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An enriched environment is effective in stimulating learning and memory in animal models
as well as in humans. Environmental enrichment increases brain-derived neurotrophic
factor (BDNF) in aged rats and reduces levels of Alzheimer-related proteins in the blood,
including amyloid-β (Aβ) peptides and misfolded toxic forms of tau. To address whether
stimulation of curiosity, which is a form of enrichment, may provide a buffer against
Alzheimer’s disease (AD), we measured levels of biomarkers associated with AD at
baseline and after a 6-week intervention in older adults (>65 years of age) randomized
to one of three different intervention conditions. Specifically, in this pilot study, we tested
the effectiveness of a traditional, structured learning environment compared to a self-
motivated learning environment designed to stimulate curiosity. There were no significant
differences from baseline to post-intervention in any of the groups for Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio or
t-tau (total-tau) plasma levels. Serum BDNF levels decreased significantly in the control
group. Interestingly, individuals who had the lowest serum BDNF levels at baseline
experienced significantly higher increases in BDNF over the course of the 6-week
intervention compared to individuals with higher serum BDNF levels at baseline. As
expected, older individuals had lower MoCA scores. Years of education correlated
negatively with Aβ levels, suggesting a protective effect of education on levels of this
toxic protein. ECog scores were negatively correlated with BDNF levels, suggesting that
better performance on the ECog questionnaire was associated with higher BDNF levels.
Collectively, these findings did not suggest that a 6-week cognitive training intervention
focused on curiosity resulted in significant alterations in blood biomarkers but showed
interesting correlations between cognitive scores and BDNF levels, further supporting the
role of this trophic factor in brain health in older adults.
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INTRODUCTION

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is the most common cause of dementia,
with an estimated 44 million people living with AD or related
dementias worldwide (Nichols et al., 2019). The disease is
characterized by synaptic dysfunction, neuronal atrophy of
forebrain temporal structures, and protein aggregation.
Amyloid precursor protein and tau misfold and aggregate into
extracellular Aβ plaques and intracellular neurofibrillary tau
tangles (Bloom, 2014). Elevated plasma levels of tau are
associated with cognitive impairment and brain atrophy and
are predictive of future rates of cognitive decline in AD
patients (Gómez-Ramos et al., 2006; Zetterberg et al., 2013;
Blennow, 2017; Deters et al., 2017). The two main toxic
isoforms of Aβ, Aβ42 and Aβ40 are involved in synaptic loss,
cell death, and chronic inflammation (Selkoe, 1999; Selkoe, 2002;
Meraz-Ríos et al., 2013). AD is also associated with decreased
levels of brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF), a protein
that is expressed throughout the brain and promotes the survival,
growth, differentiation and regeneration of neurons (Nagahara
et al., 2009; Bathina and Das, 2015; Miranda et al., 2019).

During the early stages of their illness, patients with AD
exhibit learning and memory deficits and decreased curiosity,
a form of intrinsic motivation that fosters active learning, interest,
attention, and exploration (Daffner et al., 1992; Daffner et al.,
1994; Daffner et al., 2006a; Oudeyer et al., 2016). It is estimated
that 65% of patients with AD experience apathy, which is a
complex construct that is characterized in part by the loss of goal-
directed cognitive activity and spontaneous and/or intrinsically
stimulated curiosity (Robert et al., 2009). Apathy is predictive of
dementia in patients with mild cognitive impairment (MCI;
Lanctôt et al., 2017; Robert et al., 2009; Starkstein, 2006).
Thus, apathy and the subsequent loss of exploratory behavior
seen in AD may be a prominent feature of the early stages of the
disease that can be used in conjunction with other diagnostic
criteria and as a potential treatment target.

Some behavioral changes associated with MCI or AD could be
related to the progressive downregulation of BDNF that has been
observed in patients with AD (Fahnestock et al., 2002). Reduction
in BDNF levels may negatively impact synaptic plasticity,
neuronal regeneration and growth and may exacerbate deficits
in motivation, learning and memory formation (Fischer et al.,
1992; Miranda et al., 2019). Additionally, BDNF is known to be
critically involved in spatial and contextual learning via its role in
hippocampal long-term potentiation (LTP) and synapse
formation (Mu et al., 1999; Hall et al., 2000; Vicario-Abejón
et al., 2002; Barco et al., 2005; Zagrebelsky and Korte, 2014).

These observations, paired with the current lack of effective
pharmacological interventions for AD, have led many researchers
to focus their attention on lifestyle interventions that have been
shown to increase BDNF levels. Such interventions commonly
include various combinations of guided physical activity, nutrition,
social interaction and cognitive activity. To the best of our
knowledge, there are no cognitive training or rehabilitation
studies on the effects of curiosity as a mediator of successful
learning and healthy aging and no research groups have
investigated whether a curiosity-based intervention might help

delay the cognitive decline associated with aging and AD. Research
supports the notion that older adults with high levels of curiosity
experience increased long-term memory retention (Kang et al.,
2009; McGillivray et al., 2015), increased cognitive function and a
reduced risk of AD (Daffner et al., 2006b). Curiosity may play a
neuroprotective role, similar to global cognitive activity, by
activating noradrenergic and dopaminergic systems that
modulate learning and memory, reduce inflammation and
increase Aβ clearance in the hippocampus and pre-frontal
cortex (Feinstein et al., 2002; Heneka et al., 2010; O’Donnell
et al., 2012; Torres-Rosas et al., 2014; Yan et al., 2015; Mather
and Harley, 2016). Curiosity is also known to be modulated by
hippocampus-dependent learning mechanisms (Gruber et al.,
2014) and may be well-suited to combat the neuronal atrophy
and impaired signaling observed in AD. One possible molecular
mechanism for this powerful effect is BDNF signaling in the
hippocampus. Animal studies have shown that exposure to
complex and novel stimuli promotes neurogenesis and synaptic
plasticity, likely through increased production of BDNF (Ickes
et al., 2000; Mohammed et al., 2002; Rossi et al., 2006). In a
transgenic mouse model of AD, enrichment was found to produce
a transient, but significant reduction in levels of tau tangles and Aβ
plaques, and an increase in circulating BDNF (Billings et al., 2007).
In a recent study, we have shown that cognitive training over a 5-
week period was associated with increased serum BDNF levels in
older adults, suggesting that cognitive training might be beneficial
for brain health with aging (Ledreux et al., 2019). Cognitive
training has beneficial effects on mental well-being and
cognitive function in healthy older adults as well as in AD
(Bamidis et al., 2014; Wirth et al., 2014). The neurobiological
mechanisms underlying these effects are still under investigation,
although Fissler and collaborators (Fissler et al., 2013) propose that
cognitive training might promote neuroplasticity by practice-
enhanced strengthening of synaptic structure and function.

