likely other age-related diseases [51–53].  103 

Furthermore, the relationship between measured environmental exposures and age-104 

related outcomes may be different between racial groups. Black Americans appear to have 105 

greater risk from the same amount of PM2.5 pollution than their White counterparts; Black 106 

Medicare beneficiaries had three times greater risk of mortality and Black women had twice the 107 
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risk of Alzheimer’s Disease due to PM2.5 [52,54]. There is also some evidence that risk of 108 

functional limitations due to neighborhood physical disorder may differ between racial groups 109 

[32]. Since race is a social construct, any differences in risk between racial groups can be 110 

attributed to structural and social determinants that affect either amount of exposure or 111 

defenses against a detrimental neighborhood exposure. Research is needed to determine 112 

whether risk from social environment exposures differ, whether differences contribute to racial 113 

disparities in outcomes, and the determinants that influence these differences. Threefold 114 

decomposition, a technique more common in the social sciences than in health sciences, is well 115 

suited to evaluating how the distribution of both an exposure and risk contribute to disparities. 116 

In this study we investigate the extent to which different levels of neighborhood 117 

exposures and different risks due to those exposures between Black and White older Americans 118 

contribute to racial disparities in DNAm aging. We first hypothesize that individual-level SES 119 

greatly contributes to the DNAm aging disparity but does not fully explain it. We further 120 

hypothesize that neighborhood exposures with a larger racial disparity and stronger association 121 

with biological aging contribute more to the DNAm aging disparity (specifically, neighborhood 122 

deprivation, PM2.5, and NO2 contribute more than neighborhood disorder and ozone). Finally, 123 

we hypothesize that Black participants have greater risk due to PM2.5 than White and perhaps 124 

to other neighborhood exposures as well. We test these hypotheses using a large nationally 125 

representative sample of adults 50 and over, two robust markers of biological aging as 126 

outcomes, and two complementary analytical techniques, regression and decomposition. This 127 

study builds on the weathering literature by identifying specific environmental-level factors that 128 

contribute to racial disparities in biological aging, including air pollution, and by examining not 129 
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only different levels of environmental exposures between racial groups but also potentially 130 

different levels of risk. 131 

 132 

Methods 133 

Data 134 

The Health and Retirement Study (HRS) is sponsored by the National Institute on Aging 135 

(grant number NIA U01 AG009740) and is conducted by the University of Michigan. Surveys are 136 

administered by phone or in person biannually with a nationally representative population of 137 

Americans aged 50 or older [55]. In 2016, a subset of HRS participants provided a venous blood 138 

sample of which a representative subsample (N=4018) was selected for DNA methylation 139 

(DNAm) measurement [56]. We link epigenetic data with data from the 2016 wave of the HRS 140 

survey, the Psychosocial and Lifestyle Questionnaire (2008-2014), and the HRS Contextual Data 141 

Resource (CDR). The Psychosocial and Lifestyle Questionnaire is given to half of HRS 142 

respondents in each wave as a self-administered questionnaire after completing a face-to-face 143 

interview [57]. Response rates are 73-83%. The CDR is a restricted data set which includes 144 

geographic identifiers and data drawn from sources such as the American Community Survey 145 

and Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) [58,59].  146 

Ethics Statement 147 

All data were collected by HRS following written informed consent under a protocol 148 

approved by an IRB at the University of Michigan. We report secondary analyses approved by 149 

an IRB at the University of Pennsylvania. 150 
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Population 151 

We include self-identified non-Hispanic White and Black individuals in the DNAm sub-152 

sample with complete exposure and covariate data. 366 individuals were excluded for missing 153 

any variables. Our final sample comprises 2,960 participants; 82% (N=2438) are White, 18% 154 

(N=522) are Black.  155 

Measures 156 

DNA methylation aging 157 

Whole blood samples collected in EDTA tubes were sent to the CLIA-certified Advanced 158 

Research and Diagnostic Laboratory at the University of Minnesota for centralized processing. 159 

DNAm was measured using the Infinium Methylation EPIC BeadChip. Samples were randomized 160 

across plates, run in duplicate, and quality controlled. Values for GrimAge and Dunedin Pace of 161 

Aging methylation (DPoAm) were estimated based on published CpG sites and weights [16,17]. 162 

GrimAge is reported in units of biological years, while DPoAm is reported in units of biological 163 

years per chronological year as a measure of pace of aging. For both, we regress value on 164 

chronological age and use the residual to measure individuals’ DNAm aging, consistent with 165 

previous work [60]. A residual greater than zero indicates higher clock value than expected 166 

based on chronological age, i.e., accelerated DNAm aging. We repeat this regression including 167 

ten ancestry-informative principal components, as described below, and without population 168 

weighting and report results in S1 Table. We then divide by the root mean square to scale the 169 

residuals for ease of comparison between the two clock measures. 170 

Environmental exposures 171 
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For exposure to neighborhood socioeconomic deprivation and air pollution, we use 172 

census-tract-level data based on participants’ census tract of residence in 2014.  173 

Social Deprivation Index (SDI): The SDI is a composite measure of socioeconomic 174 

deprivation based on seven characteristics, such as percent of the population under the poverty 175 

line or unemployed, constructed using data from the American Community Survey [61,62]. We 176 

use the publicly available census-tract-level 2015 SDI score. 177 

Air pollution: Mean level of particulate matter air pollution (PM2.5), Nitrogen Dioxide 178 

