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ABSTRACT

Purpose: To investigate the association between epigenetic age acceleration and glaucoma
progression.

Design: Retrospective cohort study.

Participants: 100 primary open-angle glaucoma (POAG) patients with fast progression and 100
POAG patients with slow progression.

Methods: Subjects were classified asfast or slow progressors based on rates of changein
standard automated perimetry (SAP) mean deviation (MD) and retinal nerve fiber layer (RNFL)
thickness. Epigenetic age was calculated using the Horvath, Hannum, PhenoAge, and GrimAge
clocks from DNA methylation profiles obtained from blood samples. Age acceleration
(AgeAccel) was defined as the residual from alinear regression of epigenetic age on chronologic
age, with positive values suggesting faster biological aging. Multivariable logistic regression
models estimated the association between AgeAccd and likelihood of fast progression, adjusting
for confounders.

Main Outcome Measures. Difference in epigenetic age accel eration between fast and slow
glaucoma progressors.

Results: The mean rate of SAP MD change in the fastest progressing eye was -1.06 dB/year
(95% ClI: -1.28 t0 -0.85) for fast progressors compared to -0.10 dB/year (95% ClI: -0.16 to -0.04)
for dow progressors (P<0.001). For RNFL thickness, corresponding values were -1.60 um/year
(95% ClI: -1.97 to -1.23) and -0.76 um/year (95% ClI: -1.04 to -0.48), respectively (P<0.001).
Fast progressors demonstrated significantly greater age acceleration compared to slow
progressors for the Horvath clock (mean difference = 2.93 years, 95% CI: 1.48 to 4.39, P<0.001)
and Hannum clock (mean difference = 1.24 years, 95% CI: 0.03 to 2.46, P=0.045). In
multivariable models, each year of Horvath AgeAccel was associated with 15% higher odds of
fast progression (OR 1.15, 95% CI 1.07-1.23, P<0.001), after adjusting for sex, race, intraocular
pressure, central corneal thickness, baseline disease severity, smoking status and follow-up time.
Hannum and GrimAge clocks also showed significant associations with fast progression. The
association between AgeAccel and fast progression was stronger in subjectswith relatively low
|OP during follow-up.

Conclusion: Accelerated epigenetic aging was associated with faster glaucoma progression.
These findings suggest that faster biological age, as reflected in DNA methylation, may increase
optic nerve susceptibility to damage, highlighting epigenetic age as a potential prognostic
biomarker.
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INTRODUCTION

Glaucomais a neurodegenerative disease characterized by progressive loss of retinal
ganglion cells and their axons.* The disease affects over 100 million individuals worldwide and
isthe leading cause of irreversible blindness. Although elevated intraocular pressure (IOP) isthe
most widely accepted modifiable risk factor for glaucoma, a significant proportion of patients
continue to experience glaucomatous deterioration despite well-controlled |OP, suggesting that
other factors contribute to the progression of glaucomatous damage.? Moreover, a subset of 30%
to 40% of patients exhibits normal-tension glaucoma, where damage occurs without concomitant
apparent |OP elevation. Thisindicates that factors other than |OP elevation may increase the

optic nerve's susceptibility to damage.®

Aging plays a pivotal role in glaucoma. The prevalence of glaucoma increases markedly
with age.* > However, the pathophysiology underlying increasing age as arisk factor for
glaucomais not well understood. The increased prevalence of glaucomain older individuals does
not seem to be explained solely by an increased prevalence of high IOP with aging.®® This
suggests that aging may increase the vulnerability of the optic nerve to IOP-related damage,
ultimately resulting in loss of retinal ganglion cells. This age-related increased vulnerability to
neural injury has also been observed in other neurodegenerative disorders, such asAlzheimer’s
and Parkinson’s disease, and may be related to mitochondrial dysfunction and impaired capacity
to handle oxidative stress, among other factors.> Epigenetics, the study of alterationsin gene
expression without changes in the DNA sequence, has shown promise in understanding aging
and age-related diseases. The biological age encapsulated in our epigenome, as reflected by DNA

methylation patterns, often diverges from our chronological age. The "epigenetic clock” theory,
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conceptualized by Horvath,™ leverages these methylation changes at specific cytosine-
phosphate-guanine (CpG) sites as atimekeeper of biological aging. The disparities between
biological (epigenetic) and chronological age have been associated with several age-related
diseases, such as cardiovascular disease, neurodegeneration, and cancer. An advanced epigenetic
age relative to chronological age may signify accelerated biological aging and increased disease
risk.’” Despite these observations, no study has yet been conducted on epigenetic age and

glaucoma.