To address whether stimulation of curiosity may provide a
buffer against the pathological changes seen in AD, we measured
blood levels of biomarkers (t-tau, BDNF and Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio)
associated with AD pathology in older adults randomized to one
of three intervention conditions. Specifically, we tested the
effectiveness of a traditional, structured learning environment
in which participants attended a rigorous, college-style class,
compared to a self-motivated learning environment designed
to stimulate curiosity. Curiosity was encouraged via the active
design and completion of a project of interest to the study
participant. The major objective was to generate a unique set
of data on the possible connection between cognitive activity,
curiosity, and biomarkers associated with AD pathogenesis. We
predicted that participants assigned to one of the intervention
groups would exhibit alterations in one or several blood
biomarkers as well as improvement in cognitive scores and
curiosity levels. We chose to study the effects of our two brief
cognitive interventions in an asymptomatic group of older adults
to study potential preventive effects on areas of cognition that are
vulnerable to AD. Given their importance in AD pathology and
neurogenesis, the development of non-pharmaceutical
interventions that may lead to decreased levels of Aβ or tau,
or increased levels of BDNF are critical.
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METHODS

Participants
Forty-two healthy older adults, ages 65–93, were recruited
through flyers and recruitment events hosted by two Denver-
based volunteer organizations, the Osher Lifelong Learning
Institute (OLLI) and Clermont Park Lifeplan Community. Out
of the 42 older adults initially recruited, three subsequently
chose not to participate. A total of 39 older adults were
randomized into one of three intervention groups to obtain
a balanced randomized control trial design. Exclusion criteria
for data analysis included participant self-report of cognitive
decline, major psychiatric disorders, neurological conditions
including neurodegenerative diseases/dementias, epilepsy, or
chronic medical conditions such as leukemia, rheumatoid
arthritis or chronic infectious conditions including prion
disease, HIV, meningitis, and hepatitis. All participants
were required to disclose participation in other classes or
cognitive training programs during the course of the study.
Demographic information for each participant is shown in
Table 1. All participants provided written informed consent
before participating in the study. The study was approved by
the University of Denver Institutional Review Board (IRB).

Experimental Procedure
Prior to beginning their randomly assigned intervention,
participants attended one hour-long study visit during
which they were provided with information about the study,
both verbally and in writing, and were asked to provide
written, informed consent. Participants were asked to
provide detailed demographic information, including a
health history, and were screened for cognitive impairment.
The screening procedure included the Montreal Cognitive
Assessment (MoCA; Nasreddine et al., 2005) and the
Everyday Cognitive Assessment (ECog; Farias et al., 2013).
Each participant also filled out a validated curiosity inventory,
the Curiosity and Exploration Inventory (CEI-II; Kashdan
et al., 2009) to assess their self-reported level of curiosity.
After the first study session, the participants were randomized

into one of the three study groups, two experimental
intervention conditions and a control group in which
participants completed their daily activities as normal. The
two experimental interventions included a non-structured,
project-based class or a structured classroom module. In
both intervention groups, the participants attended a class
held once per week for 2 hours in the same classroom space for
a total of 6 weeks.

Group 1: Non-traditional “Curiosity”
Classroom Intervention
Fourteen participants were randomized into the “non-structured
intervention”. The course was designed to be self-motivated,
allowing participants to create their own individual project
based on an internal desire to learn and explore independently
of a structured curriculum. Each student was encouraged to pick a
topic, whether academic or personal in nature, which they felt
sparked their curiosity. No restrictions were placed on the topic
selection or the specific type of project conducted. To ensure full
participation in the intervention, participants were asked to track
weekly progress on their project using an online time tracking
system, Toggl (https://toggl.com). The class was supervised by a
facilitator, who was instructed to remain as unbiased as possible
so as not to influence the learning experience of the participants.
No grades were assigned and no traditional outcome measures of
learning (tests, grades, assignments, etc.) were used to assess
participants’ progress.

Group 2: Traditional Classroom Intervention
Thirteen participants were randomized into the “structured
intervention group”. The class was modeled after a traditional
college level course. This module required participants to
complete an assigned writing project on a topic chosen by a
qualified facilitator and was designed to increase cognitive activity
by requiring participants to attend to and recall new, complex
information in a traditional learning context. To ensure the
curriculum was broadly interesting and not too academically
rigorous for a wide range of participants with differing levels of

TABLE 1 | Participant demographics. Numbers are mean values ± SEM for continuous variables and numbers (%) for categorical variables. p-values were determined via
one-way ANOVA for continuous data and Chi Square tests (>5 cases per contingency table cell) or Fisher’s Exact tests (<5 cases per contingency table cell) for
categorical data.

Total study
population

Curiosity group Traditional group Control group p-value

Number of
participants

39 14 13 12 -

Age (Years) 74.1 ± 1.25 73.8 ± 2.37 76.2 ± 2.28 72.0 ± 1.64 p � 0.604
Sex (% Female) 30 (76.9%) 12 (85.7%) 9 (69.2%) 9 (75.0%) p � 0.641
Education (Years) 18.4 ± 0.36 18.6 ± 0.46 17.5 ± 0.78 19.1 ± 0.57 p � 0.622
Number of medical conditions 1.38 ± 0.27 1.64 ± 0.50 0.85 ± 0.27 1.67 ± 0.59 p � 0.979
Family history of AD (% yes) 13 (33.3%) 3 (21.4%) 4 (30.8%) 6 (50.0%) p � 0.334
Hours of Physical Activity (n � 24) 6.73 ± 0.91 8.38 ± 1.80 4.38 ± 0.99 7.44 ± 1.65 p � 0.176
Alcohol Use (% yes) 32 (82.1%) 12 (85.7%) 9 (69.2%) 11 (91.7%) p � 0.342
Depression (% yes) 10 (25.6%) 2 (14.3%) 2 (15.4%) 6 (50.0%) p � 0.077
Sleep Apnea (% yes) 10 (25.6%) 4 (28.6%) 4 (30.8%) 2 (16.7%) p � 0.730
Mild Cognitive Impairment (% yes) 6 (15.4%) 2 (14.3%) 2 (15.4%) 2 (16.7%) p � 1.000
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education, the topic chosen for the class was “Positive
Psychology”. The content of the course was developed by the
module facilitator, a volunteer with OLLI and an experienced
college professor. Participants’ knowledge and progress were
assessed using traditional outcome measures of learning such
as graded tests and assignments.

Group 3: Control Group
Twelve participants were randomized into a control group and
were asked to complete their daily activities as they normally
would. Participants were asked to refrain from participating in a
separate class or cognitive training program during the 6-week
duration of the study.

Questionnaires
Participants completed a demographics and medical history form
which included standard questions regarding physical activity,
cognitive activity, disease history, potential neurological
conditions, depression and other relevant neuropsychiatric
disorders, current pharmaceutical and recreational drug use,
gender, age, diet, level of education, and marital status. To
understand physical and cognitive activity, we asked
participants to report participation in any form of physical or
cognitive activity more than twice per week. The physical
activities reported were of mild to moderate intensity and
included walking, gardening, yoga, weight training, cardio,
aerobics, hiking and golf. Cognitive activities commonly
included reading and writing, playing games (brain games,
puzzles, board games, etc.) and attending classes. The
demographics form was filled out once, prior to the 6-week
intervention at the time of consent.