(NO2), and Ozone (O3) per census tract are available from the EPA as part of the CDR. We use 179 

average 2014 levels at participants’ 2014 residential census tracts for PM2.5 and O3. The most 180 

recent data available for NO2 are for 2010, so we use the average 2010 level at participants’ 181 

2010 residential census tract. 182 

Neighborhood disorder: We use participant evaluations of their neighborhood in the 183 

Psychosocial and Lifestyle Questionnaire as measures of perceived neighborhood social and 184 

physical disorder [57]. Respondents rated their agreement on a seven-point scale to each of 185 

eight statements. Four statements relate to social disorder (sense of belonging, 186 

trustworthiness, friendliness, and helpfulness among neighbors) and four to physical disorder 187 

(presence of vandalism, litter, vacant buildings, and sense of safety) in their neighborhood 188 

(defined as everywhere within a 20-minute walk or half a mile of your home). We use the most 189 

recent response from 2008-2014 for each respondent and the average score across the four 190 

items, log-transformed and scaled to normalize distributions. Higher scores indicate greater 191 

perceived disorder.  192 

Covariates 193 
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We use self-reported race, ethnicity, and gender. Participants who identified as Hispanic 194 

or Latino or as a race other than Black or White are excluded. The HRS survey treats gender as 195 

binary and does not distinguish between assigned sex or gender identity. “Sex-mismatched” 196 

blood samples were removed from DNAm measurement, so there is likely no representation of 197 

trans or intersex individuals in this dataset. Education is categorized based on years of formal 198 

schooling completed. We use an index of household income and wealth to avoid collinearity. 199 

Household income is the sum of respondent and spouse annual income. Household wealth is 200 

the sum of all assets, including second homes, minus debts. We log transform income and 201 

wealth, calculate a Z score for each, average the Z scores, then use weighted quartiles. Race, 202 

gender, education, and quartile of wealth/income are included as covariates in all analyses. 203 

Sample weights 204 

HRS provides sample weights for the DNAm subsample to adjust for probability of 205 

participation. More detail on weights can be found in the documentation [56]. We impute 206 

missing sample weights (N=143 missing) using the mean value and include weighting in all 207 

regression analyses. 208 

Ancestry-informative principal components 209 

We perform a supplementary analysis correcting for ancestry-informative genetic 210 

markers to account for population stratification, which varies between ancestry groups and can 211 

influence DNAm [63]. Ten ancestry-specific principal components are available for a portion of 212 

the White (European ancestry) and Black (African ancestry) participants and were included as 213 

covariates in supplemental regression of GrimAge and DPoAm values on chronological age (S1 214 

Table) [64]. 215 
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Analytic Approach 216 

 All analyses are conducted in R statistical software (version 4.2.1) and code is available 217 

at github.com/pennbindlab [65]. We use two complementary analytic strategies.  218 

Linear Regression Models: We first implement stepwise linear regression. We perform 219 

univariate linear regression to assess the association between DNAm aging and race alone, 220 

which defines the total racial disparity. We then add individual-level covariates (age, gender, 221 

education, and wealth/income). To evaluate associations between DNAm aging and the 222 

environment we then add each environmental exposure individually (Social Deprivation Index, 223 

perceived social disorder, perceived physical disorder, PM2.5, NO2, and O3). We perform 224 

sensitivity analysis to assess whether residential mobility biases the results by excluding 225 

individuals who moved between 2010 and 2016 (N=667) (S2 and S3 Tables). We assess whether 226 

the relationships between the exposures and DNAm aging differs between racial groups by 227 

adding interaction terms with race. We assess factors that may influence vulnerability to PM2.5 228 

exposure using interaction terms with PM2.5. All models include sample weighting, as 229 

described above. P-values are Bonferroni corrected to account for six comparisons. AIC 230 

(Aikake’s Information Criterion) is shown as a goodness-of-fit indicator. 231 

 Threefold Decomposition: Next, we implement Kitagawa-Blinder-Oaxaca decomposition 232 

to quantify how each covariate and environmental measure contribute to the disparity in 233 

DNAm aging using the package Oaxaca() (version 0.1.5) [66,67]. Threefold decomposition 234 

separates these contributions into endowment, coefficient, and interaction effects. The 235 

endowment effect indicates the portion of the disparity due to differences in the levels of the 236 

explanatory variables between groups. The coefficient effect reflects the portion of the 237 
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disparity due to differences in the coefficient of the variables between groups, i.e. different 238 

associations or vulnerabilities to the exposures between groups. The interaction effect accounts 239 

for differences in endowments and coefficients that exist simultaneously. We use linear 240 

regression as the underlying models for decomposition and run 10,000 bootstrap samples to 241 

calculate 95% confidence intervals. 242 

 243 

Results 244 

There are large racial disparities in DNAm aging and environmental 245 

exposures 246 

Descriptive statistics by race are shown in Table 1. The overall sample has an average 247 

age of 71 years and is 41% male. Black participants are significantly younger, more likely to be 248 

women, less educated, and have lower income/wealth than White participants on average 249 