In the present study, we hypothesized that disparities between epigenetic and
chronological age may be asignificant risk factor in explaining glaucoma progression.
Specifically, we hypothesized that individuals with faster disease progression would demonstrate
an accelerated biological age, asindicated by a greater divergence between epigenetic and
chronological age, compared to those with slower progression. Uncovering the relationship
between epigenetic age and glaucoma progression could provide novel ingghtsinto the
pathophysiology of the disease and offer a more accurate prognostic tool than chronological age

aone.

METHODS

This study involved a cohort of subjects that were part of the Duke Glaucoma Registry
(DGR), alarge database of eectronic medical records developed at Duke University, Durham,
North Carolina. The database consisted of adults 18 years or older with glaucoma or glaucoma
suspect diagnoses who were evaluated at the Duke Eye Center or its satellite clinics between

January 2009 and June 2023. The database has been described in detail elsewhere and has been
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used for several studies investigating risk factors for glaucoma.®* *¥# A subset of participants,
described below, was recruited for blood sample collection. Blood sample analyses were
performed at the John P. Hussman Institute for Human Genomics (HIHG) at the University of
Miami, Florida. The Duke University and the University of Miami Institutional Review Boards
approved this study. Informed consent was obtained from all participants. All methods adhered to
the tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki for research involving human subjects and were
conducted in accordance with regulations of the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability

Act.

The database used for this study contained clinical information from baseline and follow-
up vidits, including patient diagnostic and procedure codes, medical history, smoking history,
best-corrected visual acuity, slit-lamp biomicroscopy, |OP measurement using the Goldmann
applanation tonometry (GAT; Haag-Streit, Konig, Switzerland), central corneal thickness (CCT),
gonioscopy, ophthalmoscopy examination, optic disc photographs, and the results of all standard
automated perimetry (SAP) and optical coherence tomography (OCT) exams. SAP testing was
performed with the Humphrey Field Analyzer (Carl Zeiss Meditec, Dublin, CA) using the
Swedish Interactive Thresholding Algorithm (SITA) 24-2 fast strategy. OCT was performed with
the Spectralis SDOCT (Heidelberg Engineering, Dossenheim, Germany). A reliable SAP was
defined as having fixation loss rate |ess than 25% and false-positive rate less than 15%. Visual
fields were manually reviewed for artifacts such as lid and rim artifacts, fatigue effects,
inappropriate fixation, and evidence that the visual field results were due to a disease other than
glaucoma. Retinal nerve fiber layer (RNFL) thickness measurements were obtained from a 12-
degree (for single circle scans) or a 3.45mm-diameter peripapillary circle scan (for scans from

the Glaucoma M ode Premium Edition) acquired using the Spectralis SD OCT, as described in
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detail previously.? Tests were acquired using the latest available software version at the time of
the scan and exported using the latest available version at the time of the analysis (Software
version 6.8). Scans were manually reviewed for the presence or artifacts, decentration, or
segmentation errors. Tests with quality score below 15, or with segmentation errors, evidence of
decentration or artifacts were also excluded. For each scan, the global average RNFL thickness
was calculated as the average of thicknesses of all points from the 360 degrees around the optic

nerve head.
Participant selection

This study included a subset of participants from the DGR who were recruited for
prospective blood sample collection. Subjects were contacted during their regular clinic visits
and invited to provide blood samples for genetic analysis. Selection criteriaincluded a diagnosis
of primary open-angle glaucoma (POAG) in both eyes, confirmed by international classification
of diseases (ICD) codes at the baseline visit, as well as the availability of longitudinal datain the
DGR. 1,251 POAG patients provided blood samples. A total of 10 ml of blood was collected
from each participant, processed, and stored for future analysis. Blood collections took place

between June 2021 and June 2023.
Fast versus dow progression classification

Subjects were classified as either fast or low progressors based on available SAP and SD
OCT tests. Ordinary least squares linear regression was used to estimate the slopes of changein
SAP mean deviation (MD) and RNFL thickness over time. Subjects who did not clearly fit into
either group were excluded from further analyses to maximize the distinction between fast and

slow progressors and avoid including ambiguous cases. Fast progressors were defined as having
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126  at least one eye with either a statistically significant SAP MD dope faster than -0.5 dB/year or a
127  satigtically significant global RNFL thickness slope faster than -1.0 um/year. In contrast, slow
128  progressors were required to meet all of the following criteriain both eyes: non-significant SAP
129  MD dlope, non-significant global RNFL thickness slope, a minimum follow-up time of 5 years,

130 and no history of trabeculectomy or tube shunt surgery.