Upon signing the consent form, CEI-II, ECog and MoCA
questionnaires were administered. The CEI-II is a curiosity
assessment that takes approximately 5–10 min to complete. It
has been cross-validated and has shown evidence for construct
validity (Kashdan et al., 2009). This scale assesses the mid-range
of the latent curiosity trait most reliably. The scores range from
one to five with higher scores relating to higher levels of self-
reported curiosity. It is a two-factor model that includes five items
designed to measure motivation to seek out knowledge and new
experiences (Stretching) and five that measure willingness to
embrace the novel, uncertain, and unpredictable nature of
everyday life (Embracing). The ECog is a self-report
questionnaire designed to detect cognitive and functional
decline and has been shown to have high internal consistency
and excellent discrimination between healthy older adults and
those with dementia (Farias et al., 2013). The ECog consists of six
subscales including everyday memory, language, visuo spatial and
perceptual abilities, planning, organization and divided attention.
Participants were asked to rate their ability to perform certain
tasks currently as compared to their ability to do the same tasks in
the past. The ECog score ranges from one to four with a score of
one being high ability and four being low ability. The ECog
supplemented the information reported by participants on the
MoCA. The MoCA is a 30-item measure of global cognitive
function, with scores ranging from 1 to 30. Although theMoCA is
not a diagnostic test, scores greater than 25 are considered to be

within the normal range while scores ranging from 18 to 25 are
suggestive of possible MCI (Milani et al., 2018). Functional
domains include visuospatial/executive, naming, attention,
language, abstraction, delayed recall and orientation. The
MoCA has been validated for a wide range of populations and
is commonly used in clinical settings (Rambe and Fitri, 2017).

Blood Collection and Processing
Blood samples were obtained from 39 individuals. Two tubes
of blood were obtained from each participant (approximately
10 ml total) at two time points: at baseline and within 24 h of
the final class of the 6-week intervention. A BD Vacutainer SST
tube was used for serum collection, containing a clot activator
and gel. Serum samples were kept at room temperature for
30 min to allow for clotting. They were then centrifuged at
2,000 × g for 15 min at 4°C. Purple BD Vacutainer tubes,
containing EDTA, were used for plasma collection. Plasma
samples were kept on ice before centrifugation. They were then
centrifuged at 1,500 × g for 15 min at 4°C. Plasma and serum
samples were aliquoted into 0.5-ml microtubes and stored at
−80°C. All blood collections were conducted between 8 and
11 AM to minimize variation across participants and to
account for the impact of natural variations in BDNF levels
throughout the day (Giese et al., 2014).

Serum BDNF Analysis
Levels of serum BDNF were quantified using a sandwich enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay for Human Free BDNF (Human
BDNF Quantikine ELISA, R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN) in
accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions and our
standard protocol (Bharani et al., 2017, 2020; Håkansson et al.,
2017). This assay has an intra-assay and inter-assay variability of
5 and 9% respectively, and a minimum sensitivity of 20 pg/ml.
Serum samples were diluted 20-fold in the dilution buffer
provided in the assay kit and BDNF concentrations were
determined via non-linear regression from the standard curves
using GraphPad Prism version 8 (GraphPad Software, San
Diego, CA).

Plasma Levels of Aβ40, Aβ42, and t-tau
Plasma levels of Aβ40, Aβ42, and t-tau were assessed on an SR-X
instrument (Quanterix, Lexington, MA) using ultrasensitive
single molecule array (Simoa) technology. The commercially
available Neurology 3 Plex Advantage Kit (Quanterix,
Lexington, MA) was used according to the manufacturer’s
instructions. All plasma samples, standards and quality
controls were run in duplicates. Plasma samples were thawed
on ice and centrifuged at 10,000 × g for 5 min at 4°C prior to
analysis.

Statistical Analysis
Analysis was conducted using data from a total of thirty-nine
participants (n � 39). First, Shapiro-Wilks tests were performed
on average scores from each of the pre- and post-questionnaires
(ECog, CEI-II, MoCA) and the raw baseline and post intervention
values for each biomarker (Aβ40, Aβ42, t-tau, BDNF) to test the
assumption of normality. For analysis of plasma t-tau levels, data
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from one individual was excluded since the post-intervention
time point was a significant outlier compared to all other
samples (n � 38).

To test for differences between groups in terms of
demographic variables (age, gender, years of education, etc.),
ANOVA, Chi Square or Fisher’s Exact Tests were used. One-way
ANOVA was used for continuous data. Chi Square analyses were
used with categorical data that had more than five cases in all cells
of the generated contingency tables, and Fisher’s Exact Test was
used when there were less than five cases in any one of the cells.

ANCOVA was used to test the differences in the post-
intervention levels of each biomarker (Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio, t-tau,
BDNF) or clinical outcome measure (ECog, CEI-II, MoCA) of
interest between the three intervention groups after controlling
for variation in the baseline measures. Exploratory correlational
analyses (Pearson’s) were performed to investigate possible
relationships between the biomarker and outcome measures
and other demographic variables (age, years of education and
number of medical conditions).

All statistical analyses and data visualization were performed
using RStudio for Mac (RStudio (2021). Boston, MA) or
GraphPad Prism (version 8, San Diego, CA). The alpha level
for null hypothesis rejection was set at 0.05. Data are presented as
mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM), unless
otherwise noted.

RESULTS

Participant Characteristics
The average participant demographics are shown in Table 1. All
participants in the study were between the ages of 65 and 93 with
a mean age of 74. There were no significant differences in age
between the three groups (F1,37 � 0.273, p � 0.604). There were
more females (n � 30) than males (n � 9) in the total study
population, although the proportion of males and females did not
differ significantly between the groups (Fisher’s Exact Test, p �
0.641). Participants’ years of education ranged from 12 to 22, with
an average of 18. Most participants in the study had either a
bachelor’s degree (n � 10) or a master’s degree (n � 17). Years of
education did not differ significantly between groups (F1,37 �
0.248, p � 0.622).

The participants in this study were generally healthy, active,
older adults. The two most commonly reported medical
conditions were depression and sleep apnea (Table 1), with
a total of 17 individuals reporting one of these two conditions
and 3 participants reporting both sleep apnea and depression.
In addition, a total of 13 participants reported a family history
of AD or dementia and this number was not significantly
different between treatment groups (Fisher’s Exact Test, p �
0.334). Thirty-four participants reported engaging in regular
physical activity (defined as any type of physical activity
occurring more than twice per week). Twenty-four
participants reported the number of hours they spent
engaging in physical activity each week, and the average
was 6.7 h, with no significant group difference (F1,21 � 1.89,
p � 0.176). All participants reported regularly participating in

cognitively stimulating activities including reading, writing,
and playing games (puzzles, word games, Sudoku, etc.).

Six individuals had a score below 25 on the MoCA (see
Table 1), which is below the recommended cut-off score for
normal cognitive functioning (Milani et al., 2018). Thus, for the
purpose of this study, these individuals were defined as having
possible MCI. There were no significant differences in the
number of participants with possible MCI between the groups
(Fisher’s Exact Test, p � 1.00).

Correlation Analyses
Age was negatively correlated with baseline and post-intervention
MoCA scores (r � −0.56, p < 0.001, n � 39 and r � −0.43, p �
0.007, n � 37, respectively), suggesting that older individuals had
lower MoCA scores compared to younger individuals. We found
that Aβ40 and Aβ42 levels at both baseline and post-intervention
time points were negatively correlated with years of education
(Aβ40: r � −0.34, p � 0.035, n � 39 and r � −0.39, p � 0.015, n � 39;
Aβ42: r � −0.30, p � 0.064, n � 39 and r � −0.44, p � 0.006, n � 39),
showing that those with more education had lower Aβ40 and
Aβ42 plasma levels. We also observed that, at baseline, the ECog
scores were negatively correlated with BDNF levels (r � −0.33, p �
0.043, n � 39) and with the ratio of Aβ42/Aβ40 (r � −0.38, p �
0.018, n � 39), suggesting that better performance on the ECog
questionnaire was associated with higher BDNF levels and higher
Aβ ratio. Further, we found that baseline BDNF levels were
positively correlated with the ratio of Aβ42/Aβ40 (r � 0.438,
p � 0.005, n � 39) and negatively correlated with age (r � −0.346,
p � 0.031, n � 39). Overall, these findings suggest a complex
relationship between age, cognitive performance, education level,
and peripheral levels of BDNF and Aβ.