(p<0.001). They also have higher levels of all environmental exposures except ozone; Black 250 

participants are exposed to higher levels of neighborhood social deprivation, perceived social 251 

and physical disorder, PM2.5, and nitrogen dioxide (p<0.001). Effect sizes for these disparities 252 

are medium to large (Cohen’s d > 0.5), with the difference in social deprivation being 253 

particularly striking. Black participants on average have higher rates of DNAm aging than White 254 

participants in both GrimAge and DPoAm aging (p <0.001); Black participants on average have 255 

accelerated DNAm aging while White participants have slightly decelerated DNAm aging. Scaled 256 

residuals are shown in Table 1 and used in all analyses for ease of comparison between the two 257 

DNAm aging measures. Unscaled residuals show that the difference between Black and White 258 
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participants’ DNAm aging is 1.4 biological years according to GrimAge, and 0.03 biological years 259 

(or 0.36 biological months) per chronological year according to DPoAm (S1 Table). The effect 260 

size for disparities in all DNAm aging measures are moderate (Cohen’s d ~ 0.3). 261 

Table 1. Sample characteristics and racial disparities 262 

Characteristic Overall, N = 2,9601 White, N = 2,4381 Black, N = 5221 p-value2 Effect Size3 
Age (years) 71.33 (9.53) 72.08 (9.54) 67.81 (8.69) <0.001 0.468 
Gender    <0.001 0.085 

Male 1,218 (41%) 1,051 (43%) 167 (32%)   
Female 1,742 (59%) 1,387 (57%) 355 (68%)   

GrimAge aging 0.03 (1.00) -0.02 (0.99) 0.28 (1.03) <0.001 0.304 
DunedinPoAm aging 0.03 (1.00) -0.03 (0.98) 0.31 (1.04) <0.001 0.334 
Education    <0.001 0.164 

College + 839 (28%) 740 (30%) 99 (19%)   
Some College 773 (26%) 644 (26%) 129 (25%)   
High School 974 (33%) 803 (33%) 171 (33%)   
< High School 374 (13%) 251 (10%) 123 (24%)   

Wealth/Income Quartile    <0.001 0.325 

4 702 (24%) 680 (28%) 22 (4.2%)   
3 751 (25%) 671 (28%) 80 (15%)   
2 803 (27%) 644 (26%) 159 (30%)   
1 704 (24%) 443 (18%) 261 (50%)   

Social Deprivation Index -0.12 (0.98) -0.32 (0.89) 0.79 (0.80) <0.001 1.31 
Social Disorder -0.06 (0.96) -0.16 (0.93) 0.41 (0.98) <0.001 0.600 
Physical Disorder -0.06 (0.95) -0.17 (0.92) 0.46 (0.96) <0.001 0.670 
PM2.5 (µg/m³) 9.52 (1.91) 9.36 (1.94) 10.26 (1.61) <0.001 0.506 
Ozone (µg/m³) 38.17 (3.89) 38.40 (4.01) 37.09 (3.04) <0.001 0.367 
NO� (ppb) 8.23 (4.14) 7.78 (3.80) 10.37 (4.93) <0.001 0.590 
Sample characteristics overall and by race. Significance of comparison between White and Black groups 
shown. 
1Mean (SD); n (%) 
2Wilcoxon rank sum test; Pearson's Chi-squared test 
3Cohen's D; Cramer's V 

 263 

 Sensitivity analyses show that the absolute disparity in DNAm aging remains the same 264 

whether sample weights are applied and whether ancestry-informative genetic markers are 265 

included in the regression (S1 Table). The racial disparity in DNAm aging is not due to sampling 266 

bias nor genetic background. 267 
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Stepwise multivariable regression models 268 

Regressing DNAm aging on race gives the total disparity between White and Black 269 

participants in GrimAge and DPoAm aging in scaled units, shown in the first column of Table 2 270 

and Table 3, respectively. The disparity in GrimAge is 0.30 units (95% CI 0.18, 0.42; p<0.001), 271 

and the disparity in DPoAm is 0.35 units (95% CI 0.23, 0.47; p<0.001). Adding individual-level 272 

covariates in the second column shows that gender and individual-level socioeconomic status 273 

(SES) are significantly associated with both GrimAge and DpoAm aging. Being female (GrimAge 274 

β=-0.73, 95% CI -0.8, -0.67; DpoAm β=-0.2, 95% CI -0.27, -0.13; p< 0.001) is associated with 275 

decreased DNAm aging while having less education (GrimAge β=0.51, 95% CI 0.38, 0.63; DPoAm 276 

β=0.39, 95% CI 0.26, 0.53; p<0.001 for less than high school compared to college or more), or 277 

having lower wealth/income (GrimAge β=0.53, 95% CI 0.43, 0.64; DPoAm β=0.32, 95% CI 0.21, 278 

0.44; p<0.001 for the lowest quartile compared to the highest quartile) is associated with 279 

increased DNAm aging. These associations tend to be larger in magnitude with GrimAge than 280 

DPoAm aging. Adding these individual-level factors reduces the association between GrimAge 281 

aging and race from 0.30 to 0.13 (95% CI 0.02, 0.24) units and to non-significance, implying that 282 

these factors strongly contribute to the racial disparity in GrimAge aging. The association 283 

between DPoAm aging and race remains significant after adding these factors, but the 284 

magnitude is reduced from 0.35 to 0.21 (95% CI 0.09, 0.33, p<0.01) units, implying that 285 

individual-level SES contributes somewhat to the disparity in DPoAm aging. 286 

  287 
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Table 2. GrimAge aging: Multivariable associations with individual covariates and neighborhood 288 

exposures. 289 

GrimAge1 
Total 

disparity1 
Individual 

SES1 
SDI1 Social 

Disorder1 
Physical 
Disorder1 

PM2.51 Ozone1 NO�1 

Race         
White — — — — — — — — 
Black 0.30*** 

(0.18,0.42) 
0.13 

(0.02,0.24) 
0.08 

(-0.03,0.20) 
0.11 

(0.00,0.22) 
0.12 

(0.01,0.23) 
0.13 

(0.02,0.24) 
0.13 

(0.02,0.24) 
0.13 

(0.02,0.24
Gender         

Male  — — — — — — — 

Female  -0.73*** 
(-0.80,-0.67) 