131 These criteria were designed to create a clearly divergent sample, thereby enhancing the
132  ability to test the primary hypothesis of the study. No minimum follow-up time was required for
133 fast progressors, allowing the inclusion of patientswith rapid progression over shorter periods.
134  Whileahistory of glaucoma surgery was not an exclusion criterion for fast progressors, SAP and
135  OCT tests were censored post-surgery and excluded from the calculation of progression rates.
136  Importantly, we use the term 'sSlow progressor’ rather than 'non-progressor’ because it is not

137  possible to guarantee that these subjects would not have progressed by other measures. The

138 primary objective was to ensure that any changes in the slow progressor group would likely be

139 minimal, resulting in asignificant difference in disease trajectory between the two groups.

140 Sample Size Calculation

141 The primary hypothesis of this study was that individuals with faster glaucoma

142  progression would demonstrate an accel erated biological age, indicated by a greater discrepancy
143  between epigenetic age and chronological age, compared to those with slower progression.

144  Given the high costs associated with DNA methylation analysis, only a subset of subjectswith
145  available blood samples underwent epigenetic age calculation. A power analysis determined that
146  asamplesize of 100 subjects per group would provide 80% power to detect a minimum

147  difference of 2.0 years between the two groups in the difference between epigenetic and

148  chronological age, assuming a standard deviation of 5.0 and an aphalevel of 0.05.
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Consequently, from the 1,251 subjects with available blood samples, 100 individuals with slow
progression and 100 with fast progression were selected. These 200 samples were then subjected

to DNA extraction, methylation profiling and epigenetic age calculation.

DNA Extraction, Methylation Processing, and Quality Control

Immediately after collection, whole blood samples were centrifuged to separate the
different components. The separated components, including plasma, buffy coat, and red blood
cells, were then frozen at -80°C for preservation. At a later stage, the buffy coat was thawed and
processed for DNA extraction. Upon thawing, the buffy coat was centrifuged at 1,500 x g for 10
minutes to concentrate the cells. Genomic DNA was subsequently extracted from the buffy coat
using the QlAamp DNA Blood Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany), following the
manufacturer's protocol. The quality of the extracted DNA was assessed using a NanoDrop
spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA). The absorbance ratios at 260/280
nm and 260/230 nm were measured, with DNA samples considered high quality if the A260/280
ratio fell between 1.8 and 2.0, and the A260/230 ratio was >2.0. The quantity and concentration
of DNA were evaluated using a Qubit Fluorometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA).
Additionally, DNA integrity was qualitatively evaluated using agarose gel €l ectrophoresisto
identify samples with high molecular weight bands suitable for analysis. Sample concentration

was normalized to 50 ng/pL and arrayed in Azenta 0.5 ml barcoded tubes in racks of 96.

Genome-wide DNA methylation was assessed using the lllumina Infinium
MethylationEPIC v2 BeadChip (Illumina, San Diego, CA), which interrogates approximately
930,000 cytosine-phosphate-guanine (CpG) sites across the human genome. DNA samples (500
ng each) were bisulfite-converted using the EZ DNA Methylation Kit (Zymo Research, Irvine,

CA) according to the manufacturer's instructions, which converts unmethylated cytosines to
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172  uracil while leaving methylated cytosines unchanged. The bisulfite-converted DNA was then

173  hybridized to the MethylationEPIC v2 BeadChip, and the arrays were scanned using the Illumina
174  iScan system. Datafiles created by the IlluminaiScan were analyzed using the Illumina

175  GenomeStudio Methylation module software program. To ensure the reliability of the

176  methylation data, several quality control measures were implemented following established

177  protocolsin the literature. Raw methylation intensity data were first preprocessed using the R
178  package minfi, which includes background correction, normalization, and cal culation of

179  detection p-values to assess the quality of individual probes.?® Probes with detection p-values
180  above athreshold of 0.01 in more than 5% of samples were excluded from further analysis.**
181 Methylation data were then mapped to the genome, and only those probes that passed stringent

182  quality control criteriawere retained for epigenetic age calculation.
183  Epigenetic Age Calculation

184 Epigenetic age was calculated using several established algorithms, each of which applies

185  gpecific sets of CpG sites to estimate biological age:

186 e Horvath Clock: The Horvath clock is an epigenetic age estimator that utilizes alinear
187 combination of methylation levels at 353 specific CpG sitesto calculate an individual's
188 biologica age; these sites were selected from data generated from multiple tissue types,
189 including blood, skin, brain and other internal organs.® This "universal" epigenetic clock
190 isdesigned to provide arobust estimate of biological age, regardless of tissue source, and
191 has been widely validated for its accuracy in correlating with chronological age across a
192 diverse range of tissues.