Effects of Intervention on AD Biomarkers
Means and standard error of the mean for t-tau, Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio
and BDNF levels at baseline and post-intervention are presented
for each intervention group in Table 2. At baseline, there was no
significant difference between the three intervention groups for
t-tau, Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio or BDNF, although there was a trend
toward significance for a group difference between baseline ratios
of Aβ42/Aβ40 (one-way ANOVA, F1,36 � 3.14, p � 0.06).

Over the course of the 6-week intervention, the Aβ42/Aβ40
ratio decreased in all three groups, with the largest decrease
associated with the control group (Paired t-test, p � 0.07) (see
Table 2). However, an ANCOVA did not reveal any significant
group difference (Figure 1A). Levels of t-tau decreased in a
similar way in the three groups and there was no significant
group difference (Figure 1B). Post-intervention BDNF levels
were significantly lower than baseline levels in the control
group (Paired t-test, p � 0.01) while no significant change was
observed in the traditional and curiosity groups (Table 2).
However, an ANCOVA revealed no significant group
difference (Figure 1C).

To understand the potential effects of possible MCI (defined
by a MoCA score lower than 25) on biomarkers for AD, we
compared participants with MCI (n � 6) to those who were
cognitively within normal range (n � 33) using independent
samples t-tests. There were no significant differences in baseline
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or post-intervention levels of BDNF, Aβ42/Aβ40 or t-tau between
the two groups. In addition, average scores on the CEI-II and
ECog did not differ between participants with MCI and those
without. These findings were most likely due to a small sample
size for the possible MCI cases versus the controls.

Effect of Baseline BDNF Levels on BDNF
Changes
Although there were no significant differences between the
groups for BDNF using an ANCOVA, we noticed individual
differences in BDNF response magnitude across the three
intervention groups (Figure 2). Eleven individuals (41%) in
the traditional and curiosity groups experienced an increase
(ranging from 0.13 to 9.35 ng/ml) in BDNF compared to only

two in the control group (17%). This result may indicate that
study participants who received either cognitive intervention
were more likely than those in the control group to experience
an increase in serum BDNF levels.

We next examined the effects of baseline BDNF levels on post-
intervention BDNF changes to investigate if BDNF responses
would be more restricted in individuals with higher baseline
BDNF levels, thus suggesting a ceiling effect. We found a negative
correlation between baseline BDNF levels and BDNF level
changes (r � 0.572, p < 0.001, n � 39), suggesting that lower
BDNF levels at baseline were associated with higher BDNF level
changes. Given this finding, we investigated whether there might
be a ceiling effect for BDNF, such that participants with a higher
baseline BDNF displayed a smaller BDNF increase after the 6-
week intervention. Considering the entire cohort, we divided

TABLE 2 |Changes in biomarkers of AD (ratio Aβ42/Aβ40, t-tau and BDNF) in the three study groups. Values for t-tau are given in pg/mL and values for BDNF are given in ng/
mL. Results are presented as mean ± SEM or percentage (%).

Curiosity group Traditional group Control group

N = 14 13 12

Aβ42/Aβ40 (n � 39) Baseline 0.024 ± 0.003 0.033 ± 0.003 0.033 ± 0.003
Post 0.022 ± 0.003 0.030 ± 0.003 0.024 ± 0.004
Change −0.002 ± 0.002 −0.002 ± 0.002 −0.009 ± 0.005
% Change −8.3% −6.1% −27.3%

t-tau (n � 38) Baseline 2.56 ± 0.37 2.40 ± 0.23 2.32 ± 0.15
Post 2.19 ± 0.21 2.16 ± 0.23 2.06 ± 0.18
Change −0.37 ± 0.21 −0.24 ± 0.17 −0.27 ± 0.14
% Change −14.3% −9.9% −11.6%

BDNF (n � 39) Baseline 24.2 ± 2.08 27.2 ± 2.71 32.1 ± 2.01
Post 23.4 ± 1.66 27.7 ± 2.00 29.8 ± 2.01
Change −0.86 ± 1.05 0.52 ± 1.55 −2.27 ± 0.77
% Change −3.6% 1.9% −7.1%

FIGURE 1 | Change in Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio, t-tau and BDNF levels from baseline to post-intervention. (A) Change in plasma Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio from baseline to post-
intervention in the curiosity group (shown in green), traditional group (shown in purple) and control group (shown in black). Although the control group exhibited a steeper
decline, an ANCOVA did not reveal any significant group difference. (B) Change in plasma t-tau levels (pg/ml) from baseline to post-intervention in the curiosity group,
traditional group and control group. No significant group difference was found. (C) Change in serum BDNF levels (ng/ml) from baseline to post-intervention in the
curiosity group, traditional group and control group. BDNF levels decreased significantly in the control group (p � 0.01). However, there were no significant differences in
BDNF concentration between the three intervention groups. All data were analyzed using ANCOVA with post-hoc Bonferroni adjustment. Data are represent as
mean ± SEM.
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baseline BDNF values into tertiles, and then compared the change
in BDNF between the two time points in the three tertile groups
using a one-way ANOVA. We found a significant difference
between the three tertile groups (F2,36 � 4.844, p � 0.014, partial
η2 � 0.212), with participants with the lowest BDNF levels at
baseline experiencing a significantly higher (Bonferroni multiple
comparison test: adjusted p � 0.012) increase of BDNF levels over
the 6-week intervention (1st tertile; 1.73 ± 1.32) compared to
those in the 3rd tertile who experienced a decrease in BDNF levels
(3rd tertile: −3.02 ± 1.16; Figure 3). Although preliminary, this
suggests that cognitive training may have the most substantial
impact on individuals who have low levels of BDNF prior to
intervention compared to those with higher baseline levels
of BDNF.

Effects of Intervention onMemory, Curiosity
and Everyday Cognition Tasks
Before statistical analyses of performance change in the cognitive
and curiosity batteries were conducted, a Cronbach’s alpha
analysis was used to assess the internal consistency of the
questionnaires administered. All three questionnaires (CEI-II,
MoCA and ECog) were found to be reliable (α � 0.84; α � 0.57,
α � 0.86, respectively).

Average CEI-II, ECog and MoCA scores changed only
moderately over the course of the 6-week intervention
(Table 3). Nonetheless, some interesting trends could be
observed. For example, CEI-II scores increased only in the
curiosity group, although the difference did not reach
significance (paired t test: p � 0.08), likely because of the small
number of participants. ECog scores decreased significantly in the
curiosity and traditional groups (paired t test: p � 0.018 and p �
0.048, respectively), suggesting better performance on this test in

these intervention groups while the control group saw no
significant change. ANCOVA with baseline scores as covariate
showed a trend toward significance for ECog scores (F1,34 � 3.08,
p � 0.06). No significant group differences were found for MoCA
or CEI-II scores. We did not find any effects of gender, education
level or family history of AD/dementia on average questionnaire
scores in any of the groups.

DISCUSSION

In this novel pilot study, older adults (ages 65–93) who were
asymptomatic to AD were randomized into one of three different
brief intervention conditions including a traditional, structured
learning environment, a self-motivated learning environment
designed to stimulate curiosity, and a non-active control
group. The goals of the study were to investigate the
effectiveness of these different cognitive interventions on
curiosity levels, biomarkers of AD and measures of cognitive
function over a 6-week period and to examine individual
differences that may alter responses to cognitive intervention
and differentially affect changes in Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio, BDNF, and
t-tau blood levels over time.