-0.73*** 
(-0.79,-0.66) 

-0.72*** 
(-0.79,-0.66) 

-0.73*** 
(-0.79,-0.66) 

-0.73*** 
(-0.80,-0.67) 

-0.73*** 
(-0.80,-0.67) 

-0.73***
(-0.80,-0.6

Education         
College +  — — — — — — — 

Some College  0.26*** 
(0.17,0.34) 

0.25*** 
(0.17,0.34) 

0.25*** 
(0.17,0.34) 

0.25*** 
(0.17,0.34) 

0.26*** 
(0.17,0.34) 

0.26*** 
(0.17,0.34) 

0.26*** 
(0.17,0.34

High School  0.30*** 
(0.21,0.38) 

0.29*** 
(0.20,0.38) 

0.30*** 
(0.21,0.38) 

0.29*** 
(0.21,0.38) 

0.29*** 
(0.21,0.38) 

0.30*** 
(0.21,0.38) 

0.30*** 
(0.21,0.38

< High School  0.51*** 
(0.38,0.63) 

0.50*** 
(0.37,0.62) 

0.50*** 
(0.38,0.63) 

0.50*** 
(0.38,0.63) 

0.51*** 
(0.38,0.63) 

0.51*** 
(0.38,0.63) 

0.51*** 
(0.38,0.63

Quartile Wealth/Income         
4  — — — — — — — 

3  0.15** 
(0.06,0.24) 

0.14* 
(0.05,0.23) 

0.15** 
(0.06,0.23) 

0.15** 
(0.06,0.24) 

0.15** 
(0.06,0.24) 

0.15** 
(0.06,0.24) 

0.15** 
(0.06,0.24

2  0.41*** 
(0.31,0.50) 

0.38*** 
(0.28,0.47) 

0.40*** 
(0.30,0.49) 

0.40*** 
(0.31,0.50) 

0.41*** 
(0.31,0.50) 

0.41*** 
(0.31,0.50) 

0.41*** 
(0.31,0.50

1  0.53*** 
(0.43,0.64) 

0.49*** 
(0.38,0.60) 

0.52*** 
(0.41,0.62) 

0.52*** 
(0.42,0.63) 

0.53*** 
(0.43,0.64) 

0.53*** 
(0.43,0.64) 

0.53*** 
(0.43,0.64

Neighborhood Exposure   0.06* 
(0.02,0.09) 

0.04 
(0.00,0.07) 

0.02 
(-0.02,0.06) 

0.00 
(-0.01,0.02) 

0.00 
(-0.01,0.01) 

0.00 
(-0.01,0.01

(Intercept) -0.05* 
(-0.09,-0.02) 

-0.09 
(-0.17,-0.02) 

-0.05 
(-0.13,0.03) 

-0.08 
(-0.16,-0.01) 

-0.08 
(-0.16,-0.01) 

-0.12 
(-0.29,0.06) 

-0.15 
(-0.46,0.17) 

-0.10 
(-0.20,0.01

R² 0.008 0.213 0.215 0.214 0.213 0.213 0.213 0.213 
AIC 9,064 8,393 8,387 8,390 8,394 8,395 8,395 8,395 
Results of linear regression models with GrimAge aging as the outcome. 
1ß (95% confidence interval) *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001 

 290 

  291 
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Table 3. DPoAm aging: Multivariable associations with individual covariates and neighborhood 292 

exposures. 293 

DPoAm1 
Total 

disparity1 
Individual 

SES1 
SDI1 Social 

Disorder1 
Physical 
Disorder1 

PM2.51 Ozone1 NO�1 

Race         
White — — — — — — — — 
Black 0.35*** 

(0.23,0.47) 
0.21** 

(0.09,0.33) 
0.18* 

(0.05,0.30) 
0.20** 

(0.08,0.32) 
0.21** 

(0.09,0.33) 
0.21** 

(0.09,0.33) 
0.21** 

(0.09,0.33) 
0.20** 

(0.08,0.32
Gender         

Male  — — — — — — — 

Female  -0.20*** 
(-0.27,-0.13) 

-0.20*** 
(-0.27,-0.13) 

-0.19*** 
(-0.26,-0.12) 

-0.20*** 
(-0.27,-0.13) 

-0.20*** 
(-0.27,-0.13) 

-0.20*** 
(-0.27,-0.13) 

-0.20***
(-0.27,-0.1

Education         
College +  — — — — — — — 

Some College  0.18*** 
(0.09,0.27) 

0.18** 
(0.08,0.27) 

0.18** 
(0.08,0.27) 

0.18** 
(0.08,0.27) 

0.18** 
(0.09,0.27) 

0.18*** 
(0.09,0.27) 

0.18*** 
(0.09,0.27

High School  0.23*** 
(0.13,0.32) 