193 e Hannum Clock: The Hannum clock is an epigenetic age predictor specifically tailored
194 for use in whole blood samples.® It is based on methylation data from 71 CpG sites that
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are strongly associated with age-related changes in blood. The model calculates
biological age by assessing methylation patterns at these sites, which reflect the
physiological aging process in hematopoietic cells, making it potentially useful for
studies focusing on blood-based biomarkers of aging.

e PhenoAge: The PhenoAge clock, developed by Levineet a.,?’ integrates DNA
methylation data from 513 CpG sites with clinical phenotypes and mortality risk
indicators to provide a comprehensive measure of biological aging. Unlike traditional
epigenetic clocks that primarily estimate chronological age, PhenoAge is designed to
capture the physiological decline associated with morbidity and mortality risk.

e GrimAge: GrimAge is an epigenetic clock that combines methylation data from specific
CpG sites with inferred plasma protein levels and cumulative smoking exposure to

predict time to death and other aging-related outcomes.”

Methylation data for the probes was submitted to the DNA Methylation Age Calculator
website (dnamage.clockfoundation.org).? For each one of these clocks, age acceleration
(AgeAccel) was calculated as the residual from a linear regression model of the corresponding
epigenetic clock and chronological age. Residual variables were then named AgeAccelHorvath,
AgeAccd Hannum, AgeAcce Pheno and AgeAccel Grim, corresponding to the clocks listed
above. Positive values in these variables suggest a higher epigenetic age relative to chronological

age and thus faster biological aging, while negative values suggest slower biological aging.
Statistical Analysis

Correlations between chronological age and each epigenetic age measure were assessed
using Pearson’s correlation coefficients. Differences in AgeAccel (epigenetic age acceleration)

between fast and slow glaucoma progressors were evaluated using Student’s t-tests. Additionally,

10
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218 multivariable logistic regression models were employed to estimate adjusted odds ratios (ORs)
219 and 95% confidence intervals (Cls) for the association between AgeAcce variables and the

220 likelihood of fast progression. These models were adjusted for key potential confounders,

221  including gender, race, smoking status, IOP, CCT, and baseline disease severity, as measured by
222  basdine MD. For I0P, both the mean and peak values recorded during follow-up were analyzed.
223  SincelOP, CCT, and baseline MD are eye-specific variables, the mean values of both eyes were
224  utilized in the logistic regression models. Furthermore, considering that blood samples were
225  collected during follow-up rather than at baseline, the time from baseline to the date of blood

226  collection was calculated and included as a potential confounder in the multivariable models.

227 Statistical analyses were completed in R (version 4.4.1, R Foundation for Statistical

228  Computing, Vienna, Austria).

229

230 RESULTS

231 The study included 100 POAG patients diagnosed with fast glaucoma progression and
232 100 POAG patients with slow progression. Table 1 shows demographic and clinical

233  characteristics of the 2 groups. Mean follow-up time was 10.3 years (95% CI: 9.0 — 11.5) for fast
234  progressors and 11.0 years (95% CI: 9.6 — 12.3) for slow progressors, with no statistically

235 dgnificant difference between the groups (P = 0.45). The mean rate of changein SAPMD,

236  averaged across both eyes, was significantly different between the groups: -0.63 dB/year (95%
237  CI:-0.77 —-0.48) in fast progressors compared to 0.01 dB/year (95% ClI: -0.06 — 0.07) in slow
238  progressors (P < 0.001). When considering the eye with the faster rate of SAP MD decline, the

239 meanrateswere-1.06 dB/year (95% CI: -1.28 —-0.85) for fast progressors and -0.10 dB/year

11
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(95% ClI: -0.16 —-0.04) for dlow progressors (P < 0.001). Over the follow-up period, fast
progressors lost an average of 8.2 dB (95% CI: 6.9 — 9.5) of MD in the fastest progressing eye,
compared to aloss of only 1.4 dB (95% CI: 0.8 — 1.9) in the slow progressor group. For OCT
RNFL thickness, the mean rate of change in the fastest progressing eye was -1.60 um/year (95%
Cl: -1.97 —-1.23) for fast progressors, compared to -0.76 (95% CI: -1.04 —-0.48) um/year for
slow progressors (P < 0.001). Mean IOP during follow-up was similar between the groups, at
15.0 mmHg (95% ClI: 14.4 — 15.6) for fast progressors and 15.3 mmHg (95% ClI: 14.7 — 16.0) for
slow progressors (P = 0.39). However, peak 0P during follow-up, averaged across both eyes,
was higher in fast progressors compared to slow progressors (23.8 mmHg [95% Cl: 22.0 — 25.5)

vs. 20.5 mmHg [95% CI: 19.5 — 21.6], respectively; P = 0.002).

