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Abstract: Rapamycin has been shown to have longevity-enhancing effects in murine models, 15 

but clinical data on its gerotherapeutic effects in humans remains limited. We performed a 48-16 

week double-blinded, randomized, and placebo-controlled decentralized study (Participatory 17 

Evaluation of Aging with Rapamycin for Longevity [PEARL]; NCT04488601; registration date 18 

2020-07-28) to evaluate the safety and efficacy of rapamycin in mitigating clinical signs of aging 19 

in a normative aging cohort. Participants received 5 or 10 mg / week of compounded 20 

rapamycin, or placebo for 48 weeks. Safety, adverse events (AEs) and blood biomarkers were 21 

collected. Efficacy was assessed using DEXA scan-based measures and standardized surveys 22 

assessing quality of life (QoL) and frailty. We did not detect significant differences in safety 23 

blood biomarkers, or moderate to severe AEs between the rapamycin treatment groups and 24 

placebo after 48 weeks. We detected dose-dependent (10 mg group) and sex-specific 25 

improvements in lean tissue mass, pain, social functioning, overall QoL, and overall 26 

osteoarthritis score in females, and in bone mineral content in men. Additionally, some 27 

individuals receiving rapamycin experienced significant improvements in body composition 28 

metrics that were associated with beneficial changes in gut health and lipid metabolism. We 29 
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conclude that low-dose, intermittent rapamycin administration over the course of 48 weeks is 30 

safe and induces sex-specific improvements in multiple aspects of healthspan, with the most 31 

robust improvements in lean tissue mass in women taking 10 mg rapamycin/week. Future work 32 

will aim to identify biometric signatures of clinical effectiveness to inform personalized 33 

treatment strategies that more broadly maximize efficacy and minimize side effects. 34 

 35 

Keywords: rapamycin, aging, healthspan, longevity  36 
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Introduction 37 

Aging is the biggest risk factor for all major chronic diseases, accounting for nearly 70% 38 

of human mortality [1-3]. While advancements in medical technologies and public health 39 

practices over the past 150 years have led to longer lifespans less shaped by natural selection, 40 

the period of disease and disability-free life often referred to as “healthspan” has not kept pace 41 

[4]. In conjunction with an epidemic of poor lifestyle habits, this has collectively led to a 42 

growing chasm between lifespan and healthspan known as the healthspan gap, which in the 43 

United States lasts several decades and is characterized by a high burden of functional disability 44 

and age-related diseases (such as type 2 diabetes, osteoarthritis, and Alzheimer’s) that often 45 

coexist as multi-morbidities [5]. While significant research has historically focused on treating 46 

these diseases individually, a growing body of work within translational geroscience explores 47 

developing gerotherapeutics that slow the aging process and delay the onset or prevent age-48 

related disease altogether [6]. 49 

The field of translational geroscience has made rapid advancements in recent years, due 50 

in large part to strategic utilization of interventions already approved for other conditions by 51 

the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) [7]. By repurposing such drugs for their potential to 52 

target the biology of aging and extend healthy longevity, clinical validation is fast-tracked to 53 

permit more immediate collection of application-specific efficacy data. Notable among these is 54 

rapamycin, which is widely used for its purported longevity and healthspan benefits within the 55 

pro-longevity community [8]. While evidence supports a role for rapamycin in improving life- 56 

and healthspans in preclinical studies [9], little data exists on its clinical efficacy in normative 57 

aging humans. 58 

As an FDA-approved small molecule drug, rapamycin is an evolutionarily conserved 59 

inhibitor of the mammalian target of rapamycin serine/threonine kinase complex 1 (mTORc1), a 60 

known regulator of aging processes [10, 11]. Hyperactivity of mTORC1 has been linked to 61 

multiple chronic disease processes in nearly every organ system, while mTORC1 inhibition 62 

induced by caloric restriction and rapamycin or its derivatives (rapalogs) has been shown to 63 

reliably extend lifespan and healthspan across organisms from yeast to non-human primates 64 

[12-21]. Rapamycin-mediated mTORC1 inhibition has demonstrated particular efficacy as a 65 
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geroprotective intervention in mice, extending lifespan in heterogeneous genetic backgrounds 66 

across multiple studies from independent labs at multiple dosages, dosing periods, and 67 

regimens, even in elderly animals [14, 16, 18, 21, 22]. 68 

While rapamycin has demonstrated a more pronounced lifespan-enhancing effect in 69 

female than male mice, mitigation or reversal of age-associated changes in multiple organ 70 

tissues and the immune system have been observed for both sexes [23-25]. These findings have  71 

been reproduced in companion dogs and marmosets, however, clinical data on rapamycin’s 72 

gerotherapeutic effects in humans remains limited [9, 12, 17, 26]. Given the substantial promise 73 

in preclinical data, it is essential to obtain a deeper understanding and clearly define the clinical 74 

benefits of rapamycin use for improving healthy aging in the generally healthy, adult 75 

population. In particular, it will be important to understand how rapamycin may impact the 76 

phenotypes of the biological aging process that substantially increases the risk of age-related 77 

disease and mortality, such as an accumulation of visceral adipose tissue (VAT) and a loss of 78 

lean muscle tissue and bone mass [27-32]. These are some of the most salient and functionally 79 

consequential measures of biological aging, which frequently lead to reduced quality of life 80 

(QoL), increased pain, and limited mobility, particularly for post-menopausal women [33, 34]. 81 

Collectively, this contributes to the marked decline in health that often occurs during this time 82 

period [33]. It has been suggested that use of low-dose rapamycin may mitigate these features 83 

of the aging process, enhancing healthspan [25, 35, 36].  84 

Widespread adoption of rapamycin as a gerotherapeutic has historically been limited by 85 

concerns regarding its known impact on immunosuppression, hyperlipidemia, and 86 

hyperglycemia [37]. However, the vast majority of these effects stem from high, chronically 87 

administered doses utilized in severely ill organ transplant or cancer patients, where the clinical 88 

aim is inhibition of the immune system or anti-tumorigenic effects. In contrast, as a 89 

gerotherapeutic for normative aging populations, low-dose, intermittent rapamycin is revealing 90 

promise for minimizing side effects while still mitigating aspects of age-related decline [38-40]. 91 

For example, Mannick et al. demonstrated that healthy elderly individuals taking 0.5 mg of a 92 

rapalog daily or 5 mg/ week for 6 weeks mitigated age-related immune decline by enhancing 93 

the adaptive immune system’s response to vaccination [41]. This supports our recent findings 94 
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from a study of 333 low-dose rapamycin users indicating a high perceived QoL and improved 95 

health outcomes compared to non-users [8]. Preliminary data suggest that these effects stem 96 

from a partial inhibition of mTORc1 in low-dose rapamycin (rather than the complete inhibition 97 

observed at higher doses), which has been demonstrated to mitigate age-related decline by 98 

stimulating autophagy, reducing senescent burden, and reducing pro-inflammatory cytokines 99 

that drive chronic inflammation [9, 15, 24, 42, 43]. While promising findings such as these have 100 

encouraged some physicians to prescribe off-label rapamycin as a therapy to maintain 101 

healthspan, there are many open questions that require further study, particularly in a clinical 102 

setting.  103 

An important gap in the clinical understanding of rapamycin for longevity is that to date, 104 

no long-term randomized controlled trials (RCT) have been conducted to explore low-dose, 105 

intermittent rapamycin regimens for improving multiple healthspan metrics in normative aging 106 

cohorts. The current study, the Participatory Evaluation of Aging with Rapamycin for Longevity 107 

(PEARL) trial, aimed to address this gap. PEARL represents the largest and longest clinical study 108 

of rapamycin use for healthy aging performed to date. This 48-week double-blinded, 109 

randomized placebo-controlled decentralized study evaluated the safety and efficacy of 110 

rapamycin in mitigating clinical signs of aging in a generally healthy cohort. Here, we present 111 

the first evidence to date, to our knowledge, that low-dose rapamycin administration is safe 112 

over the course of 48 weeks and induces sex-specific improvements in lean muscle mass, bone 113 

mineral content, aspects of age-related frailty, and overall QoL. Further, we highlight additional 114 

benefits observed specifically in rapamycin responders that may offer mechanistic insights into 115 

key biological drivers of clinical effectiveness that will be investigated in greater depth in future 116 

studies.  117 

 118 

Methods 119 

Study design 120 

The PEARL study was a decentralized, single-center, prospective, double-blind, placebo-121 

controlled trial assessing rapamycin in healthy individuals aged 50-85 years, to determine the 122 

safety and efficacy in mitigating aging-related decline (Supplementary Figure S1).  123 
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 124 

The study was conducted in accordance with the standards of Good Clinical Practice, as 125 

defined by the International Conference on Harmonisation and all applicable federal and local 126 

regulations. The study protocol was approved by the institutional review board of the Institute 127 

of Regenerative and Cellular Medicine in May 2020 (IRCM; approval number IRCM-2020-252). 128 