0.22*** 
(0.13,0.32) 

0.23*** 
(0.14,0.32) 

0.23*** 
(0.13,0.32) 

0.23*** 
(0.13,0.32) 

0.23*** 
(0.13,0.32) 

0.23*** 
(0.14,0.32

< High School  0.39*** 
(0.26,0.53) 

0.39*** 
(0.25,0.52) 

0.39*** 
(0.25,0.53) 

0.39*** 
(0.25,0.53) 

0.39*** 
(0.26,0.53) 

0.39*** 
(0.26,0.53) 

0.40*** 
(0.26,0.53

Quartile Wealth/Income         
4  — — — — — — — 

3  0.06 
(-0.04,0.15) 

0.05 
(-0.04,0.15) 

0.05 
(-0.04,0.15) 

0.06 
(-0.04,0.15) 

0.06 
(-0.04,0.15) 

0.06 
(-0.04,0.15) 

0.06 
(-0.03,0.16

2  0.20*** 
(0.09,0.30) 

0.17** 
(0.07,0.28) 

0.19** 
(0.08,0.29) 

0.19** 
(0.09,0.30) 

0.20*** 
(0.09,0.30) 

0.20*** 
(0.09,0.30) 

0.20*** 
(0.10,0.30

1  0.32*** 
(0.21,0.44) 

0.29*** 
(0.18,0.41) 

0.31*** 
(0.19,0.42) 

0.32*** 
(0.20,0.43) 

0.32*** 
(0.21,0.44) 

0.32*** 
(0.21,0.44) 

0.32*** 
(0.21,0.44

Neighborhood Exposure   0.04 
(0.00,0.08) 

0.03 
(-0.01,0.07) 

0.01 
(-0.03,0.05) 

0.00 
(-0.01,0.02) 

0.00 
(-0.01,0.01) 

0.00 
(-0.01,0.01

(Intercept) -0.06** 
(-0.10,-0.03) 

-0.22*** 
(-0.31,-0.14) 

-0.20*** 
(-0.28,-0.11) 

-0.22*** 
(-0.30,-0.14) 

-0.22*** 
(-0.30,-0.14) 

-0.25* 
(-0.44,-0.07) 

-0.13 
(-0.47,0.22) 

-0.26***
(-0.37,-0.1

R² 0.012 0.059 0.060 0.060 0.059 0.059 0.059 0.059 
AIC 8,973 8,843 8,841 8,842 8,844 8,845 8,844 8,844 
Results of linear regression models with DPoAm aging as the outcome. 
1ß (95% confidence interval) *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001 

 294 

We then add each environmental exposure separately to the model. The social 295 

deprivation index (SDI) is significantly associated with GrimAge aging (β=0.06, 95% CI 0.02, 0.09; 296 

p<0.05), and further reduces the association between GrimAge aging and race to 0.08 (95% CI -297 

0.03, 0.2) units (Table 2, column 3). The SDI is not significantly associated with DPoAm aging 298 

after correcting for multiple comparisons but has a positive coefficient (β=0.04, 95% CI 0.0, 299 
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0.08) (Table 3, column 3). Adding SDI reduces the magnitude and significance of the association 300 

between DPoAm aging and race to 0.18 (95% CI 0.05, 0.18; p<0.05) units. Together these 301 

results imply that lower neighborhood socioeconomic resources are associated with higher 302 

GrimAge aging and contribute to the Black-White disparity in DNAm aging.  303 

The association between perceived social disorder and GrimAge aging has a positive 304 

coefficient (β=0.04, 95% CI 0.0, 0.07) but is not significant after correcting for multiple 305 

comparisons (Table 2, column 4). Adding social disorder has a smaller effect on the association 306 

with race than adding SDI but reduces the association slightly to 0.11 units (95% CI 0.0, 0.22). 307 

Perceived social disorder did not have an association nor affect the racial disparity in DPoAm 308 

aging (Table 3, column 4). Neither physical disorder nor the air pollution measures are 309 

associated with either measure nor do they affect the association between DNAm aging and 310 

race.  311 

To account for potential misclassification, we repeat these models excluding individuals 312 

who moved between 2010 and 2016 (S2 and S3 Tables). The overall magnitude of the race 313 

coefficient decreases across all models, but patterns in the magnitude of the racial disparity 314 

remain. The race coefficient is reduced upon addition of individual SES and SDI to the model. 315 

The association between SDI and GrimAge aging is attenuated but remains positive (β=0.05, 316 

95% CI 0.01, 0.09). 317 

Interaction models 318 

To investigate differences in risk due to environmental exposures between racial 319 

groups, we implement linear regression models with interaction terms between each exposure 320 

measure and race. Only the interaction between race and PM2.5 with DPoAm aging as the 321 
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outcome is statistically significant (Table 4 and Fig 1, full results in S4 Table). Black individuals 322 

appear more vulnerable to PM2.5 exposure in terms of DPoAm aging (β=0.10, 95% CI 0.03, 323 

0.17; p<0.05). There were no significant interaction terms for GrimAge aging as the outcome 324 

(S5 Table).  325 

 326 

Fig 1. Predicted association between DPoAm aging and PM2.5 by social determinants.  327 

