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Supplementary Figure 1. Epigenetic age acceleration between controls and WRS patients. (A) Boxplots display epigenetic age
acceleration, measured using the GrimAge and PhenoAge clocks, showing no significant differences between controls (n = 6) and WRS
patients (n =2). Statistical significance was assessed using a two-tailed Wilcoxon rank-sum test and Student's t-test for GrimAge and
PhenoAge clocks, respectively. Epigenetic age acceleration between controls (n = 3) and CRMCC patients (n = 2): (B) Boxplots with individual
data points illustrate insignificant differences in epigenetic age acceleration, as measured using the GrimAge and PhenoAge clocks. Statistical
significance was assessed using a two-tailed Wilcoxon rank-sum test.
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