 129 

Study endpoints 130 

The primary endpoints of this study included safety, which included the collection of 131 

adverse events (AEs), safety blood biomarkers, and visceral adiposity. Secondary endpoints 132 

included efficacy blood biomarkers, DEXA scan-determined lean tissue mass and bone mineral 133 

content, and standardized surveys assessing quality of life and frailty. 134 

 135 

Study population 136 

Participants were recruited via the AgelessRx online medical platform. Patients were 137 

screened for eligibility, and if deemed eligible, informed consent was obtained for participation 138 

in the study.  139 

Participants were eligible for the study if they were aged between 50 and 85 years at 140 

the start of the study, were interested in taking rapamycin off-label, were willing to undergo 141 

minimally invasive tests, and were in good health or had well-managed clinically-stable chronic 142 

diseases. Participants were excluded from the study if they had anemia, neutropenia, or 143 

thrombocytopenia, were premenopausal, were scheduled to undergo major surgery in next 12 144 

months, were undergoing or were scheduled to undergo chemotherapy, were scheduled for 145 

immunosuppressant therapy for an organ transplant, had impaired wound healing or history of 146 

chronic open wound, untreated dyslipidemia, impaired hepatic function, chronic infections 147 

requiring ongoing treatment or monitoring (e.g. human immunodeficiency virus/acquired 148 

immunodeficiency syndrome, chronic Lyme disease), allergy to rapamycin, clinically-relevant 149 

primary or secondary immune dysfunction or deficiency, chronic oral corticosteroid or 150 

immunosuppressant medication use, fibromyalgia, chronic fatigue syndrome/myalgic 151 

encephalitis, breast implant illness, congestive heart failure, impaired renal function, poorly 152 
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controlled diabetes, type I or insulin-dependent type II diabetes, untreated or treated within 153 

the last five years for substance abuse disorder, and untreated or poorly controlled mental 154 

health disorder. Further, those who had taken metformin, rapamycin, or rapalogs were 155 

excluded unless the participant agreed to a 6 month washout period prior to the start of the 156 

trial. 157 

 158 

Treatments 159 

Study participants were randomized into three groups: receiving 5 mg of rapamycin, 10 160 

mg of rapamycin, or placebo, once per week. Placebo capsules were compounded to look 161 

similar and were taken orally (Belmar Pharma Solutions (Golden, CO, USA)). Study participants 162 

were prescribed the drug for 48 weeks upon enrollment in the study and were dispensed 163 

supplies for 12 weeks at a time. 164 

 165 

Assessments 166 

All assessments were performed at baseline, after 24 weeks, and after 48 weeks of 167 

rapamycin treatment. Blood testing was performed two additional times, at 2 weeks and 4 168 

weeks of treatment, to evaluate safety. All blood testing was performed by local Quest 169 

Diagnostics of LabCorp laboratories, and included complete blood count (CBC), comprehensive 170 

metabolic panel, liver function tests, renal function tests, and lipid panels. DEXA body 171 

composition scans were performed primarily by DexaFit or Fitnescity locations, based on local 172 

availability, though some participants utilized third party locations based on site availability. 173 

Regardless of site, the outcome measures obtained by DEXA scans were body mass index (BMI), 174 

visceral fat, bone mineral content, bone mineral density, and lean tissue mass. Gut health was 175 

evaluated using the Thorne Gut Health test.  176 

Summary health scores were calculated as a sum of responses on baseline survey 177 

responses of health for questions of frequency of use of smoking, consuming caffeinated 178 

beverages, consuming alcoholic beverages, eating sugary, salty, or “junk” foods, exercise 179 

(vigorous and moderate intensity), and weight. Benefit Score was calculated by ranking the 180 

percent change on each DEXA measure evenly into high, medium, and low benefit, and 181 
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summing scores into a meta score. VAT measures were reverse-scored, as decrease in VAT raw 182 

values corresponds with improvement on this measure. The summary meta score was then 183 

again divided evenly into a high, medium, and low ranking. High scores were considered 184 

“improved”, and low scores were considered “decline”, while in-between scores were 185 

considered “stasis”.  186 

Health-related QoL was assessed by the short-form 36 (SF-36) survey, which consists of 187 

36 questions covering eight health domains: physical functioning, role limitations due to 188 

physical health, bodily pain, general health perceptions, vitality (energy levels), social 189 

functioning, role limitations due to emotional problems, and emotional health [44]. The 190 

responses are scored and summarized to provide a profile of an individual's perceived health 191 

status. Pain, fitness, and functional limitations were assessed using the Western Ontario and 192 

McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis (WOMAC) index, which is a questionnaire that is 193 

commonly used to assess the health status of individuals with osteoarthritis of the hip and knee 194 

[45]. It consists of 24 items divided into three subscales: pain, stiffness, and physical function. 195 

The responses are scored to provide quantitative assessments of the severity of symptoms and 196 

functional limitations associated with osteoarthritis. 197 

 198 

Adverse Events 199 

Adverse events (AEs) were obtained through weekly monitoring forms sent out to 200 

participants. Clinical trial staff reviewed and documented AEs. Both expected (already known) 201 

and unexpected AEs were reported and documented. A full list is presented in Table 2.  202 

 203 

Statistical analyses 204 

All initial analyses were performed by researchers blinded to the study treatment. 205 

Demographic and baseline characteristics were summarized using descriptive statistics. All data 206 

were tested for normality using visual inspection of histograms and Q-Q plots, and Shapiro-207 

Wilks tests were performed. Data were summarized using mean and standard deviation (SD) 208 

and where appropriate, counts and percentages were reported. Baseline data were compared 209 

between the three treatment arms using Analysis of Variance (ANOVA), independent t-test or 210 
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χ2 test. To compare the difference in mean change from baseline to most recent follow-up (48 211 

weeks) between treatment arms, we employed ANOVA and BMI-adjusted marginal mixed-212 

effect models. Following this, full age-, sex-, and BMI-adjusted linear mixed-effects models with 213 

a repeated measures structure were conducted. Interaction terms (time by treatment arm, as 214 

well as time by treatment arm by sex) were included to investigate group and gender effects 215 

and their trajectory over time. Where appropriate, stratified post-hoc analyses were conducted 216 

within sex and between treatment arms (10 mg vs. placebo and 5 mg vs. placebo). All analyses 217 

were conducted using SPSS 28 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA) and Python 3.10 (Python Software 218 

Foundation). A p-value of p<0.05 was considered significant.  219 

 220 

Results 221 

 222 

Participant demographics  223 

A total of 115 participants were included in this study, of whom 40 received 5 mg/week 224 

of rapamycin, 36 received 10 mg/week of rapamycin, and 39 received placebo (Supplementary 225 

Fig S1a). At baseline, all participant groups were comparable across measures of age, sex, 226 

height, weight, BMI, and blood safety markers, with the exception of the mean HbA1C, which 227 

was lower in the 5 mg group than placebo (5mg mean = 5.2%, SD = 0.2; placebo mean = 5.3%, 228 

SD = 0.3; t(72)=2.556, p=0.013; Table 1). Overall, participants were in exceptionally good health 229 

at baseline, as evaluated by self-reports of health (Supplementary Fig S1b). 230 

 231 

Safety: Adverse events 232 

 AEs were collected throughout the study as reported by participants on periodic surveys 233 

or through direct contact with investigators (Supplementary Fig 2a; see Table 2 for all AEs). The 234 

most commonly reported AEs were cold/flu/sinus symptoms, musculoskeletal pain, mouth 235 

sores, and malaise, with a greater number of AEs reported in the placebo group relative to 236 

treatment conditions (Supplementary Fig 2b, Table 2). The most commonly reported 237 

rapamycin specific AEs were gastrointestinal issues. Surprisingly, mouth sores, which are often 238 

associated with rapamycin treatment [46], were most frequently reported in the placebo group 239 
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(placebo: n=27, 5 mg: n=4, 10 mg: n=14; Table 2), though the same number of individuals 240 

reported mouth sores in the 10 mg and placebo group (n = 6). 241 

Notably, throughout the length of the trial, participants in the rapamycin treatment 242 

groups reported increased instances of improvements in chronic ailments (chronic issue flare) 243 

that were present when they first entered the trial compared to placebo (placebo: n = 14, 5 mg: 244 

n = 24, 10 mg: n = 28). Conversely, participants in the placebo group reported increased 245 

instances of worsening of their chronic ailments (chronic issue severity) compared to treatment 246 

groups (placebo: n = 12, 5 mg: n = 4, 10 mg: n = 6; Table 2). No significant safety-related issues 247 

were detected in the blood work results of any participants during periodic check-ins, or after 248 

the 48 week study period for the 105 participants who completed the entirety of the study 249 