Estimated marginal mean values of DPoAm aging from models shown in Table 4. Interactions 328 

between PM2.5 and race (A), gender (B), wealth/income (C), and Social Deprivation Index (D) 329 

shown in solid lines, 95% confidence intervals shaded. 330 

 331 

Table 4. DPoAm aging: Interactions between environmental and social determinants and PM2.5 332 

pollution exposure.  333 
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DPoAm1 Race1 Gender1 Individual SES1 SDI1 
Race     

White — — — — 
Black -0.81 

(-1.5,-0.09) 
0.21** 

(0.09,0.33) 
0.19** 

(0.07,0.32) 
0.16 

(0.03,0.29) 
Gender     

Male — — — — 
Female -0.20*** 

(-0.27,-0.13)
0.30 

(-0.05,0.65) 
-0.20*** 

(-0.27,-0.13) 
-0.20*** 

(-0.27,-0.13)
Education     

College + — — — — 
Some College 0.17** 

(0.08,0.27) 
0.18*** 

(0.09,0.27) 
0.18** 

(0.08,0.27) 
0.17** 

(0.08,0.27) 
High School 0.23*** 

(0.13,0.32) 
0.23*** 

(0.13,0.32) 
0.22*** 

(0.13,0.31) 
0.22*** 

(0.13,0.32) 
< High School 0.39*** 

(0.26,0.53) 
0.40*** 

(0.26,0.53) 
0.38*** 

(0.24,0.52) 
0.38*** 

(0.24,0.52) 
Quartile Wealth/Income     

4 — — — — 
3 0.06 

(-0.03,0.16) 
0.06 

(-0.04,0.15) 
-0.52 

(-1.0,-0.07) 
0.06 

(-0.04,0.15) 
2 0.20*** 

(0.09,0.30) 
0.20** 

(0.09,0.30) 
-0.07 

(-0.55,0.41) 
0.18** 

(0.08,0.29) 
1 0.32*** 

(0.20,0.43) 
0.33*** 

(0.21,0.44) 
-0.30 

(-0.79,0.19) 
0.30*** 

(0.18,0.42) 
Race * PM2.5     

Black * PM2.5 0.10* 
(0.03,0.17) 

   

Gender * PM2.5     
Female * PM2.5  -0.05* 

(-0.09,-0.02)
  

Quartile Wealth/Income * PM2.5     
3 * PM2.5   0.06 

(0.01,0.11) 
 

2 * PM2.5   0.03 
(-0.02,0.08) 

 

1 * PM2.5   0.07 
(0.02,0.12) 

 

Social Deprivation Index    -0.14 
(-0.32,0.05) 

Social Deprivation Index * PM2.5    0.02 
(0.00,0.04) 

PM2.5 0.00 
(-0.02,0.01) 

0.03 
(0.01,0.06) 

-0.03 
(-0.06,0.00) 

0.01 
(-0.01,0.03) 

(Intercept) -0.19 
(-0.38,0.00) 

-0.54*** 
(-0.81,-0.27)

0.08 
(-0.22,0.39) 

-0.27* 
(-0.46,-0.07)

R² 0.061 0.062 0.062 0.061 
AIC 8,839 8,838 8,841 8,842 
Results of linear regression models with DPoAm aging as the outcome. 
1ß (95% confidence interval) *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001 
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 Racial differences in risk from environmental exposures are due to structural and social 335 

determinants. To identify the determinants that may influence the relationship between PM2.5 336 

and DPoAm aging we implement models with DPoAm aging as the outcome and interaction 337 

terms between PM2.5 and gender, education, wealth/income, SDI, and perceived social and 338 

physical disorder (S6 Table). There is a significant interaction between gender and PM2.5, 339 

shown in Table 4 and Fig 1, where women appear less vulnerable to PM2.5 exposure (β=-0.05, 340 

95% CI -0.09, -0.02; p<0.05). No other interaction terms are statistically significant; however, 341 

there are positive interactions with the lowest quartile of wealth/income (β=0.07, 95% CI 0.12, 342 

0.02) and with SDI (β=0.02, 95% CI 0.0, 0.04). These interactions indicate that lower individual 343 

SES and higher neighborhood deprivation are associated with increased vulnerability to PM2.5 344 

(Fig 1). Individual- and neighborhood-level SES may play a role in the relationship between 345 

PM2.5 exposure and DPoAm aging. 346 

Decomposition results 347 

We use threefold Kitagawa-Blinder-Oaxaca decomposition to further quantify the 348 

contribution of individual and environmental variables to the racial gap in DNAm aging. 349 

Endowment terms quantify the contribution of different levels of the variables between groups 350 

and coefficient terms quantify the contribution of different relationships between the variables 351 

and DNAm aging between groups (Fig 2). Full results, including interaction terms, are shown in 352 

S7 Table. The negative endowment term of gender (GrimAge -0.08, 95% CI -0.12, -0.05; DPoAm 353 

-0.02, 95% CI -0.04, -0.01) indicates that if the gender balance were the same for both Black and 354 

White groups, the gap in DNAm aging would be larger. In this sample there are a greater 355 

portion of female Black participants (68%) than female White participants (57%), and female 356 
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gender is associated with decreased DNAm aging. If the Black sample were also 57% female, 357 

their average DNAm aging would be even higher and the racial disparity would be larger (27.4% 358 

larger for GrimAge and 6.8% for DPoAm).  359 

 360 

Fig 2. Threefold decomposition of individual and neighborhood contributions to racial 361 

disparity in DNAm aging. Magnitude of the endowment and coefficient terms and 95% 362 

confidence intervals for GrimAge (A) and DPoAm (B) aging.  363 

 364 

Differences in individual-level SES between racial groups contribute strongly to the race 365 

gap in DNAm aging. A positive coefficient term for some college for DPoAm (0.08, 95% CI 0.03, 366 