Our group has previously reported a significant increase in
serum BDNF levels after a 5-week long computer-based cognitive
intervention in healthy older adults that involved 35 min
cognitive training sessions 5 days a week (Ledreux et al.,

FIGURE 2 | Change in serum BDNF levels from baseline to post-
intervention. Each bar depicts the change in BDNF level (in ng/mL) between
the post-intervention value and the baseline value for each participant in the
curiosity group (shown in green), the traditional group (shown in purple),
and the control group (shown in black). A higher proportion of participants in
the two intervention groups experienced an increased in BDNF levels,
suggesting that both interventions resulted in a positive change in BDNF
levels.

FIGURE 3 | Changes in serum BDNF levels from baseline to post-
intervention depend on baseline levels of BDNF. The total cohort of
participants was stratified in three groups according to their baseline BDNF
levels using tertiles. BDNF change was significantly higher (p � 0.012) in
individuals with lower BDNF at baseline (1st tertile, shown in red) compared to
individuals with higher levels of BDNF at baseline (2nd tertile, shown in grey;
3rd tertile, shown in grey). Data were analyzed using a one-way ANOVA with
post-hoc Bonferroni adjustment. Error bars represent the SEM.
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2019). Based on these findings, we had hypothesized that both the
self-motivated and traditional learning experiences would result
in significant BDNF increases. We found that BDNF levels
decreased significantly in the Control group while remaining
stable in the traditional and curiosity groups. A higher proportion
of participants experienced increased BDNF levels in the two
intervention groups compared to the control group, although this
difference was not statistically significant. In our previous study
(Ledreux et al., 2019), each intervention group included at least 29
participants, which could explain differences in significance
between the two studies. Moreover, it is very likely that the
frequency and duration of the intervention were not long
enough to produce significant changes in BDNF levels, or that
the study was not powered enough to reveal statistical
significance. Other studies examining the effects of cognitive
training on BDNF levels usually have participants engage in
the intervention several times per week (Farina et al., 2006;
Buschert et al., 2010; Buschert et al., 2011; Kim et al., 2016).
In addition, there is evidence that BDNF is required for initial
long-term potentiation (LTP) in the brain but must be sustained
at high levels to maintain LTP (Aicardi et al., 2004). Thus, BDNF
levels might have been elevated in the short-term, i.e., just after
each cognitive intervention, but may have not been sustained long
enough or at high enough levels to induce detectable changes or
improvements in cognition and memory performance.
Interventions during which participants attend classes several
times per week or over a longer time period may lead to a more
robust stimulation of BDNF signaling, neurogenesis, and
protective effects in brain regions associated with learning and
memory. This will be the focus of future studies.

Similar to our previous findings (Ledreux et al., 2019), data
from the current cohort suggest a potential ceiling effect for
BDNF, such that participants can be classified as “low
responders” or “high responders”, depending on whether they
exhibited higher or lower baseline BDNF levels, respectively.
Interestingly, correlation analyses in the current cohort
revealed that BDNF levels were affected by age, with lower
baseline levels seen in the oldest participants. There was also a
negative correlation between BDNF levels and ECog scores,
potentially suggesting that successful performance in this task

demands appropriate BDNF levels. Our findings herein are
corroborated by previous work, showing for example a
positive correlation between serum BDNF levels and
performance on attention and executive domains of cognitive
batteries (Costa et al., 2015). Lommatzsch et al. (2005) showed a
significant negative correlation between age and BDNF levels in a
cohort of healthy adults (20–60 years of age). Similar results have
been obtained for individuals over 65 years of age as well
(Mizoguchi et al., 2020). These studies collectively suggest that
age-related memory function is heavily associated with reduction
in BDNF levels. Our study confirms this idea.

Curiosity levels did not change significantly in any of the three
intervention groups following the 6-week intervention.
Interestingly, however, curiosity levels only increased in the
curiosity group compared to the traditional and control
groups. Designing an intervention that stimulates curiosity in
a diverse group of individuals is challenging given the lack of a
widely accepted definition of curiosity (Berlyne, 1954;
Loewenstein 1994; Silvia, 2005; Litman 2008; Silvia, 2008; Kidd
and Hayden, 2015; Oudeyer et al., 2016). Thus, it is possible that
the intervention did not effectively stimulate curiosity enough to
observe statistically significant differences, especially given the
short duration (6 weeks) and the infrequent timing of the classes
(once per week). The curiosity-based course was intended to
provide participants with the opportunity to seek out information
out of an intrinsic desire to learn, which is in line with the
contemporary view of curiosity (Kidd and Hayden, 2015). In
contrast, the curriculum for the traditional course was designed to
do just the opposite—to motivate participants extrinsically using
outcome measures of learning (i.e., grades). Although it is
challenging to directly measure whether a study participant is
motivated intrinsically or extrinsically, our finding that curiosity
only increased in the curiosity group may provide some support
to the idea that curiosity is an intrinsically motivated
information-seeking drive.

It is possible that the cognitive intervention succeeded in
increasing curiosity levels in the curiosity group but failed to
elicit meaningful changes in AD biomarkers because curiosity
does not provide the same beneficial effects as more structured or
rigorous learning or is not substantially different from structured

TABLE 3 |Changes in questionnaire scores (CEI-II, MoCA, ECog) from baseline to post intervention in the three study groups. Values for CEI-II and ECog are average scores
and values for MoCA are total scores. Results are presented as mean ± SEM or percentage (%).

Curiosity group Traditional group Control group

N = 14 13 12

CEI-II (n � 39) Baseline 3.56 ± 0.14 3.27 ± 0.23 3.69 ± 0.22
Post 3.82 ± 0.16 3.16 ± 0.31 3.67 ± 0.22
Change 0.26 ± 0.14 −0.11 ± 0.37 −0.03 ± 0.18
% Change 7.3% −3.4% −0.8%

MoCA (n � 39) Baseline 26.4 ± 0.88 27.5 ± 0.57 26.3 ± 0.69
Post 25.9 ± 1.16 27.0 ± 0.37 26.5 ± 0.59
Change −0.57 ± 0.69 −0.33 ± 0.56 0.09 ± 0.67
% Change −2.2% −1.2% 0.3%

ECog (n � 39) Baseline 1.55 ± 0.12 1.54 ± 0.08 1.48 ± 0.12
Post 1.31 ± 0.05 1.42 ± 0.08 1.45 ± 0.13
Change −0.24 ± 0.09 −0.12 ± 0.05 −0.00 ± 0.05
% Change −15.5% −7.8% −0.4%
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learning. It is also possible that curiosity alone may not have the
same impact as more focused learning that requires memory and
recall of new information, which may promote LTP in the brain.
Rather, curiosity may serve to enhance structured learning by
keeping individuals interested and motivated. The possible
synergistic relationship between curiosity and structured
learning interventions should be investigated in future work.
Another possible explanation for the lack of change in AD
biomarkers, is that the duration and the frequency of the
intervention were not high enough to elicit any detectable
changes in Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio, BDNF, or t-tau as a result of
increased curiosity levels. Importantly, the curiosity levels of
all participants enrolled in the study were high at
baseline—most likely due to the population characteristics of
the cohort. In the future, an effort should be made to recruit study
participants who are not typically engaged in community-based
classes or cognitive training programs and who may represent a
greater spectrum on a continuum of curiosity levels.