(Supplementary Table S1).  250 

Of the 123 total participants enrolled in the study, Serious AEs (SAEs) were reported for 251 

four rapamycin users (three in 5mg group and one in 10mg group) and two placebo users. 252 

Specifically, in the 5 mg group, one participant was hospitalized during the study period due to 253 

respiratory symptoms that seemed related to anemia, which resolved with a blood transfusion. 254 

A second participant in the 5 mg group had a severe infection requiring treatment from their 255 

healthcare provider, which resolved after medication use (prednisone, doxycycline, and 256 

albuterol). The third participant in the 5mg group had a hamstring tear prior to the study, that 257 

healed slowly during the trial. In the 10mg group, a participant reported a sore throat, but 258 

tested positive for group A strep and was prescribed amoxicillin, which resolved the symptoms. 259 

One participant in the placebo group died of myocardial infarction during the study period. A 260 

second participant in the placebo group reported a stomach virus that required attention from 261 

a medical provider, and was diagnosed with small urinary infection. Symptoms resolved after 262 

treatment.  263 

While not an intended endpoint for this study, the study period was during the COVID-264 

19 pandemic, and a confirmed COVID-19 infection was reported for 25 participants: 10 in the 265 

placebo group (29%), 8 in the 5 mg treatment group (21%), and 7 in the 10 mg treatment group 266 

(21%). Among these, no differences in infection rates, symptom severity, duration of illness, or 267 
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length of recovery were noted between groups. Importantly, those with SAEs (described above) 268 

were not noted to have COVID-19 upon physician testing.  269 

 270 

Efficacy of rapamycin on healthspan metrics 271 

DEXA Scan results 272 

 Participants underwent DEXA scans to assess visceral adipose tissue (VAT) mass, bone 273 

mineral content (BMC), and lean tissue mass (LTM) at three timepoints (baseline, 24, and 48 274 

weeks of treatment) to explore the effects of rapamycin on measures crucial for healthy aging 275 

and the prevention of frailty and disease. At baseline, VAT mass, BMC, and LTM were similar 276 

between the three treatment groups (Supplementary Table S2). Over the study period, VAT 277 

mass increased most in the placebo group (mean = +35.34 g, SD = 290.76 g) and decreased in 278 

the group taking 5 mg rapamycin (mean = -39.85 g, SD = 185.18 g), while BMC and LTM 279 

increased only in the 10 mg rapamycin treatment group (BMC: mean = +19.41 g, SD = 104.34; 280 

LTM = 517.87 g, SD = 2440.18). While notable trends of change in body composition measures 281 

from baseline to 48 weeks were observed between treatment groups, none were statistically 282 

significant (linear mixed-effects models interaction: VAT: F(2, 101.408) = 0.978, 283 

p=0.379; BMC: F(2,104.415) = 1.403, p=0.250; LTM: F(2,126.996) = 1.115, p=0.331; BMD: 284 

F(2,166.294) = 1.596, p=0.552) (Figure 1a, Supplementary Table S2). While some changes to 285 

some body composition metrics (e.g. visceral adipose) in rapamycin treatment groups were 286 

observed at 24 weeks, these effects stabilized to measures reported for 48 weeks by the end of 287 

the trial (Supplementary Fig S3a, Supplementary Table S2). 288 

As rapamycin has been suggested to have differential effects in males and females, we 289 

explored this possibility by evaluating changes in DEXA scan data across sex (Table 3). Analysis 290 

with linear mixed-effects models revealed statistically significant differences in BMC change 291 

between groups across sex (interaction F(2, 193.245) = 4.489, p = 0.012, Table 3), which 292 

subsequent analysis revealed was specifically driven by improvements in the male 10 mg 293 

rapamycin treatment group vs placebo (interaction F(1, 129.224) = 4.563, p = 0.035, (Figure 1b). 294 

This was consistent with changes of bone mineral density (interaction F(1, 131.924) = 4.956, p = 295 

.028).  296 
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Similarly, statistically significant differences in LTM were observed between groups 297 

when assessed across sex (F(2, 206.447) = 5.439, p = 0.005, Table 3), which subsequent 298 

analyses revealed were primarily driven by differences between sex in the  10mg rapamycin 299 

treatment group (F(1, 134.554) = 8.880, p = 0.003, Figure 1c). Post-hoc within sex analyses 300 

confirmed that gains in LTM over 48 weeks were distinct to female participants taking 10 mg 301 

rapamycin compared to placebo (female 10mg = +1,939.7g (SD = 1,998.9) versus female 302 

placebo = -298.1g (SD = 1,191.1); F(2, 41.242) = 6.423; β = 55.5, SE = 16.9, p = 0.002). This 303 

highlights that the average improvement in LTM in female participants was particularly robust 304 

at an estimated rate of 55.5g per week faster than those on placebo. No significant changes in 305 

BMC and LTM were observed in all other groups, nor were any significant changes in VAT 306 

observed upon subsequent analyses (Supplementary Fig S3b). 307 

 Notably, marked variability in measures of VAT, LMT, and BMC was observed for all 308 

rapamycin users independent of dose (Table 3, Supplementary Table S2). This resulted in 309 

dramatically different impacts for the highest and lowest responding individuals across all 310 

measures for both males and females (Supplementary Figure S4). Exploration of raw values of 311 

response for individual participants revealed categories of individuals with improvement and 312 

decline for each body composition measure (Supplementary Table S2, Figure 2a). Comparing 313 

across groups, we observed that a greater percentage of individuals in the improvement group 314 

were rapamycin users, with no specific bias in response across all measures by sex (Figure 2b, 315 

c). Upon further investigation of individual body composition measures, sex-agnostic rapamycin 316 

associated improvement held true for VAT (Figure 2d), however, the percent of participants 317 

showing improvement in BMC and LTM differed by gender (Figure 2e, f). This is particularly 318 

notable for BMC, where two thirds of 10mg males showed improvement (Figure 2e), and in 319 

LTM, where all of the 10mg female participants demonstrated improvements (Figure 2f). Upon 320 

further investigation, we noted that improvements in VAT correlated with  321 

improvements on BMC and LTM, as well as with improved weight and BMI (Figure 3a). 322 

Given these findings, we computed a “Benefit Score” for users based on summary 323 

scores of improvement or decline on each body composition measure evaluated by DEXA. 324 

Benefit score was significantly associated with rapamycin use (t(44.41) = 2.175, p = 0.035), 325 
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though some placebo users also saw global improvements and subsequently high Benefit 326 

Scores (Figure 3b). As our bioavailability study has previously suggested a 3.5x reduction in 327 

potency for compounded rapamycin relative to generic, we reasoned that the 10mg group was 328 

more likely to be in a relevant bioavailable therapeutic dose range, and thus further 329 

investigated Benefit Score in the 10mg vs Placebo groups to explore what might be driving 330 

differences in rapamycin response. Importantly, separation of Benefit Scores by rapamycin dose 331 

and sex in this manner revealed a pronounced female benefit bias, with all female rapamycin 332 

users showing only improvement on the Benefit Score (Figure 3c). Subsequent analysis of gut 333 

health and blood biomarkers by benefit score revealed significant changes in measures of gut 334 

dysbiosis (F(2,54) = 3.215, p = 0.04; t(54) = -2.150, p = 0.036), immune readiness (F(2, 54) = 335 

3.157, p = 0.05; t(54) = 2.517, p = 0.015; Figure 3d), and LDL levels (F(2, 102) = 4.262, p = 0.017; 336 

t(74) = -2.505, p = 0.014; Figure 3e) between high and low Benefit Scores, with rapamycin users 337 

showing greater magnitude of beneficial change than placebo. 338 

 339 

Blood Biomarkers 340 

 In addition to completing routine blood work for safety monitoring, blood biomarkers of 341 

health, such as LDL, hemoglobinA1c, triglycerides, and insulin levels were collected throughout 342 

the study. While there were no significant differences between groups in biomarkers that were 343 

outside the healthy reference range after 48 weeks, significant differences between treatment 344 

and control groups were observed for mean change in corpuscular hemoglobin (MCH: 5mg: -0.1 345 

(0.9), 10mg: -0.4 (1.1), Placebo: 0.2 (1.2); F(2, 101) = 3.232, p = 0.040) and mean platelet 346 

volume (MPV: 5mg: -0.1 (0.4), 10mg: -0.1 (0.4), Placebo: 0.1 (0.4); F(2, 101 = 4.802, p = 0.10). 347 

Post-hoc testing between treatment group pairs revealed additional changes for participants in 348 

the 10 mg rapamycin treatment group in chloride levels (10mg: +0.6 (1.5), Placebo: -0.3 (2.0); 349 

t(65) = 2.125, p = 0.037), carbon dioxide levels (10mg: -1.2 (1.8), Placebo: -0.4 (2.2); t(65) = 350 