0.12) shows that the relationship between receiving this level of education and DNAm aging 367 

may be different for Black and White individuals. A significant positive endowment term for less 368 

than high school (GrimAge 0.03, 95% CI 0.02, 0.05; DPoAm 0.02, 95% CI 0.01, 0.04) shows that 369 

more Black than White individuals receiving less than a high school education contributes to 370 

the gap in DNAm aging (11.1% for GrimAge, 6.7% for DPoAm). Similarly, a positive endowment 371 

term for the lowest quartile of wealth/income (GrimAge 0.07, 95% CI 0.04, 0.09; DPoAm 0.05, 372 

95% CI 0.02, 0.08) shows that more Black individuals being at the lowest wealth/income level 373 

contributes to their higher levels of DNAm aging than White individuals (GrimAge 21.5%; 374 

DPoAm 14.4%). 375 

The significant positive endowment term of SDI for GrimAge aging (0.06, 95% CI 0.02, 376 

0.11) supports the linear regression results. Greater levels of neighborhood socioeconomic 377 

deprivation for Black participants contributes to the disparity in GrimAge aging (21.1%). The 378 
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endowment term of SDI for DPoAm aging is positive but not statistically significant (0.02, 95% CI 379 

-0.03, 0.08). No other environmental exposures have significant endowment terms. The large 380 

coefficient term of PM2.5 for DPoAm aging (0.49, 95% CI -0.09, 1.07) is not statistically 381 

significant but is consistent with the interaction model result that there may be racial 382 

differences in risk from PM2.5 exposure which contribute to the disparity in DPoAm aging. 383 

 384 

Discussion 385 

We investigated how individual- and neighborhood-level social determinants of aging 386 

contribute to weathering, measured by GrimAge and Dunedin Pace of Aging methylation 387 

(DPoAm) aging. We found that, as expected based on the literature, Black participants had 388 

faster DNAm aging and greater disadvantage in individual socioeconomic status (SES), 389 

neighborhood deprivation, perceived neighborhood disorder, and air pollution exposure than 390 

White participants. Lower levels of education and wealth/income for Black participants 391 

contribute substantially to the disparities in both GrimAge and DPoAm aging but did not fully 392 

explain them. Higher levels of neighborhood disadvantage for Black participants further 393 

contribute to the disparity in GrimAge, while greater risk due to fine particulate matter (PM2.5) 394 

air pollution may contribute to the disparity in DPoAm. These findings suggest avenues for 395 

further research and action to advance progress toward eliminating racial disparities in aging. 396 

 While these results are largely consistent with previous literature, this work also 397 

presents novel findings. Work in social epigenetics has previously observed associations 398 

between DNAm aging with individual-level SES and neighborhood disadvantage, but to our 399 

knowledge this is the first study to quantify the contribution of these exposures to disparities in 400 



 23

DNAm aging [7,8,20,60,68]. Inequitable levels of education, income, and wealth are well 401 

established as drivers of racial disparities in health; our findings from regression and 402 

decomposition analyses reinforce this body of evidence by showing that racial disparities in the 403 

level of education and wealth/income are the largest contributors to the disparity in DNAm 404 

aging [44]. Inequitable distribution between the highest and lowest levels of education and 405 

wealth/income between Black and White participants explains up to 33% of the disparity in 406 

GrimAge aging and 21% of the disparity in DPoAm aging. 407 

This work also builds on the growing literature showing that disparities in neighborhood 408 

deprivation also contribute to racial health disparities. Associations between both GrimAge and 409 

DPoAm aging and neighborhood deprivation have been found previously, however there have 410 

been mixed results on whether neighborhood deprivation has a significant independent effect 411 

after controlling for individual SES [7,8,20,68]. We find a significant independent association 412 

and quantify the contribution of neighborhood deprivation to the racial disparity in GrimAge 413 

(21%). Perceived social and physical disorder do not contribute significantly to DNAm aging 414 

disparities, reflecting the less consistent evidence of associations with health for subjective 415 

measures of the environment compared to objective measures [24]. More work is needed to 416 

determine whether other aspects of the neighborhood, such as the built environment or crime 417 

rates, contribute to racial disparities in aging and to ascertain the mechanisms by which 418 

neighborhood deprivation is associated with DNAm aging. Potential mediators include health 419 

behaviors, social networks, psychosocial wellbeing and stress.  420 

Although associations have been found between air pollution and other epigenetic 421 

clocks and with DNAm in epigenome-wide association studies, this is the first study to our 422 
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knowledge to assess associations between air pollution and GrimAge and DPoAm aging [69–423 

71]. We find that only Black participants have a significant association between PM2.5 and 424 

DPoAm aging. There are no significant associations for White participants, for GrimAge, nor for 425 

other air pollutants (nitrogen dioxide (NO2) nor ozone). We expected that ozone would not be 426 

significantly associated with DNAm aging nor contribute to disparities given that ozone 427 

exposure is similar across racial groups (indeed slightly higher for White participants in our 428 

sample) and that there is little evidence of association between ozone and DNAm. In contrast, 429 