While ratios of Aβ42 to Aβ40 decreased in all groups, we
found that the Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio decreased more substantially in
the control group. In a study investigating the effects of cognitive-
motor dual-task training in healthy elderly people, Yokoyama
et al. (2015) found that 12 weeks of intervention reduced plasma
Aβ ratio, but the authors did not provide an explanation for this
result. Giudici et al. (2020) demonstrated that low plasma Aβ42/
Aβ40 ratio was associated with more pronounced cognitive
decline over time (Giudici et al., 2020). Moreover, in a recent
study, Doecke et al. (2020) demonstrated that plasma Aβ ratios
were predictive of amyloid deposition in the brain as measured by
PET imaging (Doecke et al., 2020). While unlikely over the short
period of time used in this study (6 weeks), the decreased plasma
Aβ ratio in the control group could be suggestive of an increased
risk for cognitive decline. A larger sample size and longer
intervention times are needed to better understand whether
plasma levels of Aβ42 and Aβ40 are good markers for
prediction of various stages of cognitive decline with aging.

Baseline and post-intervention levels of Aβ40 and Aβ42 were
negatively correlated with level of education such that high Aβ
levels were related to less years spent in school. This has been
previously reported in a study by Yaffe et al. (2011) who found
that individuals with less education had higher plasma Aβ levels.
Scores on the MoCA were largely unchanged in all three
intervention groups after the 6-week study, which is expected.
We did find a negative correlation between BDNF levels and
ECog scores, suggesting that individuals who performed better on
everyday cognitive tasks had higher BDNF levels. Interestingly,
we did find that ECog scores decreased significantly in the
curiosity and traditional groups compared to the control
group, which suggests that cognitive intervention did have a
positive impact on participants everyday functioning. We also
found that age was negatively correlated with baseline- and post-
intervention MoCA scores which suggests that the best predictor
of cognitive decline is aging, as older individuals are more likely to
have lower MoCA scores. This is not surprising since it is well-
known that age is the number one risk factor for AD (Armstrong,
2019). In addition, we found that BDNF levels were positively
correlated with the ratio of Aβ42 to Aβ40. This replicates and

contributes to other studies that have shown that higher BDNF
levels and increased Aβ ratio are indicative of a lower risk for
dementia (van Oijen et al., 2006; Weinstein et al., 2014; Chouraki
et al., 2015; Lopez et al., 2019; Miranda et al., 2019). These results
are important since characterization of the very early clinical
presentation of AD is difficult given the mild and varied nature of
cognitive symptoms and the difficulty in discriminating between
early AD and normal aging (Knopman et al., 2000; Schneider
et al., 2009). Researchers across disciplines believe that the
underlying pathology of AD begins many years, or even
decades, before the clinical manifestation of the disease
(Caselli and Reiman, 2013). Thus, understanding how BDNF,
Aβ ratio, ECog and MoCA are related is critical for their
continued use as diagnostic biomarkers for early detection of
MCI and AD.

Study Limitations
There are several limitations in the present study. A larger sample
size is needed to evaluate effects of cognitive intervention on AD
biomarker levels over time while controlling for subject variability
and differences in gender, age and other characteristics
(Lommatzsch et al., 2005). We chose to enroll healthy older
adults without AD given the preliminary nature of the study.
Future studies should be focused on investigating the effects of
different cognitive interventions in older adults withMCI and AD
in order to better understand the impact of curiosity training on
progression of the disease. This study utilized sampling of
convenience to recruit participants. Thus, the sample reflects a
population of highly educated, white adults, which is another
limiting aspect of this study. Future studies should include
demographically diverse populations. Finally, participants
attended classes once per week for 2 h over a 6-week period
which may not have been enough engagement to elicit
meaningful changes in AD biomarkers, cognitive function, or
curiosity levels. In the future, we hope to examine the impact of a
similar intervention at an increased frequency and over a longer
duration.

CONCLUSION

The present study is the first to describe the impacts of a curiosity
based cognitive intervention for healthy older adults compared to
a more traditional, structured intervention. We found that serum
BDNF levels stayed stable over the course of 6-weeks in
individuals randomized into the traditional group compared to
the curiosity group and the sedentary control group, although this
result was not statistically significant. Interestingly, we also found
that participants with the lowest BDNF levels at baseline
experienced a greater increase in BDNF levels over the course
of the intervention. Additionally, we found that ECog scores
improved significantly in the traditional and curiosity groups
compared to the control group and ECog scores were negatively
correlated with BDNF levels. These results suggest that our
interventions resulted in better performance on the ECog
questionnaire which was associated with higher BDNF levels.
In summary, our findings suggest that cognitive activity may
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increase everyday functioning and BDNF levels, at least in a
subset of vulnerable participants who began the 6-week
intervention with low BDNF levels, which may help reduce
the risk for cognitive decline and AD.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be
made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and
approved by Institutional Review Board at the University of
Denver. The participants provided their written informed
consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

AG coordinated the study, collected the data, helped with data
analyses, and wrote the paper. AL supervised the study, collected

and analyzed the data, and edited the paper. BB and KG assisted
with study planning, reviewed the paper, and provided feedback.

FUNDING

This study was made possible by an internal grant from the
Knoebel Institute for Healthy Aging at University of Denver.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors wish to thank all the participants in the study for
agreeing to spend 2 months and many hours on this study. We
also wish to acknowledge the Osher Lifelong Learning Institute
(OLLI), Clermont Park Lifeplan Community and the University
of Denver Health and Counseling Center for their help with
recruitment and other activities related to the study. The authors
also express gratitude for the expert assistance of Anah Gilmore
during the blood collection procedures. Finally, the authors
would like to gratefully acknowledge the faculty volunteers
who generously participated in this research along with the
undergraduate research assistants who performed data entry
tasks related to the study.

REFERENCES

Aicardi, G., Argilli, E., Cappello, S., Santi, S., Riccio, M., Thoenen, H., et al. (2004).
Induction of Long-Term Potentiation and Depression Is Reflected by
Corresponding Changes in Secretion of Endogenous Brain-Derived
Neurotrophic Factor. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 101 (44), 15788–15792.
doi:10.1073/pnas.0406960101

Armstrong, R. A. (2019). Risk Factors for Alzheimer’s Disease. Folia
Neuropathologica. 57 (2), 87–105. doi:10.5114/fn.2019.85929

Bamidis, P. D., Vivas, A. B., Styliadis, C., Frantzidis, C., Klados, M., Schlee, W., et al.
(2014). A Review of Physical and Cognitive Interventions in Aging. Neurosci.
Biobehavioral Rev. 44 (July), 206–220. doi:10.1016/j.neubiorev.2014.03.019

Barco, A., Patterson, S., Alarcon, J. M., Gromova, P., Mata-Roig, M., Morozov, A.,
et al. (2005). Gene Expression Profiling of Facilitated L-LTP in VP16-CREB
Mice Reveals that BDNF Is Critical for the Maintenance of LTP and its Synaptic
Capture. Neuron 48 (1), 123–137. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2005.09.005

Bathina, S., and Das, U. N. (2015). Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor and its
Clinical Implications. Arch. Med. Sci. 6, 1164–1178. doi:10.5114/
aoms.2015.56342

