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a.) Chronological Age vs. LipidAge b.)Lipid Age Acceleration by Disease Status
140 - — Healthy: y=-4.33+0.94x, r-Value=0.81, p-Value=2.12e-62

—— PDAC: y=-7.36+1.11x, r-Value=0.649, p-Value=5.32e-27 40
Pancreatitis: y=-4.15+1.0x, r-Value=0.83, p-Value=0.0009 c
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Sup. Figure 1: Uncentered results



0. Correlation between LAA and OS/PFS
— 0S: y=8.95+-0.11x, r-Value=-0.29, p-Value=0.00214

PFS: y=8.49+-0.14x, r-Value=-0.31, p-Value=0.00106
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Sup. Figure 2: Correlation between LAA and Overall and Progression free survival

Correlation between LAA and log2(CA19-9 evaluation)
40- —— y=0.76+0.98x, r-Value=0.29, p-Value=2.3e-05
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Sup. Figure 3: Correlation between log2 CA19-9 and LAA
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Sup. Figure 4: Lipid Species in the LipidClock and their Hazard Ratios.



Second UMAP Component
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Sup. Figure 5: Separation by the 7 lipids with the largest HR
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Sup. Figure 6: Difference of lipid species between healthy and PDAC
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Sup. Table 1: Metrics on validation Data

Mean Median Mean Squared | R2-Score
Absolute Error | Absolute Error | Error
Healthy 6.223 4.85 65.237 0.536
PDAC 11.997 10.088 241.098 -1.216
Pancreatits 7.266 6.432 84.160 0.453

Sup. Table 2: Cox proportional Hazard model for individual models of LipidAge, LAA and CA 19-9 for Progression

Free Survival

Covariate Hazard 95% ClI SE Z p-value
Ratio

LipidAge 1.02 1.01-1.03 0.01 3.65 <0.005

Lipid Age 1.03 1.01-1.05 0.01 3.72 <0.005

Acceleration

Binary Lipid | 1.65 1.08-2.50 0.21 2.38 0.02

Age

Acceleration

Log2 CA 1.09 1.04-1.13 0.02 3.96 <0.005

19-9

Binary CA 2.13 1.41-3.22 0.21 3.57 <0.005

19-9




Sup. Table 3: Combined model of LAA and Log2 CA 19-9 for Progression Free Survival

Covariate Hazard 95% ClI SE Z p-value
Ratio
Lipid Age 1.02 1.00-1.04 0.01 2.20 0.03

Acceleration

Log2 CA 1.06 1.01-1.11 0.02 2.42 0.02

19-9

Sup. Table 4: Combined model of binary LAA and binary CA 19-9 for Progression Free Survival

Covariate Hazard 95% ClI SE Z p-value
Ratio

Binary Lipid | 1.56 1.03-2.38 0.21 2.08 0.04

Age

Acceleration

Binary CA 2.06 1.36-3.12 0.21 3.39 <0.005

19-9