NO2 exposure has a large racial disparity and is associated with DNAm and many health 430 

outcomes [38,39,45]. The null findings for NO2 may be partly due to data limitations; the most 431 

recent year available is 2010, while data for PM2.5 and ozone are available from 2014. When 432 

we repeat the model with PM2.5 using 2010 exposure, there is no longer a significant 433 

interaction with race (S4 Table).  434 

Higher risk of Alzheimer’s disease and mortality from the same measured PM2.5 435 

exposure for Black than for White Americans has previously been documented [52,54]. Our 436 

results suggest that Black adults’ risk may be higher for DPoAm aging as well and that 437 

individual- and neighborhood-level SES may play a role in this disparity. It remains unclear 438 

whether the increased risk is due to measurement error, where Black individuals have higher 439 

personal exposure levels than White individuals who live in a census tract with the same 440 

average PM2.5 level, or to factors that influence sensitivity to the effects of PM2.5 exposure. 441 

Social and structural determinants play a role in both levels of personal PM2.5 exposure and in 442 

the effect of PM2.5. For example, individual- and neighborhood-level SES may influence time 443 

spent outdoors, time spent outside one’s neighborhood, and levels of indoor air pollution. They 444 
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also contribute to psychosocial and physiological stress which could weaken one’s defenses 445 

against PM2.5. 446 

Results for GrimAge and DPoAm are largely consistent with some notable distinctions. 447 

While gender and education are significantly associated with and contribute to disparities in 448 

both measures, the strength and magnitude of these associations and contributions tend to be 449 

larger for GrimAge. While only GrimAge is significantly associated with neighborhood social 450 

deprivation, only DPoAm shows a difference in PM2.5 vulnerability. These differences indicate 451 

that the two measures of DNAm aging may capture slightly different underlying biological 452 

processes or aspects of aging. Smoking was included as a biomarker in the creation of GrimAge, 453 

so if tobacco smoking and PM2.5 influence DNAm at overlapping CpG sites the effect of PM2.5 454 

may be masked [17]. DPoAm was constructed using data from a birth cohort in Dunedin, New 455 

Zealand, at ages 26-38 while GrimAge used data from the Framingham Heart Study Offspring 456 

cohort which has a wider geographic and age range (average age approximately 70 years) [16]. 457 

These different training sets may contribute to GrimAge being more sensitive to late-life social 458 

and environmental conditions. While both measures were trained on predominantly White 459 

cohorts and may measure biological aging less accurately in Black populations, the racial 460 

disparity remains after correcting for ancestry-informative principal components (S1 Table). 461 

Our finding that women have decelerated DNAm aging compared to men is also 462 

consistent with previous literature [8,19,20,60]. It is unknown whether this effect is attributable 463 

to sex, gender, or a combination thereof given gaps in current measurement practices [11]. 464 

Future research on the structural, social, and biological determinants of this sex/gender 465 

difference is needed. Research using an intersectional approach, which recognizes that multiply 466 
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marginalized groups such as Black women face unique structural and social conditions, is also 467 

needed.   468 

These results benefit from several strengths and careful consideration of weaknesses. 469 

We use two complementary analytical approaches, regression and decomposition, and find 470 

generally consistent results. This study is well powered with a large sample and accounts for 471 

potential sampling bias by using population weights. Complete case analysis inherently adjusts 472 

for missingness but likely underestimates the racial disparity since participants excluded for 473 

missing data are more likely to be Black and have higher DNAm aging. Survival bias may also 474 

result in underestimation of the disparity in DNAm aging. There is potential for residual 475 

confounding and selection bias despite adjusting for demographics and individual SES. We are 476 

not able to adjust for length of tenure at participants’ residential location. A sensitivity analysis 477 

excluding participants who changed location between 2010 and 2016 finds that the magnitude 478 

of the racial disparity was lower and the association between GrimAge and SDI is attenuated. 479 

There is also potential misclassification bias as an individual’s exposure to neighborhood 480 

deprivation or air pollution may differ from the average level in their census tract. More 481 

granular geographic data may more accurately capture neighborhood exposures but is not 482 

available in this study. 483 

A major limitation in this study and in the field is lack of longitudinal DNAm data. 484 

Availability of DNAm outcomes at only one time point precludes analysis of trajectories of 485 

biological aging and assessment of causality. There are also limited data sets that integrate data 486 

on social and environmental exposures with markers of biological aging, which limits the 487 

potential for cross-validation of results. It will be important for future studies to collect 488 



 27

longitudinal data to investigate whether change in exposures result in change to DNAm aging 489 

and which periods of the life course are most important for weathering. Data on a greater 490 

variety of social and structural determinants on the individual and geographic level will also be 491 

important to investigate which exposures are most important and which factors moderate 492 

susceptibility to exposures.  493 

Disparities in DNAm aging mediate significant portions of the racial disparities in a 494 

variety of age-related health outcomes [5]. Eliminating disparities in biological aging, or 495 

weathering, would greatly reduce the persistent and pervasive disparities in health between 496 

aging Black and White Americans. It is crucial to identify the factors contributing to weathering 497 

and to take action to address them. This study and others suggest that eliminating the racial 498 

gaps in education, income, and wealth would go a long way toward alleviating weathering but 499 

are not sufficient to eliminate it [44]. Interventions on the neighborhood level are also needed, 500 

as is attention to differences in risk from pollutants between populations.   501 
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