1.786, p = 0.079), and mean corpuscular volume (MCV: 10mg: -1.0 (2.2), Placebo: 0.4 (2.8); 351 

t(65)=2.258, p = 0.027), and patients in the 5 mg rapamycin treatment group in platelets 352 

(Supplementary Figure S5a-b, Supplementary Table S1). Stratifying by sex did not reveal any 353 

additional patterns of significant change between dosing groups and controls over time. 354 
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  355 

Quality of life 356 

Evaluation of rapamycin’s effects on self-reported quality of life (QoL) was conducted 357 

using the SF-36 scale. Baseline measures revealed generally high QoL scores across the study 358 

cohort, with no notable significant differences between groups (overall QoL scores of 83.7 359 

(10.4), 88.1 (7.0), and 84.5 (12.0) for the 5 mg, 10 mg, and placebo groups, respectively, (F(2, 360 

110) = 1.987, p = 0.142; Supplementary Table S3). After 48 weeks of treatment most SF-36 361 

scores improved in all groups, however, with the exception of general health (5mg: +5.6 (10.3), 362 

10mg: +3.2 (10.0, Placebo: +0.8 (12.0); F(2, 87) = 4.488, p = 0.014), no statistically significant 363 

changes were detected using marginal linear mixed-effect models between treatment groups 364 

across time (Supplementary Figure S6a, Supplementary Table S3).  365 

As we observed sex-specific differences in DEXA measures, we similarly evaluated 366 

whether QoL measures differed across sex between the treatment groups over time (mean QoL 367 

scores stratified by sex are presented in Table 4). Linear mixed-effect models were employed to 368 

further explore the interaction of sex and treatment groups with change in QoL over time. 369 

Significant longitudinal differences in pain between groups and sex were observed (interaction 370 

F(2, 201.308) = 6.815, p = 0.001), which was driven by a sex difference specifically  in the 10 mg 371 

rapamycin treatment group (10mg vs Placebo: F(1, 130.926) = 16.403, p < 0.001, Figure 4a,b). 372 

This was confirmed in post-hoc analysis, where specifically females taking 10 mg rapamycin 373 

(+14.7 SD = 13.9) saw improvements in pain compared to placebo (β = 0.332, SE = 0.110, F(1, 374 

6.928) = 9.121, p = 0.020), indicating that similar to gains in LTM, among females, 375 

improvements in pain are another robust effect of 48 weeks of rapamycin treatment. 376 

Within the 10 mg rapamycin treatment group, the rate of improvement in social 377 

functioning and overall quality of life also showed group and sex differences (Supplementary 378 

Table S3), with both social functioning (+12.5 SD = 24.1) and QoL (+5.8 SD = 4.6) improving 379 

most in the 10mg female group (group by sex interaction F(2, 188.862) = 2.701, p = 0.070 and 380 

F(2, 200.291) = 2.028, p = 0.134, respectively). When limiting analyses to 10mg compared to the 381 

placebo group, differences in the rate of improvements in social functioning and quality of life 382 

between group and sex reached significance  (interaction F(1, 132.742) = 5.551, p = 0.020 and 383 
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F(1, 123.268) = 6.753, p = 0.010, respectively), which, as with pain, appeared to be specifically 384 

driven by females within the 10 mg rapamycin treatment group (Figure 4a,b). 385 

 386 

Frailty 387 

Finally, we measured symptoms of osteoarthritis (OA) using the WOMAC survey as a 388 

marker for frailty, another important factor defining the length of an individual's healthspan. 389 

Baseline scores were not significantly different across groups (Supplementary Table S3), and 390 

linear mixed-effects models again revealed no significant patterns of change in scores across all 391 

groups over the 48-week study period (Supplementary Figure S6b). However, given previous 392 

sex-specific effects in other outcome measures, analyses of WOMAC scores were repeated by 393 

exploring differences across sex and groups (Table 4). This revealed statistically significant 394 

differences in the WOMAC pain score between groups and sex (interaction F(2, 194.531) = 395 

3.516, p=0.032), with improvements observed particularly for female participants in the 5 mg 396 

and 10 mg rapamycin group (-0.9 SD = 1.8; -0.8 SD = 2.9, respectively; Figure 4c,d), and trends 397 

of improvement for the overall frailty score in the same groups (Supplementary Table S3; 398 

group by sex interaction F(2, 202.257) = 2.172, p = .117). Evaluation of changes across sex 399 

limited to the 10 mg rapamycin group versus placebo revealed a significant improvement in 400 

both measures (interaction F(1, 120.251) = 5.791, p = 0.018 and F(1, 111.480) = 5,925, p =  401 

0.017, respectively). This highlights that once again, female participants in the 10 mg group 402 

appear to improve most (Figure 4c,d). No other significant differences were observed for this 403 

measure. 404 

 405 

Discussion 406 

Few clinical trials to date have evaluated the effects of rapamycin and its derivatives in 407 

generally healthy individuals, and those that have been conducted are often challenged by a 408 

small cohort size, short-term follow-up, or both. While the most robust of these studies have 409 

suggested improvements in age-related immune decline in healthy elderly individuals 410 

administered low-dose everolimus for 6 to 16 weeks [41], no study to date has definitively 411 

demonstrated the efficacy of rapamycin for supporting healthy aging in normative aging 412 
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individuals. The PEARL trial represents one of the most robust and comprehensive efforts 413 

evaluating the long-term safety and efficacy of low-dose rapamycin for addressing multiple 414 

aspects of age-related decline in a normative aging cohort.  415 

In the current study, no significant differences in markers of metabolic health, liver, and 416 

kidney function, or moderate to severe AEs in the rapamycin treatment groups were reported 417 

compared to placebo after 48 weeks. This is consistent with previous reports summarized in a 418 

review by Maier’s group that healthy individuals are not likely to experience serious side effects 419 

from low dose rapamycin, and suggests that concerns over negative effects of rapamycin 420 

stemming from studies of high-dose, daily usage in chronically ill individuals may have limited 421 

applicability in the context of rapamycin use for healthy aging [47]. Indeed, we observed more 422 

instances of individuals reporting improvements in chronic ailments in the rapamycin treatment 423 

groups than in placebo, and more instances reported of worsening ailments in the placebo 424 

group compared to treatment groups after 48 weeks. This effect will be important to 425 

investigate further in longitudinal follow-up with PEARL participants.  426 

While among PEARL participants, those taking 10 mg of rapamycin per week did initially 427 

report more gastrointestinal and neurological AEs (e.g. diarrhea and headaches) compared to 428 

those taking placebo, all (except for one) were acute AEs that resolved on their own, or were 429 

not severe enough to prevent continuation of the rapamycin regimen. Interestingly, despite 430 

well-known impacts of rapamycin on causing mouth sores and a strong association with its 431 

bioavailability and potency [46, 48], participants in the placebo group reported increased 432 

incidents of mouth sores than those in either of the treatment groups, despite the same 433 

number of individuals reporting mouth sores in the 10 mg rapamycin group and placebo (n = 6). 434 

This may be a unique property of compounded rapamycin, though follow-up studies are 435 

currently underway to understand this more comprehensively.  436 

Of note, the PEARL trial was ongoing during the COVID-19 pandemic and rapamycin has 437 

been associated with favorable outcomes in response to SARS-CoV2 [8, 49, 50].  Consistent with 438 

this, we did observe a decreased incidence of COVID-19 reports in the rapamycin treatment 439 

groups (19.7%) compared to placebo (25.6%). Clinical trials are underway that are specifically 440 
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designed to more robustly evaluate the efficacy of rapamycin and its derivatives on COVID 441 

outcomes [28-32, 51].  442 

Over the 48 weeks of the study, weekly rapamycin use demonstrated dose-dependent 443 

and sex-specific improvements in multiple functional healthspan metrics compared to placebo, 444 

including lean tissue mass, bone mineral content, pain (SF-36, WOMAC), social functioning (SF-445 

36), overall quality of life (SF-36), and overall osteoarthritis (WOMAC) score. All statistically 446 

significant benefits were observed in participants taking 10 mg rapamycin per week and 447 

consistent with preclinical reports of a female-benefit bias in mice, female participants 448 

demonstrated significant benefits across all the outcome measures except bone mineral 449 

content [14, 18]. Notably, the most robust improvements observed after 48 weeks were 450 

increases in lean muscle mass within this group.  However, as all groups of rapamycin users 451 