Epigenetic age was strongly correlated with chronological age across all epigenetic clock
methods (Figure 1). The Horvath clock showed a Pearson correlation coefficient of r = 0.83
(95% ClI: 0.78 — 0.87) with chronological age (P<0.001). Similarly, the Hannum clock
demonstrated a correlation of r = 0.85 (95% CI: 0.80 — 0.90; P<0.001), while the PhenoAge
clock showed a correlation of r = 0.81 (95% CI: 0.76 — 0.87; P<0.001). The GrimAge clock had
adightly lower but still substantial correlation with chronological age (r = 0.70; 95% CI: 0.62 —

0.78; P<0.001).

Table 2 shows the mean age acceleration values for fast and slow progressors according
to the different epigenetic clocks, while Figure 2 shows the distribution of these values across
the two groups. For AgeAccelHorvath, fast progressors had significantly greater age acceleration
compared to those with slow progression, with a mean difference of 2.93 years (95% CI: 1.48 to
4.39; P<0.001). Similarly, faster acceleration was observed with AgeAccelHannum, with a

mean difference of 1.24 years (95% CI: 0.03 to 2.46; P= 0.045). No statistically significant

12
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differences were found for AgeAccel Pheno or AgeAccel Grim. For AgeAccel Pheno, the mean
difference between fast and slow progressors was 1.06 years (95% Cl: -0.51 to 2.64; P=0.185).
Likewise, AgeAccd Grim showed a mean difference of 1.49 years (95% CI: -0.17 t0 3.14; P=

0.079), which also did not reach statistical significance.

Table 3 shows the results of multivariable logistic regression models for the association
between different age acceleration variables and the likelihood of fast progression, adjusted for
relevant covariates. AgeAccelHorvath demonstrated the strongest association with fast
progression (OR: 1.15 per year of acceeration, 95% CI: 1.07-1.23, P<0.001). AgeAccelHanum
and AgeAccel Grim also showed significant associations (OR: 1.07, 95% CI: 1.00-1.15, P=0.049
and OR: 1.07, 95% CI: 1.01-1.14, P=0.034, respectively). AgeAccel Pheno did not reach
statistical significance (OR: 1.04, 95% CI: 0.99-1.10, P=0.141). Lower baseline MD, indicating
worse severity at baseline, was significantly associated with fast progression across all models
(OR ranging from 1.12 to 1.13 per dB lower, P=0.001 for all models). Peak IOP was also a
significant predictor in all models, with the OR consistently at 1.09 or 1.10 per mmHg increase
(P<0.001 for all models). Male sex showed a trend towards higher odds of fast progression,
although this did not reach statistical significance. CCT, race, follow-up time, and smoking status

were not significantly associated with fast progression in any of the models.

We further examined the effect of age acceleration on the likelihood of fast progression in
POA G subjects who had no history of elevated IOP, defined as those with both eyes never
exceeding an IOP of 21 mmHg (Table 4, supplemental). Statistically significant differences
were observed across all age acceleration metrics, except for AgeAccel Pheno. Specifically, for
AgeAcceHorvath, the mean difference between fast and slow progressors was 4.69 years (95%

Cl: 2.46 t0 6.93), indicating acceleration in epigenetic aging among fast progressors.
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DISCUSSION

To our knowledge, this study isthe first to explore the link between epigenetic age and
glaucoma progression, offering new insightsinto the role of biological aging in this
neurodegenerative disease. Our findings revealed a significant association between accelerated
epigenetic age and faster glaucoma progression, suggesting that biological aging processes may

increase optic nerve susceptibility to glaucomatous damage.

The characterization of fast and slow progressors in our study was rigorous and designed
to create a clearly divergent sample, enhancing the ability to test our primary hypothesis. The
marked contrast in rates of change between fast and slow progressors (-1.06 + 1.08 dB/year vs -
0.10 £ 0.33 dB/year in the fastest progressing eye, respectively) highlights the clinical
significance of our findings and validates our sample construction strategy. Over the follow-up
period, fast progressors lost an average of 8.2 dB in MD in their fastest progressing eye,
compared to only 1.4 dB in the slow progressor group, highlighting the substantial differencein

disease trajectory between these groups.

