
  

Supplementary Material 

1 Motor functions 

Motor function of 6-month-old mice (experiment 1) was evaluated both in the open field and in the 

Morris water maze. There were no differences in motor performance between the groups. Motor 

functions were evaluated using the total movement in the open field test (Figure S1A) and velocity in 

the last day of the MWM test (Figure S1B). 

Figure S1 
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Figure S1 - Motor functions at 6 months. No difference was found in motor function, neither in the 

distance moved in the open field (A) or in the velocity on the last day of the MWM (B). Mean +/- 

SEM 

 

Motor function of 12-month-old mice (experiment 2) was evaluated both in the open field and in the 

Morris water maze (Figure S2). No difference was found in motor function in the distance moved in 

the open field (Figure S1A). On the last day of the MWM (Figure S1A), two-way ANOVA yielded a 

significant difference between the groups (F(1,30) = 4.819, p = 0.03), with the only difference being 

between the WT and the 5xFAD group (p = 0.03). 
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Figure S2 
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Figure S2 – Motor functions at 12 months old. No difference was found in motor function in the 

distance moved in the open field (A). On the last day of the MWM (B), there was a small but 

significant difference in swim velocity between the WT group and the 5xFAD group. Mean +/- 

SEM.* indicates p<0.05 

2 Information on 12 months old males and females 

The number of male and female mice in each group is detailed in Table S1. 

n WT WT treated 5xFAD 5xFAD treated 

Females 4 4 4 3 

Males 5 5 4 5 

 

There were no significant differences in the performance between the genders.   

Two-way ANOVA yielded no differences between the genders in the Y maze (Figure S3A). 

Likewise, in the MWM, repeated three-way ANOVA yielded no differences between the genders 

over all the testing days (Figure S3B).  

 

 

Table S1 - The number of male and female mice in each group. 
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Figure S3 
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Figure S3 - Male and female performance at 12 months. No difference was found between the genders 

in the Y maze (A) or in the MWM (B). Mean +/- SEM. 

 