(across gender and dose) had individuals that showed large improvements in body composition 452 

measures over time, a summary improvement score accounting for improvement or decline 453 

across all DEXA body composition measures was computed as a Benefit Score. Importantly, all 454 

women taking 10mg of rapamycin had improvements on the Benefit Score, and showed no 455 

declines, whereas men were represented in both groups. Across all participants, those with 456 

high benefit scores had significant improvements in gut health measures of gut dysbiosis and 457 

immune readiness, and in LDL levels relative to those with low benefit scores. Greater 458 

responses on these measures were observed for rapamycin users than placebo users. Taken 459 

together, these findings suggest that digestive health, diet, and/or microbiome may play a 460 

significant role in rapamycin response and subsequent likelihood of benefits, and will be a focus 461 

of our future work.  462 

Findings from this study that male participants in the 10 mg rapamycin group gained an 463 

average of 1.4% BMC over 48 weeks and female participants in the 10 mg group gained an 464 

average LTM of 4.5% hold significant promise for rapamycin in reducing risks of age-related 465 

disease and mortality. This is particularly true for the highest rapamycin responding individuals, 466 

who exhibit greater improvements in body composition than typical for individuals of this trial 467 

age cohort. For example, one female participant in the 10 mg rapamycin group exhibited a 19% 468 

improvement in lean muscle mass over the 48 week period, and another saw a 15% increase in 469 
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BMC over two years of taking rapamycin consistently during and post-trial. Given the expected 470 

worsening of body composition metrics each year after the age of 60, which have a 471 

compounding influence on the risk of age-related adverse outcomes, rapamycin clearly has an 472 

important role as a gerotherapeutic in the future of healthy longevity medicine  473 

While this trial extended notably longer than other human trials of rapamycin use for 474 

healthy longevity to date, it is likely that even greater effects would be observed with an 475 

increased observation period, a broader (specifically higher) range of doses, as well as a larger 476 

study cohort. Further, while it was outside the scope of this study to determine all sources of 477 

variability, there are several lifestyle factors (such as diet, alcohol consumption, sleep quality, 478 

and activity levels) that may influence VAT, LTM, and BMC changes over time [52, 53], and 479 

which may have yet-to-be-identified impacts on rapamycin bioavailability that would add value 480 

to future studies on this topic.  481 

Across all measures in this study, a remarkable level of variability in response was 482 

observed for all rapamycin users, regardless of dose. Given our recent work on the variability of 483 

rapamycin bioavailability in individuals, we expect that it played a meaningful role in the results 484 

observed here, though this trial concluded prior to our findings on bioavailability. Further, we 485 

have discovered since the conclusion of this trial that compounded rapamycin is approximately 486 

3.5x less bioavailable than commercially available formulations, suggesting that the 5mg and 487 

10mg rapamycin groups received an average equivalent of 1.4mg and 2.9mg respectively [48]. 488 

Although both doses are relatively low, making the observation of benefits in the treatment 489 

group more striking, the 10mg rapamycin cohort in this study was more firmly in the range of 490 

what is thought to be an optimal longevity dose range for rapamycin [8, 41, 47, 54]. While 491 

future studies will be necessary to draw clear conclusions on whether even higher doses lead to 492 

improved effects, we expect that this is a key factor in the often stronger and more reliable 493 

patterns of improvement seen for the 10mg rapamycin cohort relative to the 5mg cohort.  We 494 

highlight this to emphasize the importance of personalized rapamycin dosing and continual 495 

routine monitoring of blood rapamycin levels in users to ensure maximal benefits, until such 496 

time as the optimal longevity dosing dynamics for rapamycin are more clearly understood.  497 
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Beyond physical measures of rapamycin impacts explored in this study, self-reported 498 

measures of perceived health and quality of life also showed improvement for all groups. This is 499 

especially important in a normative aging population, still in their healthspan, as evaluating 500 

changes in QoL captures multiple dimensions of health and functioning that both precede and 501 

go beyond disease progression alone. As maintaining an active, pain-free, high quality of life 502 

(QoL) in aging is one of the most important aspects of healthspan, findings from the current 503 

study that rapamycin users had improved scores on multiple measures of the well-established 504 

SF-36 and WOMAC scales are particularly promising. While a female-benefit bias was noted for 505 

both measures, significant improvements were observed only for the female 10mg rapamycin 506 

group. This is consistent with previous findings in a cohort of 333 adults using off-label 507 

rapamycin for healthy aging in which rapamycin was associated with increased reports of 508 

happiness, brain function, feelings of youthfulness, calm, reduced anxiety and pain compared 509 

to non-users in that same timeframe (up to 10 years for some participants) [8].  510 

Of particular note, with PEARL, we are the first to show that 10 mg rapamycin/week for 511 

48 weeks has a modest but significant benefit on osteoarthritis symptoms, specifically in 512 

women, based on the WOMAC clinical OA assessment. As our study was within a normative 513 

aging population, small improvements in early age-related progression of OA could lead to 514 

substantial cumulative benefits over time on frailty outcomes [55, 56]. Despite this, follow-up 515 

studies are required to determine why males did not demonstrate similar OA associated 516 

benefits in this study, and what additional adjustments or considerations would be required for 517 

men to derive similar OA related benefits.  518 

 519 

Conclusion 520 

The PEARL trial is the largest and longest decentralized RCT evaluating the safety and efficacy of 521 

low, intermittent “longevity doses” of rapamycin on healthy aging through the measurement of 522 

clinically relevant healthspan metrics. Our findings provide evidence that low dose, intermittent 523 

rapamycin regimens are well tolerated and do not lead to any serious adverse events or clinical 524 

abnormalities when administered for at least one year within normative aging individuals. 525 

Beyond this, we observed benefits for rapamycin users in the PEARL trial, as measured by 526 
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significant improvements in lean muscle mass, pain, social functioning, frailty outcomes, and 527 

overall quality of life in females, and improved bone mineral density in males. Further, there 528 

were some individuals in the rapamycin treatment groups that experienced large 529 

improvements in body composition metrics after 48 weeks, which were further associated with 530 

beneficial changes in gut health and LDL levels. Future work will more comprehensively explore 531 

what drives high response rates to rapamycin, and will aim to identify biometric signatures that 532 

can be used to predict clinical effectiveness and inform personalized treatment strategies.  533 

As our previous investigation on the bioavailability of rapamycin suggests no significant 534 

differences between men and women, further investigation in to mediators of sex specific 535 

effects of rapamycin are warranted to elucidate what role factors such as differences in 536 

hormone signaling, growth factor signaling, mTOR signaling activity, genetic polymorphisms, or 537 

other factors meaningfully contribute to the sex-specific effects we observed in this study, and 538 

particularly the female-benefit bias we observed for most measures. While the current report 539 

details the primary endpoints for the PEARL trial, many PEARL participants continue to take 540 

longevity doses of rapamycin, and have consented to share ongoing information. Reports on 541 

these longitudinal studies will be released publicly as available, in keeping with our strong 542 

conviction that freely permitting combinatory result analyses will allow for better 543 

understanding of optimal dosing, safety, changes in aging biomarkers, and overlapping 544 

outcomes for this important gerotherapeutic intervention.  545 

 Collectively, the PEARL clinical trial is one of the first to provide evidence that low-dose 546 

rapamycin may be safely administered for extended periods of time and may counteract 547 

several aspects of age-related decline. Further, it represents the first study indicating dose-548 

dependent, sex specific efficacy for rapamycin in improving healthspan metrics in humans. As 549 

such, our collective evidence suggests that well beyond merely clinical measures of health 550 

improvements, rapamycin may promote essential, comprehensive well-being associated with 551 

“adding life to years, not just years to life”. 552 

 553 

 554 

 555 
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Figure Legends 752 

Figure 1. Effects of rapamycin use on changes in measures of body composition. Notable 753 

trends of change in body composition from baseline to 48 weeks were observed between 754 

treatment groups for all subjects (a). Analysis of changes in body composition measures within 755 

sex revealed that bone mineral content improved significantly for men taking 10mg rapamycin 756 

(b) as did lean tissue mass for females taking 10mg rapamycin (c). *p <0.05, **p ≤ 0.005 757 

 758 

Figure 2. Heterogeneity in rapamycin response reveals differential patterns of effects. Within 759 

all study arms, individual participants showed marked improvement and decline for each 760 

measure of body composition (a). A greater percentage of individuals in the improvement 761 

group were rapamycin users (b), with no specific bias in response across all measures by sex (c). 762 

Similar trends were observed for measures of VAT (d), however, BMC (e), and LTM (f) showed 763 

sex-specific improvement and decline. 764 

 765 

Figure 3. Rapamycin response categorized by Benefit Scores revealed biological change 766 

differences by response type. Improvements in VAT correlated with improvements on BMC 767 

and LTM, as well as with improved weight and BMI (a). A “Benefit Score” was computed for 768 

users based on summary scores of improvement or decline on each body composition measure 769 

evaluated by DEXA, which was significantly associated with rapamycin use (b). Separation of 770 