Berlyne, D. E. (1954). A Theory of Human Curiosity. Br. J. PsychologyGeneral
Section. 45 (3), 180–191. doi:10.1111/j.2044-8295.1954.tb01243.x

Bharani, K. L., Derex, R., Granholm, A.-C., and Ledreux, A. (2017). A
Noradrenergic Lesion Aggravates the Effects of Systemic Inflammation on
the Hippocampus of Aged Rats. PLOS ONE. 12 (12), e0189821. doi:10.1371/
journal.pone.0189821

Bharani, K. L., Ledreux, A., Gilmore, A., Carroll, S. L., and Granholm, A.-C. (2020).
Serum Pro-BDNF Levels Correlate with Phospho-Tau Staining in Alzheimer’s
Disease. Neurobiol. Aging. 87 (March), 49–59. doi:10.1016/
j.neurobiolaging.2019.11.010

Billings, L. M., Green, K. N., McGaugh, J. L., and LaFerla, F. M. (2007). Learning
Decreases A and Tau Pathology and Ameliorates Behavioral Decline in 3xTg-
AD Mice. J. Neurosci. 27 (4), 751–761. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4800-
06.2007

Blennow, K. (2017). A Review of Fluid Biomarkers for Alzheimer’s Disease:
Moving from CSF to Blood. Neurol. Ther. 6 (S1), 15–24. doi:10.1007/
s40120-017-0073-9

Bloom, G. S. (2014). Amyloid-β and Tau: The Trigger and Bullet in Alzheimer
Disease Pathogenesis. JAMA Neurol. 71 (4), 505. doi:10.1001/
jamaneurol.2013.5847

Buschert, V., Bokde, A. L. W., and Hampel, H. (2010). Cognitive Intervention in
Alzheimer Disease. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 6 (9), 508–517. doi:10.1038/
nrneurol.2010.113

Buschert, V. C., Friese, U., Teipel, S. J., Schneider, P., Merensky, W., Rujescu, D.,
et al. (2011). Effects of a Newly Developed Cognitive Intervention in Amnestic
Mild Cognitive Impairment and Mild Alzheimer’s Disease: A Pilot Study.
J. Alzheimer’s Dis. 25 (4), 679–694. doi:10.3233/JAD-2011-100999

Caselli, R. J., and Reiman, E. M. (2013). Characterizing the Preclinical Stages of
Alzheimer’s Disease and the Prospect of Presymptomatic Intervention.
J. Alzheimer’s Dis. JAD. 33 (Suppl. 1), S405–S416. doi:10.3233/JAD-2012-
129026

Chouraki, V., Beiser, A., Younkin, L., Preis, S. R., Weinstein, G., Hansson, O., et al.
(2015). Plasma Amyloid-β and Risk of Alzheimer’s Disease in the Framingham
Heart Study. Alzheimer’s Demen. 11 (3), 249–257. doi:10.1016/
j.jalz.2014.07.001

Costa, A., Peppe, A., Carlesimo, G. A., Zabberoni, S., Scalici, F., Caltagirone, C.,
et al. (2015). Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor Serum Levels Correlate with
Cognitive Performance in Parkinson’s Disease Patients with Mild Cognitive
Impairment. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 9 (September). doi:10.3389/
fnbeh.2015.00253

Daffner, K. R., Ryan, K. K., Williams, D. M., Budson, A. E., Rentz, D. M., Wolk, D.
A., et al. (2006a). Age-Related Differences in Attention to Novelty Among
Cognitively High Performing Adults. Biol. Psychol. 72 (1), 67–77. doi:10.1016/
j.biopsycho.2005.07.006

Daffner, K. R., Ryan, K. K., Williams, D. M., Budson, A. E., Rentz, D. M., Wolk, D.
A., et al. (2006b). Increased Responsiveness to Novelty Is Associated with
Successful Cognitive Aging. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 18 (10), 1759–1773. doi:10.1162/
jocn.2006.18.10.1759

Daffner, K. R., Scinto, L. F. M., Weintraub, S., Guinessey, J. E., and Mesulam, M.
(1992). Diminished Curiosity in Patients with Probable Alzheimer’s Disease as
Measured by Exploratory Eye Movements. Neurology 42 (2), 320. doi:10.1212/
WNL.42.2.320

Daffner, K. R., Scinto, L. F., Weintraub, S., Guinessey, J., and Mesulam, M. M.
(1994). The Impact of Aging on Curiosity as Measured by Exploratory Eye

Frontiers in Aging | www.frontiersin.org August 2021 | Volume 2 | Article 70083810

Grossberg et al. Curiosity-Based Interventions in Older Adults

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0406960101
https://doi.org/10.5114/fn.2019.85929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2014.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2005.09.005
https://doi.org/10.5114/aoms.2015.56342
https://doi.org/10.5114/aoms.2015.56342
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8295.1954.tb01243.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189821
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189821
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2019.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2019.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4800-06.2007
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4800-06.2007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40120-017-0073-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40120-017-0073-9
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2013.5847
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2013.5847
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2010.113
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2010.113
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-2011-100999
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-2012-129026
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-2012-129026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2014.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2014.07.001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2015.00253
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2015.00253
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2005.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsycho.2005.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2006.18.10.1759
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2006.18.10.1759
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.42.2.320
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.42.2.320
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/aging
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/aging#articles


Movements. Arch. Neurol. 51 (4), 368–376. doi:10.1001/
archneur.1994.00540160062009

Deters, K. D., Risacher, S. L., Kim, S., Nho, K., West, J. D., Blennow, K., et al. (2017).
Alzheimer Disease Neuroimaging InitiativePlasma Tau Association with Brain
Atrophy in Mild Cognitive Impairment and Alzheimer’s Disease. J. Alzheimer’s
Dis. JAD. 58 (4), 1245–1254. doi:10.3233/JAD-161114

Doecke, J. D., Pérez-Grijalba, V., Fandos, N., Fowler, C., Villemagne, V. L., Masters,
C. L., et al. (2020). Total Aβ42/Aβ40 Ratio in Plasma Predicts Amyloid-PET
Status, Independent of Clinical AD Diagnosis. Neurology 94 (15), e1580.
doi:10.1212/WNL.0000000000009240

Fahnestock, M., Garzon, D., Holsinger, R. M. D., and Michalski, B. (2002).
“Neurotrophic Factors and Alzheimer’s Disease: Are We Focusing on the
Wrong Molecule?,” in Ageing and Dementia Current and Future Concepts.
Journal of Neural Transmission. Supplementa. Editors K. A. Jellinger,
R. Schmidt, and M. Windisch (Vienna: Springer Vienna), 241–252.
doi:10.1007/978-3-7091-6139-5_22

Farias, S. T., Park, L. Q., Harvey, D. J., Simon, C., Reed, B. R., Carmichael, O., et al.
(2013). Everyday Cognition in Older Adults: Associations with
Neuropsychological Performance and Structural Brain Imaging. J. Int.
Neuropsychological Soc. 19 (4), 430–441. doi:10.1017/S1355617712001609

Farina, E. F., Mantovani, R., Fioravanti, R., Pignatti, L., Chiavari, E., Imbornone, F.,
et al. (2006). Evaluating Two Group Programmes of Cognitive Training in
Mild-To-Moderate AD: Is There Any Difference between a ‘global’ Stimulation
and a ‘Cognitive-specific’ One? Aging Ment. Health. 10 (3), 211–218.
doi:10.1080/13607860500409492

