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BACKGROUND: Blood-based
(BBM) distinct
neurobiological pathways of Alzheimer's

biomarkers reflect

RESULTS: Participants had a mean age of 77

vears (SD 6.8) and were separated according to
the time of exposure to female-specific factors

TABLE 1 — Demographic and Reproductive Characteristics
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array technology (Simoa®). Parametric e o i sensitivity that may lead to different L. (
(ANOVA) and non-parametric T N I

(Kruskal-Wallis) analyses were used to
assess the associations between plasma

BBV
factors. There was no adjustment for age

levels and female reproductive

or education. The model performance was
then compared between biomarkers. This
study was approved by the Ethics
Committee of UFMG.

understandings of protective factors regarding the
but this is
sample

In  women,
the
Sociocultural factors should also be considered,

progression to AD

potentially limited by size.

since female reproductive history and the use of

hormone therapy have  historically been

stigmatized. Therefore, more studies with larger
populations are needed to better understand this
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