Benefit Scores by rapamycin dose and sex revealed a pronounced female benefit bias, with only 771 

improvement for all female rapamycin users (c). Subsequent analysis of gut health and blood 772 

biomarkers by benefit score revealed significant changes in measures of gut dysbiosis, immune 773 

readiness (d), and LDL levels (e) between high and low Benefit Scores, with greater magnitude 774 

of beneficial change for rapamycin users than placebo.  775 

 776 

Figure 4. Effects of rapamycin use on quality of life and frailty. Quality of life measures from 777 

the SF-36 showed improvements across most measures for female rapamycin users (a), with 778 

statistically significant improvements in scores of pain, social functioning, and overall quality of 779 

life. Male rapamycin users showed only trends of improvement for many measures, particularly 780 
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for the 5mg cohort (b). Similar patterns were seen for frailty measures from the WOMAC scale, 781 

with female rapamycin users showing improvements across most measures, and significant 782 

improvements in pain and overall frailty (c). In contrast, male rapamycin users did not show 783 

improvements on WOMAC scores relative to controls (d).  784 

 785 

Supplementary Figure S1. PEARL trial design and participant health scores. Schematic of trial 786 

enrollment, participant screening, randomization, and followup (a), and a summary of all 787 

participants health scores (b) highlighting significant baseline health of participants in this 788 

study. 789 

 790 

Supplementary Figure S2. Adverse events and types for PEARL participants. A summary of 791 

adverse event types by trial arm showed no rapamycin-specific adverse event patterns (a). 792 

Further investigation of adverse event types revealed similar effects for all trial arms, with the 793 

exception of a higher proportion of gastrointestinal events reported for rapamycin users than 794 

controls (b).  795 

 796 

Supplementary Figure S3. Effects of rapamycin use on sex-specific changes in measures of 797 

body composition over time. Change in body composition measures at the study midpoint (24 798 

weeks) showed evidence of some measure of change (a) that largely stabilized to the patterns 799 

reported after 48 weeks. Change at 48 weeks of VAT, and of BMC in females and LTM in males 800 

did not show statistically significant improvements for rapamycin users relative to controls (b). 801 

 802 

Supplementary Figure S4. Heterogeneity of rapamycin response in body composition 803 

measures. Within trial arms, notable differences in participant responses were observed across 804 

all measures, with sex-specific differences in proportion of participants improving or declining 805 

for most measures.  806 

 807 

Supplementary Figure S5. Changes in blood biomarkers in response to rapamycin use. While 808 

no significant differences in biomarkers were outside the healthy reference range after 48 809 
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weeks, significant differences between treatment and control groups were observed for mean 810 

change in corpuscular hemoglobin (MCH) and mean platelet volume (MPV), and for the 10 mg 811 

rapamycin group in chloride levels, carbon dioxide levels, and mean corpuscular volume (MCV), 812 

and patients in the 5 mg rapamycin treatment group in platelets (a). No statistically significant 813 

changes were seen for other biomarkers (b). 814 

 815 

Supplementary Figure S6. Effects of rapamycin use on quality of life and frailty measures 816 

across groups. After 48 weeks of treatment most SF-36 scores of perceived Quality of Life 817 

improved in all groups (a), as did WOMAC scores of frailty (b).  818 

 819 
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Tables 839 

 840 

Table 1: Baseline demographics and blood safety markers 

 5 mg 

N=40 

Mean (SD)  

10 mg 

N=36 

Mean (SD)  

Placebo 

N=39 

Mean (SD)  

F(df1, df2) p-value 

Age (years) 61.2 (7.6) 62.4 (9.1) 62.6 (6.6) 0.425(2, 112) 0.655 

Sex (Female) N (%) 17 (42.5) 9 (25.0) 15 (38.5) χ2=2.732(2) 0.255 

Height (cm) 171.9 (10.0) 176.2 (9.0) 175.0 (9.1) 1.940(2, 101) 0.149 

Weight (kg) 75.6 (15.3) 80.1 (13.6) 75.2 (14.5) 1.263(2, 105) 0.287 

BMI (kg/m2) 25.2 (3.5) 25.6 (3.3) 24.3 (3.0) 1.407 (2, 100) 0.250 

Glucose (mg/dL) 90.9 (3.5) 92.1 (8.8) 91.5 (11.1) 0.160(2, 112) 0.852 

LDL cholesterol (mg/dL) 107.8 (34.4) 104.3 (39.5) 115.1 (32.4) 0.921(2, 112) 0.401 

Non-HDL cholesterol 

(mg/dL) 

119.4 (37.4) 121.6 (43.5) 134.2 (34.5) 1.683(2, 112) 0.191 

Triglycerides (mg/dL) 86.2 (32.4) 90.0 (39.8) 92.8 (45.8) 0.280(2, 112) 0.756 

HbA1c (%) 5.2 (0.2) 5.3 (0.2) 5.3 (0.3) 3.418(2, 106) 0.036* 

Insulin (uIU/mL) 5.8 (5.2) 6.1 (4.2) 5.0 (3.2) 0.528(2, 110) 0.528 

ALT (U/L) 22.1 (10.8) 23.4 (9.0) 22.4 (12.9) 0.141(2, 112) 0.869 

AST (U/L) 22.7 (7.2) 23.4 (5.3) 22.6 (6.7) 0.154(2, 112) 0.857 

BUN (mg/dL) 16.8 (4.9) 15.8 (2.9) 16.3 (4.4) 0.487(2, 112) 0.616 

Creatinine (mg/dL) 0.9 (0.2) 1.0 (1.2) 1.0 (0.3) 1.045(2, 112) 0.355 

eGFR (mL/min/1.73m2) 85.4 (14.1) 83.0 (10.8) 79.1 (15.3) 2.007(2, 108) 0.139 

ALT: alanine aminotransferase; AST: aspartate aminotransferase; BMI: body mass index; BUN: blood urea 
nitrogen; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate; HbA1c: hemoglobin A1c; HDL: high-density lipoprotein; 
LDL: low-density lipoprotein; SD: standard deviation.  
Groups were compared using Analysis of Variance and post-hoc independent t-test. *p < 0.05. 
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Table 2: Self-reported adverse events during study period 

 5 mg 10 mg Placebo 

Cardiovascular    

   -Cardiological event - - 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Discomfort/Tightness in chest 1 (2.5%) 1 - - 

Gastrointestinal    

   -Lower gastrointestinal symptoms 4 (10%) 5 6 (16.7%) 9 3 (7.7%) 3 

   -Upper and lower gastrointestinal symptoms 3 (7.5%) 3 1 (2.8%) 2 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Upper gastrointestinal symptoms 2 (5%) 5 3 (8.3%) 4 - 

Musculoskeletal and Orthopedic    

   -Musculoskeletal pain 10 (25%) 19 12 (33.3%) 20 11 (28.2%) 20 

   -Deep tissue injury (closed) 1 (2.5%) 2 - 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Musculoskeletal/Orthopedic injury (closed) 1 (2.5%) 1 - 1 (2.6%) 1 

Neurological    

   -Altered spatial orientation 1 (2.5%) 1 3 (8.3%) 7 2 (5.1%) 3 

   -Cognitive decline - 1 (2.8%) 1 - 

   -Neuromuscular symptoms - 1 (2.8%) 1 2 (5.1%) 2 

Oral and Dental    

   -Mouth sores 3 (7.5%) 4 6 (16.7%)  14 6 (15.4%) 27 

   -Dental symptoms 2 (5%) 3 2 (5.6%) 2 1 (2.6%) 1 

Respiratory    

   -Cold/Flu/Sinus symptoms 23 (57.5%) 35 19 (52.8%) 29 22 (56.4%) 33 

   -Respiratory symptoms 1 (2.5%) 2 - - 

Sensory    

   -Auditory perception symptoms 2 (5%) 2 3 (8.3%) 3 2 (5.1%) 2 

   -Visual perception symptoms 1 (2.5%) 1 1 (2.8%) 1 - 

Skin and Wound    

   -Superficial wound/Skin irritation 6 (15%) 8 7 (19.4%) 11 9 (23.1%) 12 

   -Deep wound (opened) - - 2 (5.1%) 2 

   -Skin bacterial/fungal infection 1 (2.5%) 1 - 2 (5.1% ) 2 

Urinary, Kidney, and Reproductive    

   -Kidney/Urinary symptoms 4 (10%) 5 2 (5.6%) 2 2 (5.1%) 2 
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   -Menopausal symptoms 1 (2.5%) 1 1 (2.8%) 1 2 (5.1%) 2 

Other    

   -Erectile dysfunction - 1 (2.8%) 1 - 

   -Malaise 3 (7.5%) 11 2 (5.6%) 2 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Eye infection/disorder 1 (2.5%) 1 1 (2.8%) 1 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Mental Health Symptoms 1 (2.5%) 1 1 (2.8%) 1 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Pain (not otherwise specified) 1 (2.5%) 1 1 (2.8%) 1 1 (2.6%) 1 