As expected, al epigenetic clocks demonstrated strong correlations with chronological
agein our study population, with Pearson correlation coefficients ranging from 0.70 to 0.85.
Following previously established methods, we calculated age acceleration as the residual from a
linear regression model of each epigenetic clock and chronological age.”® This allowed us to
guantify the degree to which an individual's biological age, as measured by DNA methylation
patterns, deviates from their chronological age. Using these age accel eration measures, our

results demonstrated that individuals with faster glaucoma progression exhibited accelerated
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biological aging, asindicated by the various epigenetic clocks. The Horvath clock showed the
strongest association, with fast progressors demonstrating a mean age acceleration of almost 3
years compared to slow progressors. This finding was further supported by the multivariable
logistic regression model, which showed that for each year of age acceleration according to the
Horvath clock, the odds of fast progression increased by 15% (OR: 1.15, 95% CI: 1.07-1.23,
P<0.001), after controlling for other clinical and demographic variables that potentially affect

progression speed.

The stronger association observed with the Horvath clock may be attributed to its
"universal" nature. Horvath devel oped this epigenetic clock using samples from 51 different
tissues and cell types, including brain, whole blood, heart, kidney, liver, lung, among others.?
Whileit did not specifically include eye tissue, it did incorporate brain tissue samples, which
may be particularly relevant given the neurodegenerative nature of glaucoma. The Horvath
clock's ability to predict age across diverse tissues suggests it captures fundamental aging
processes that may be applicable to the eye and optic nerve. This universality might explain its
stronger association with glaucoma progression in our study, asit likely reflects systemic aging
processes that could affect the vulnerability of retinal ganglion cells and their axons. The
Hannum clock, specifically designed for blood samples, also showed a significant association,
albeit weaker than the Horvath clock. Interestingly, the PhenoAge clock showed the weakest
association, likely dueto its construction. PhenoAge incorporates clinical phenotypes and
mortality risk indicators, such as albumin, creatinine, glucose, and inflammatory markers, which
may not be directly linked to glaucomatous damage.”” While these markers are relevant to
overall health and aging, their connection to the specific mechanisms of glaucoma may be

limited. The GrimAge clock, which showed an intermediate association, was devel oped to
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predict mortality and health span using DNA methylation-based biomarkers for plasma proteins
and smoking history.® Some of these factors, like smoking, may be relevant to glaucoma
progression, while others may not directly influence optic nerve vulnerability, potentially

explaining its intermediate performance.

The association between accelerated biological age and faster glaucoma progression may
be explained by several mechanisms. Advanced biological age could increase the susceptibility
of the optic nerve to damage due to a reduced ability to handle oxidative stress, which is
recognized as a contributing factor to glaucomatous neurodegeneration.* Aging is associated with
mitochondrial dysfunction and decreased antioxidant defenses, potentially making retinal
ganglion cells more vulnerable to IOP-related stress.”** Additionally, age-related biomechanical
changes in the lamina cribrosa and peripapillary sclera could alter the optic nerve head response

to IOP, potentially increasing susceptibility to axonal damage.** **

Our study found that age acceleration remained a significant predictor of fast glaucoma
progression, even after adjusting for known risk factors such as I0P and baseline disease
severity. The association of IOP and baseline MD with fast progression found in our modelsis
similar to previous studies, supporting our approach. However, the independent association of
epigenetic age acceleration suggests that biological aging contributes additional risk beyond
these established factors. The observed differences in epigenetic age acceleration between fast
and slow progressors were clinically significant, as depicted in the probability plot (Figure 3).
This plot, based on the Horvath clock and adjusted for key confounders such as sex, race, peak
|OP, baseline disease severity, CCT, and follow-up time, demonstrated a strong association
between age acceleration and the likelihood of fast glaucoma progression. A 10-year increase in

age acceleration was associated with a substantial increase in the probability of fast progression,
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nearly doubling it. For example, at an age acceleration of approximately +10 years, the
probability of fast progression approached 70%. These findings highlight the potential clinical
importance of epigenetic age acceleration as a predictor of glaucoma progression, beyond the

influence of established risk factors.