   -Sleep disturbances - 1 (2.8%) 1 - 

Chronic Issue Flare 12 (30%) 23 13 (36.1%) 28 10 (25.6%) 14 

Chronic Issue Severity 4 (10%) 4 4 (11.1%) 6 4 (10.3%) 12 
*Includes all reported events by the cohort. Some participants had multiple events or experienced 
the same events multiple times. Adverse events reported as: n participants (%) n events. Chronic 
issue flare: participants entered the PEARL trial with a chronic ailment which improved or stayed the 
same during the trial. Chronic issue severity: participants entered the PEARL trial with a chronic 
ailment that worsened during the trial. 
 841 
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Table 3: Dexa baseline output and change after 48 weeks, stratified by sex 

Baseline      

Values for Females, Males  Changes by sex Changes by group 

 5 mg 10 mg Placebo F(df1, df2)† p-value† F(df1, df2) ‡ p-value ‡ 

Visceral adipose 

tissue mass (g) 

500.6 

(449.7) 

407.0 

(346.2) 

518.2 

(321.5) 
F(2, 37) = 0.231 0.795 

F(5, 107) = 

5.426 
< 0.001 

1321.2 

(995.0) 

1203.7 

(810.4) 

1084.3 

(690.4) 
F(2, 70) = 0.470 0.627 

Bone mineral 

content (g) 

2174.4 

(245.6) 

2422.7 

(490.6) 

2196.6 

(239.8) 
F(2, 35) = 1.885 0.167 

F(5, 101) = 

22.304 
< 0.001 

3059.9 

(492.9) 

3048.9 

(397.4) 

3243.7 

(529.9) 
F(2, 66) = 1.242 0.295 

Lean tissue 

mass (g) 

39313.1 

(5098.6) 

41231.8 

(8112.7) 

38983.8 

(3769.5) 
F(2 ,37) = 0.488 0.618 

F(5, 106) = 

44.559 
< 0.001 

58290.8 

(6084.4) 

58864.5 

(7178.5) 

59950.8 

(8154.6) 
F(2, 69) = 0.317 0.729 

Bone Mineral 

Density (g/cm2) 

1.1210 

(0.1182) 

1.1951 

(0.1799) 

1.1035 

(0.0838) 
F(2, 35) = 1.537 0.229 

F(5, 103) = 

8.983 
< 0.001 

1.2558 

(0.1750) 

1.3006 

(0.1228) 

1.3397 

(0.1341) 
F(68) = 1.890 0.159 

        

Change from baseline – 48 weeks      

Visceral adipose 

tissue mass (g) 

-29.3 

(170.6) 

-6.1 

(116.2) 
50.7 (69.3) 

F(2,34.546) = 

1.294 
0.287 

F(2, 203.934) 

= 0.854 
0.427 

-48.6 

(201.0) 

19.2 

(277.4) 

26.9 

(362.6) 

F(2. 127.416) = 

0.329 
0.72 
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Bone mineral 

content (g) 

-19.8 (64.4) 
-50.6 

(106.8) 
-23.1 (82.0) 

F(2, 43.111) = 

0.251 
0.779 

F(2, 193.245) 

= 4.489 
0.012 

-41.7 (95.2) 
45.2 

(93.3) 
-0.7 (100.6) 

F(2, 70.240) = 

2.249 
0.113 

Lean tissue 

mass (g) 

-60.6 

(1613.8) 

1939.7 

(1998.9) 

-298.1 

(1191.1) 

F(1,70.369) = 

1.022 
0.004 

F(2, 206.447) 

= 5.439 
0.005 

-68.6 

(3034.7) 

-6.0 

(2421.2) 

-525.1 

(2138.6) 

F(2, 80.616) = 

0.112 
0.894 

Bone Mineral 

Density (g/cm2) 

-0.0114 

(0.0195) 

-0.0100 

(0.0325) 

-0.0021 

(0.0332) 

F(2,43.316) = 

1.461 
0.243 

F(2, 163.750) 

= 1.673 
0.191 

0.0463 

(0.2108) 

0.0046 

(0.0361) 

-0.0012 

(0.0267) 

F(2, 109.733) = 

1.006 
0.369 

Values provided as mean (standard deviation). Groups were compared using Analysis of Variance (baseline) 858 
and linear mixed effects model (change from week 0 through 48) by sex and group.  859 

 860 

 861 
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Table 4: Baseline SF-36 and WOMAC and absolute change at 48 weeks, stratified by sex 

  Women  Men 

 5 mg 10 mg Placebo 5 mg 10 mg Placebo 

Baseline       

SF-36       

- Physical functioning 95.3 (6.2) 96.1 (4.2) 93.0 (10.7) 94.6 (8.3) 95.6 (9.8) 95.5 (8.7) 

- Physical role limitations 92.7 (14.7) 
94.4 

(11.0) 
83.3 (32.3) 94.6 (21.3) 95.4 (12.1) 90.9 (23.8) 

- Emotional role 

limitations 
90.2 (22.9) 

100.0 

(0.0) 
97.8 (8.6) 85.5 (26.3) 97.5 (8.9) 89.4 (23.9) 

- Energy/fatigue 62.4 (21.3) 
65.6 

(14.5) 
67.7 (22.4) 66.5 (16.9) 73.5 (12.7) 69.6 (13.3) 

- Emotional well-being 76.5 (14.6) 
76.9 

(12.0) 
82.4 (10.1) 75.7 (14.3) 85.9 (8.7) 80.4 (11.5) 

- Social functioning 92.7 (11.7) 
84.7 

(27.1) 
92.5 (11.4) 92.4 (15.0) 96.3 (8.4) 94.9 (10.7) 

- Pain 82.9 (9.9) 
74.4 

(20.3) 
82.3 (18.5) 84.7 (14.7) 87.7 (13.1) 79.4 (18.0) 

- General health 77.4 (19.5) 
75.6 

(17.9) 
76.3 (21.2) 75.7 (15.0) 85.0 (15.3) 76.1 (18.3) 

- Physical health score 87.1 (9.5) 85.1 (9.9) 83.8 (18.0) 87.4 (12.0) 90.9 (7.8) 85.5 (14.1) 

- Mental health score 80.4 (12.1) 81.8 (8.4) 85.1 (10.5) 80.0 (14.0) 88.3 (6.9) 83.6 (11.9) 

- Aggregate score 83.7 (10.0) 83.5 (7.3) 84.4 (13.5) 83.7 (10.9) 89.6 (6.3) 84.5 (11.3) 

WOMAC       

- Total score (0-96) 28.6 (5.5) 28.7 (6.3) 31.9 (12.6) 29.0 (6.7) 28.2 (8.3) 30.4 (8.1) 

- Pain score (0-20) 6.4 (1.8) 6.4 (2.8) 6.7 (2.4) 6.5 (2.2) 6.2 (2.3) 6.1 (1.6) 

- Stiffness score (0-8) 3.4 (1.3) 3.2 (1.1) 3.5 (1.6) 2.8 (1.1) 2.7 (1.1) 3.5 (1.2) 

- Physical function score 

(0-68) 
18.8 (3.3) 19.0 (4.6) 21.7 (9.0) 19.7 (4.1) 19.3 (5.4) 20.8 (5.9) 

       

Change baseline - 48 

weeks 
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 862 

 863 

 864 

 865 

 866 

 867 

SF-36       

- Physical functioning +0.6 (4.8) 0.0 (6.0) +0.4 (4.1) -3.3 (15.3) -1.6 (6.3) -0.5 (9.7) 

- Physical role limitations +3.1 (15.5) +3.1 (8.8) +5.4 (35.6) -7.1 (28.7) -4.0 (22.5) +0.0 (30.9) 

- Emotional role 

limitations 
+4.2 (16.7) -4.2 (11.8) +2.4 (8.9) +4.8 (33.8) 0.0 (9.6) +9.3 (25.1) 

- Energy/fatigue +10.0 (17.4) 
+9.4 

(12.9) 
+2.9 (13.7) +3.0 (12.7) +2.6 (8.8) +0.3 (9.0) 

- Emotional well-being +5.8 (14.2) +5.0 (9.5) +4.6 (9.1) +5.2 (10.4) +0.8 (5.8) +3.3 (7.6) 

- Social functioning +3.9 (10.9) 
+12.5 

(24.1) 
+1.8 (12.8) +2.5 (15.5) +1.0 (11.4) +2.1 (8.8) 

- Pain +7.0 (11.9) 
+14.7 

(13.9) 
+1.8 (9.1) -1.2 (17.8) -0.9 (8.0) +1.5 (15.2) 

- General health +5.3 (12.3) 
+5.6 

(12.1) 
+3.9 (10.2) +5.8 (8.8) +2.4 (9.4) -1.7 (13.0) 

- Physical health score +4.0 (8.0) +5.9 (5.7) +2.9 (11.5) -2.4 (17.9) -1.0 (7.6) -0.2 (13.7) 

- Mental health score +6.0 (11.4) +5.7 (5.9) +2.9 (7.7) +4.8 (13.5) +1.1 (5.3) +3.7 (8.9) 