A particularly interesting finding was the stronger association between age acceleration
and fast progression in subjectswith low 0P, i.e., those who never had |OP greater than
21mmHg. This aligns with clinical observations that low-pressure glaucomaisrarely seenin
young individuals and supports the notion that biological aging may increase the optic nerve
susceptibility to damage even at normal 10P levels. The mean difference in AgeAccelHorvath
between fast and slow progressors in this subgroup was amost 5 years, substantially larger than

in the overall cohort, emphasizing the potential importance of biological aging in these cases.

The association between accelerated biological aging and increased susceptibility to
damage is not unique to glaucoma and has been observed in other neurodegenerative diseases.
For instance, in Alzheimer's disease (AD), previous studies have found associations between
epigenetic age acceleration and disease risk or progression.® *® Levine et al. reported that
individuals with greater epigenetic age acceleration in brain tissue showed more rapid
progression of AD neuropathology.® Similarly, McCartney et al. found that DNA methylation
age acceleration in blood was associated with cognitive decline and dementiarisk.* In
Parkinson's disease, another neurodegenerative condition, Horvath and Ritz reported that patients
exhibited accelerated epigenetic aging in brain tissues compared to controls.®” These parallels
with other neurodegenerative diseases support the notion that accelerated biological aging may

increase susceptibility to neuronal damage across various conditions, including glaucoma.
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The association between accelerated biologica aging and glaucoma progression suggests
potential for neuroprotective strategies targeting aging processes. Compounds like nicotinamide
mononucleotide (NMN) and nicotinamide, precursors to NAD+, have shown promise in animal
studies. Williams et al.*® demonstrated that nicotinamide administration prevented glaucoma.in
aged mice and those with ocular hypertension. Recent pilot human studies have also shown
potential benefits. Hui et al.* conducted a phase 2 clinical trial demonstrating that high-dose oral
nicotinamide improved inner retinal function in glaucoma patients. Additionally, De Moraes et
al.*® reported that oral nicotinamide supplementation enhanced retinal ganglion cell function in
patients with early-stage glaucoma. While these results are promising, larger and longer-term
studies are needed to fully establish the efficacy and safety of these compoundsin human
glaucoma patients. Nonetheless, these findings, coupled with our observations on epigenetic age
acceleration, highlight the potential of targeting aging processes as a novel therapeutic approach

in glaucoma management.

While our study provides compelling evidence for the role of biological aging in
glaucoma progression, several limitations must be acknowledged. Primarily, blood samples for
epigenetic analysis were collected after progression had occurred, precluding the establishment
of a causal relationship. Although we attempted to control for this by including follow-up time to
blood collection in our multivariable models, prospective studies are needed to confirm the
predictive value of epigenetic age acceleration in glaucoma progression. Another limitation isthe
potential impact of glaucoma treatment on our results. While we controlled for IOPin our
models, the effects of various treatments on epigenetic age acceleration are unknown and could
potentially confound our findings. Additionally, our study was conducted in a single center,

which may limit the generalizability of our results to other populations.
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399 In conclusion, this study provides the first evidence of an association between accelerated
400 epigenetic aging and faster glaucoma progression. Our findings suggest that biological age, as
401 measured by DNA methylation patterns, may be an important factor in determining an increased
402  susceptibility to glaucomatous damage. Future prospective studies are needed to validate these

403 findings and explore the potential of epigenetic age as a biomarker for glaucoma progression.

404
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505 FIGURE LEGENDS

506

507 Figurel. Scatter plotsillustrating the relationship between epigenetic age (y-axis) and

508 chronological age (x-axis) for four epigenetic clocks: (A) Horvath, (B) Hannum, (C) PhenoAge,
509 and (D) GrimAge. Each point represents an individual patient. Pearson correlation coefficients
510 (r) are shown for each clock. Epigenetic age was calculated using DNA methylation data from
511 blood samples collected during the follow-up period. Chronological age isthe age at blood

512  collection.

513 Figure 2. Histograms depicting the distribution of epigenetic age acceleration values for (A)

514  Horvath, (B) Hannum, (C) PhenoAge, and (D) GrimAge clocks in fast (black) and slow (grey)
515 glaucoma progressors. Age acceleration was calculated as the residual from alinear regression of
516  epigenetic age on chronological age. Positive values indicate an epigenetic age greater than

517  chronological age.

518 Figure 3. Predicted probability of fast glaucoma progression based on Horvath age acceleration

519 The curve shows the predicted probability of fast glaucoma progression (y-axis) as a function of
520 Horvath age acceleration (x-axis), derived from the multivariable logistic regression model. Age
521 acceeration was calculated asthe residual from alinear regression of Horvath epigenetic age on
522  chronological age. The shaded area represents the 95% confidence interval. The model is

523 adjusted for sex, race, peak intraocular pressure, baseline mean deviation, central corneal
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thickness and follow-up time until blood collection.

Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of fast and slow glaucoma progressors.

Slow Progressors

Fast Progressors

Characteristic (n=100) (n=100) P
Age at baseline (years) 61.8+£9.0 60.6+11.8 0.43
Age at blood collection (years) 73.4+83 71.7+10.2 0.20
Sex (female), n (%) 59 (59%) 58 (58%) 0.89
Race (Black or African American), n (%) 21 (21%) 22 (22%) 0.86
Smoking status, yes, n (%) 5 (5%) 2 (2%) 0.25
Baseline MD (dB) -3.52+4.52 -6.05+£5.75 <0.001
Peak IOP (mmHg) 20.5+£54 23.8+8.6 0.002
Mean TOP (mmHg) 153+3.3 15.0+3.1 0.39
CCT (pm) 548.7 +34.0 542.5+£45.9 0.28
Number of tests 81+5.0 83+44 0.81
Follow-up time (years) 11.0+6.7 10.3+6.1 0.45
Time to blood collection (years) 11.5+6.6 114+6.3 0.86
Average MD slope (dB/year) 0.01 £0.32 -0.63 £0.72 <0.001
Fastest MD slope (dB/year) -0.10 £ 0.33 -1.06 + 1.08 <0.001
Average RNFL slope (unm/year) -0.30+1.42 -0.99 + 1.59 0.002
Fastest RNFL slope (um/year) -0.76 £ 1.37 -1.60 + 1.86 <0.001

Values indicate mean + standard deviation unless otherwise noted.
CCT: central corneal thickness, IOP: intraocular pressure, MD: mean deviation, RNFL: retinal nerve fiber layer

thickness.
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Table 2. Differences in epigenetic age acceleration between fast and slow glaucoma progressors.

Age Acceleration (years) Dili};{:::lce 95:/:‘131 93;/;51 P-value
Horvath 2.93 1.48 4.39 <0.001
Hannum 1.24 0.03 2.46 0.045
PhenoAge 1.06 -0.51 2.64 0.185
GrimAge 1.49 -0.17 3.14 0.079

Note: Age acceleration measures correspond to residuals of the regression between epigenetic age and
chronologic age at time of blood collection. Mean difference is calculated as (mean of fast progressors) -

(mean of slow progressors). Positive values indicate that fast progressors had higher age acceleration than
slow progressors. CI: confidence interval.
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Table 3. Results of multivariable logistic regression models for the association between

epigenetic age acceleration and fast glaucoma progression.

Variable Horvath Hannum PhenoAge Grim

OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P
Age Acceleration, y 1.15(1.07-1.23)  <0.001 1.07 (1.00-1.15) 0.049 1.04 (0.99-1.10) 0.141 1.07 (1.01-1.14) 0.034
Sex, male 1.56 (0.79-3.07)  0.197  1.47(0.76-2.87) 0.254 1.29 (0.68-2.45) 0.436 1.59(0.81-3.15) 0.181
Race, Black/AA 1.03 (0.48-2.23)  0.935 1.11 (0.52-2.34)  0.789 0.92(0.42-1.98) 0.824 0.82(0.37-1.79) 0.617
Peak IOP 1.10(1.04-1.15) <0.001 1.09 (1.04-1.15) 0.001 1.09(1.04-1.15) 0.001 1.09 (1.04-1.14) 0.001
Baseline MD, per dB lower 1.13 (1.05-1.22) 0.001 1.13(1.05-1.21) 0.001 1.13(1.05-1.21) 0.001 1.12(1.05-1.20) 0.001
CCT, per 40pm thinner 1.23(0.88-1.70)  0.223  1.19(0.87-1.64) 0274 1.19(0.87-1.63) 0.282 1.26(0.91-1.74) 0.164
Follow-up time, y 1.03 (0.98-1.08) 0.312 1.02 (0.97-1.07) 0471 1.02(0.97-1.07) 0.504 1.02(0.97-1.07) 0.380
Smoking, yes 0.46 (0.08-2.63) 0.380  0.56(0.10-3.17) 0.512 0.58(0.10-3.28) 0.537 0.35(0.06-2.14)  0.255

AA: African-American, CCT: central corneal thickness, CI: confidence interval, IOP: intraocular pressure, MD:
mean deviation, OR: odds ratio. Follow-up time: follow-up time until blood collection
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