- Aggregate score +5.0 (8.9) +5.8 (4.6) +2.9 (7.8) +2.9 (10.3) +0.0 (5.6) +1.8 (8.7) 

WOMAC       

- Total score (0-96) -2.3 (5.5) -3.0 (6.2) -1.1 (5.1) -1.0 (4.7) +2.0 (7.8) -1.1 (6.6) 

- Pain score (0-20) -0.9 (1.8) -0.8 (2.9) +0.4 (2.7) -0.4 (1.7) +0.6 (2.4) -0.3 (1.1) 

- Stiffness score (0-8) -0.7 (1.3) -0.6 (1.2) -0.5 (0.9) -0.2 (1.1) +0.2 (1.0) -0.1 (1.2) 

- Physical function score 

(0-68) 
-0.6 (3.4) -1.6 (5.2) -1.0 (3.3) -0.5 (2.7) +1.2 (5.3) -0.7 (5.6) 

SF-36: short form 36; WOMAC: Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index. Values provided as 
mean (standard deviation). 
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 871 

Supplementary Table S1: Week 48 safety-related blood work assessment 

 5 mg 

N=38 

Mean (SD) * 

10 mg 

N=33 

Mean (SD) * 

Placebo 

N=34 

Mean (SD) * 

F(df1, df2) p-value 

Glucose (mg/dL) 91.3 (9.6) 91.8 (8.1) 89.7 (9.5) F(2, 101) = 0.489 0.614 

LDL cholesterol (mg/dL) 107.9 (34.8) 96.2 (34.1) 103.5 (30.7) F(2, 102) = 1.095 0.339 

Non-HDL cholesterol (mg/dL) 126.0 (37.6) 116.1 (38.4) 121.3 (32.5) F(2, 101) = 0.647 0.526 

Triglycerides (mg/dL) 87.1 (33.2) 95.3 (52.1) 84.3 (36.0) F(2, 102) = 0.659 0.520 

HbA1c (%) 5.2 (0.3) 5.3 (0.3) 5.3 (0.3) F(2, 102) = 0.961 0.386 

Insulin (uIU/mL) 6.0 (4.7) 7.2 (4.2) 5.5 (3.2) F(2, 100) = 1.566 0.214 

ALT (U/L) 20.1 (10.4) 25.0 (10.3) 22.0 (10.7) F(2, 102) = 1.967 0.145 

AST (U/L) 21.7 (6.4) 24.6 (7.4) 23.0 (8.5) F(2, 102) = 1.355 0.263 

BUN (mg/dL) 17.1 (3.6) 17.2 (3.9) 16.6 (3.9) F(2, 102) = 0.277 0.759 

Creatinine (mg/dL) 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2) 1.0 (0.3) F(2, 102) = 0.597 0.553 

eGFR (mL/min/1.73m2) 86.3 (13.6) 84.6 (12.3) 81.5 (15.6) F(2, 98) = 1.026 0.362 

ALT: alanine aminotransferase; AST: aspartate aminotransferase; BMI: body mass index; BUN: blood urea 
nitrogen; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate; HbA1c: hemoglobin A1c; HDL: high-density lipoprotein; 
LDL: low-density lipoprotein; SD: standard deviation.  
Groups were compared using Analysis of Variance. *p < 0.05 
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 872 

Supplementary Table S2: Baseline Dexa outcomes and absolute change after 48 weeks 

 Baseline 

Dexa Variable 5 mg 10 mg Placebo F(df1, df2)  p-value 

Visceral adipose 

tissue mass (g) 

972.4 

(900.2) 

1016.2 

(800.4) 

866.5 

(635.9) 

F(2, 110) = 0.356 0.701 

Bone mineral 

content (g) 

2680.4 

(598.6) 

2901.6 

(493.4) 

2830.4 

(676.6) 

F(2, 104) = 1.239  0.294 

Lean tissue mass (g) 50018.5 

(11058.6) 

54715.6 

(10518.4) 

51886.5 

(12339.9) 

F(2, 109) = 1.561 0.215 

Bone Mineral 

Density (g/cm2) 

1.1996 

(0.1662) 

1.2765 

(0.1422) 

1.2488 

(0.1644) 

F(2,106) = 2.054  0.133 

Dexa Variable Change baseline - 48 weeks 

5 mg 10 mg Placebo F(df1, df2)  p-value 

Visceral adipose 

tissue mass (g) 

-39.9 

(185.2) 

+13.1 

(246.2) 

+35.3 

(290.8) 

F(2, 101.408) = 

0.978  

0.379 

Bone mineral 

content (g) 

-31.9 

(8.22) 

+19.4 

(104.3) 

-8.7 (93.6) F(2,104.415) = 1.403  0.250 

Lean tissue mass (g) -66.0 

(2456.0) 

+517.8 

(2440.2) 

-444.6 

(1838.9) 

F(2,126.996) = 1.115  0.331 

Bone Mineral 

Density (g/cm2) 

0.1593 

(0.0097) 

0.0008 

0.0352)  

-0.0015 

(00289)  

F(2,166.294) = 1.596  0.552 

Groups were compared using Analysis of Variance (baseline) and linear mixed effects model (change 
from week 0 through 48). Values provided as mean (standard deviation).  
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Supplementary Table S3: Baseline SF-36 and WOMAC and absolute change at 48 weeks 

 Baseline 48 weeks 

 5 mg 10 mg Placebo p-value 5 mg 10 mg Placebo p-value 

SF-36         

- Physical functioning 94.9 

(7.4) 

95.7 

(8.7) 

94.5 

(9.5) 

0.821 -1.6 

(12.0) 

-1.2 (6.1) -0.2 

(7.7) 

0.754 

- Physical role limitations 93.8 

(18.6) 

95.1 

(11.7) 

87.8 

(27.4) 

0.263 -2.7 

(24.1) 

-2.3 

(20.1) 

+2.3 

(32.6) 

0.970 

- Emotional role 

limitations 

87.5 

(24.7) 

98.2 

(7.7) 

92.8 

(19.5) 

0.054 +4.5 

(27.4) 

-1.0 

(10.2) 

+6.3 

(19.7) 

0.401 

- Energy/fatigue 64.8 

(18.7) 

71.5 

(13.4) 

68.8 

(17.3) 

0.209 +6.1 

(15.2) 

+4.2 

(10.2) 

+1.4 

(11.2) 

0.081 

- Emotional well-being 76.0 

(14.2) 

83.7 

(10.2) 

81.2 

(10.9) 

0.019 +5.4 

(12.0) 

+1.8 

(6.9) 

+3.9 

(8.2) 

0.479 

- Social functioning 92.5 

(13.5) 

93.4 

(15.7) 

93.9 

(10.9) 

0.896 +3.1 

(13.5) 

+3.8 

(15.8) 

+1.9 

(10.6) 

0.745 

- Pain 83.9 

(12.8) 

84.4 

(16.0) 

80.6 

(18.0) 

0.528 +2.4 

(15.9) 

+2.9 

(11.7) 

+1.6 

(12.7) 

0.682 

- General health 76.4 

(16.8) 

82.6 

(16.2) 

76.2 

(19.2) 

0.203 +5.6 

(10.3) 

+3.2 

(10.0) 

+0.8 

(12.0) 

0.014 

- Physical health score 87.2 

(10.9) 

89.5 

(8.6) 

84.7 

(15.5) 

0.254 +0.4 

(14.6) 

+0.6 

(7.7) 

+1.2 

(12.7) 

0.850 

- Mental health score 80.2 

(13.1) 

86.7 

(7.7) 

84.2 

(11.3) 

0.037 +5.3 

(12.5) 

+2.2 

(5.7) 

+3.4 

(8.3) 

0.385 

- Aggregate score 83.7 

(10.4) 

88.1 

(7.0) 

84.5 

(12.0) 

0.142 +3.8 

(9.6) 

+1.4 

(5.9) 

+2.3 

(8.2) 

0.335 

WOMAC         

- Total score (0-96) 28.8 

(6.2) 

28.3 

(7.8) 

31.0 

(10.0) 

0.325 -1.6 (5.0) +0.8 

(7.7) 

-1.1 

(5.9) 

0.325 

- Pain score (0-20) 6.5 (2.0) 6.3 (2.4) 6.4 (2.0) 0.900 -0.6 (1.8) +0.3 

(2.5) 

0.0 (1.9) 0.184 

- Stiffness score (0-8) 3.1 (1.2) 2.9 (1.1) 3.5 (1.4) 0.101 -0.4 (1.2) 0.0 (1.1) -0.3 

(1.1) 

0.456 
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 873 

- Physical function score 

(0-68) 

19.3 

(3.7) 

19.2 

(5.1) 

21.2 

(7.2) 

0.220 -0.6 (3.0) +0.5 

(5.3) 

-0.8 

(4.6) 

0.614 

SF-36: short form 36; WOMAC: Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index. Values provided as 
mean (standard deviation). 
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