Feinstein, D. L., Heneka, M. T., Gavrilyuk, V., Dello Russo, C., Weinberg, G., and
Galea, E. (2002). Noradrenergic Regulation of Inflammatory Gene Expression
in Brain. Neurochem. Int. 41 (5), 357–365. doi:10.1016/S0197-0186(02)00049-9

Fischer, W., Chen, K. S., Gage, F. H., and Björklund, A. (1992). Progressive Decline
in Spatial Learning and Integrity of Forebrain Cholinergic Neurons in Rats
during Aging. Neurobiol. Aging 13 (1), 9–23. doi:10.1016/0197-4580(92)
90003-G

Fissler, P., Küster, O., Schlee, W., and Kolassa, I.-T. (2013). Novelty Interventions
to Enhance Broad Cognitive Abilities and Prevent Dementia. Prog. Brain Res.
207, 403–434. Elsevier. doi:10.1016/B978-0-444-63327-9.00017-5

Giese, M., Beck, J., Brand, S., Muheim, F., Hemmeter, U., Hatzinger, M., et al.
(2014). Fast BDNF Serum Level Increase and Diurnal BDNF Oscillations Are
Associated with Therapeutic Response after Partial Sleep Deprivation.
J. Psychiatr. Res. 59 (December), 1–7. doi:10.1016/j.jpsychires.2014.09.005

Giudici, K., Virecoulon, P., Barreto, S., Guyonnet, S., Li, Y., Bateman, R. J., et al.
(2020). MAPT/DSA Group.Assessment of Plasma Amyloid-B42/40 and
Cognitive Decline Among Community-Dwelling Older Adults. JAMA Netw.
Open. 3 (12), e2028634. doi:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2020.28634

Gómez-Ramos, A., Díaz-Hernández, M., Cuadros, R., Hernández, F., and Avila, J.
(2006). Extracellular Tau Is Toxic to Neuronal Cells. FEBS Lett. 580 (20),
4842–4850. doi:10.1016/j.febslet.2006.07.078

Gruber, M. J., Gelman, B. D., and Ranganath, C. (2014). States of Curiosity
Modulate Hippocampus-dependent Learning via the Dopaminergic Circuit.
Neuron 84 (2), 486–496. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2014.08.060

Håkansson, K., Ledreux, A., Daffner, K., Terjestam, Y., Bergman, P., Carlsson, R.,
et al. (2017). BDNF Responses in Healthy Older Persons to 35 minutes of
Physical Exercise, Cognitive Training, and Mindfulness: Associations with
Working Memory Function. J. Alzheimer’s Dis. JAD. 55 (2), 645–657.
doi:10.3233/JAD-160593

Hall, J., Thomas, K. L., and Everitt, B. J. (2000). Rapid and Selective Induction of
BDNF Expression in the Hippocampus during Contextual Learning. Nat.
Neurosci. 3 (6), 533–535. doi:10.1038/75698

Heneka, M. T., Nadrigny, F., Regen, T., Martinez-Hernandez, A., Dumitrescu-
Ozimek, L., Terwel, D., et al. (2010). Locus Ceruleus Controls Alzheimer’s
Disease Pathology by Modulating Microglial Functions through
Norepinephrine. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 107 (13), 6058–6063. doi:10.1073/
pnas.0909586107

Ickes, B. R., Pham, T. M., Sanders, L. A., Albeck, D. S., Mohammed, A. H., and
Granholm, A.-C. (2000). Long-Term Environmental Enrichment Leads to
Regional Increases in Neurotrophin Levels in Rat Brain. Exp. Neurol. 164
(1), 45–52. doi:10.1006/exnr.2000.7415

Kang, M. J., Hsu, M., Krajbich, I. M., Loewenstein, G., McClure, S. M., Wang, J. T.,
et al. (2009). TheWick in the Candle of Learning: Epistemic Curiosity Activates

Reward Circuitry and Enhances Memory. Psychol. Sci. 20 (8), 963–973.
doi:10.1111/j.1467-9280.2009.02402.x

Kashdan, T. B., Gallagher, M. W., Silvia, P. J., Winterstein, B. P., Breen, W. E.,
Terhar, D., et al. (2009). The Curiosity and Exploration Inventory-II:
Development, Factor Structure, and Psychometrics. J. Res. Personal. 43 (6),
987–998. doi:10.1016/j.jrp.2009.04.011

Kidd, C., and Hayden, B. Y. (2015). The Psychology and Neuroscience of Curiosity.
Neuron 88 (3), 449–460. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2015.09.010

Kim, H. J., Yang, Y., Oh, J. G., Oh, S., Choi, H., Kim, K. H., et al. (2016).
Effectiveness of a Community-Based Multidomain Cognitive Intervention
Program in Patients with Alzheimer’s Disease: Cognitive Intervention in
Dementia. Geriatr. Gerontol. Int. 16 (2), 191–199. doi:10.1111/ggi.12453

Knopman, D., Donohue, J. A., and Gutterman, E. M. (2000). Patterns of Care in the
Early Stages of Alzheimer’s Disease: Impediments to Timely Diagnosis. J. Am.
Geriatr. Soc. 48 (3), 300–304. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2000.tb02650.x

Lanctôt, K. L., Agüera-Ortiz, L., Brodaty, H., Francis, P. T., Geda, Y. E., Ismail, Z.,
et al. (2017). Apathy Associated with Neurocognitive Disorders: Recent
Progress and Future Directions. Alzheimer’s Demen. 13 (1), 84–100.
doi:10.1016/j.jalz.2016.05.008

Ledreux, A., Håkansson, K., Carlsson, R., Kidane, M., Columbo, L., Terjestam, Y.,
et al. (2019). Differential Effects of Physical Exercise, Cognitive Training, and
Mindfulness Practice on Serum BDNF Levels in Healthy Older Adults: A
Randomized Controlled Intervention Study. J. Alzheimer’s Dis. 71 (4),
1245–1261. doi:10.3233/JAD-190756

Litman, J. A. (2008). Interest and Deprivation Factors of Epistemic Curiosity. Pers.
Individ. Differ. 44 (7), 1585–1595. doi:10.1016/j.paid.2008.01.014

Loewenstein, G. (1994). The Psychology of Curiosity: A Review and
Reinterpretation. Psychol. Bull. 116 (1), 75–98. doi:10.1037/0033-2909.116.1.75

Lommatzsch, M., Zingler, D., Schuhbaeck, K., Schloetcke, K., Zingler, C., Schuff-
Werner, P., et al. (2005). The Impact of Age, Weight and Gender on BDNF
Levels in Human Platelets and Plasma. Neurobiol. Aging. 26 (1), 115–123.
doi:10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2004.03.002

Lopez, O. L., Chang, Y., Ives, D. G., Snitz, B. E., Fitzpatrick, A. L., Carlson, M. C.,
et al. (2019). Blood Amyloid Levels and Risk of Dementia in the Ginkgo
Evaluation of Memory Study (GEMS): A Longitudinal Analysis. Alzheimer’s
Demen. 15 (8), 1029–1038. doi:10.1016/j.jalz.2019.04.008

Mather, M., and Harley, C. W. (2016). The Locus Coeruleus: Essential for
Maintaining Cognitive Function and the Aging Brain. Trends Cogn. Sci. 20
(3), 214–226. doi:10.1016/j.tics.2016.01.001

McGillivray, S., Murayama, K., and Castel, A. D. (2015). Thirst for Knowledge: The
Effects of Curiosity and Interest on Memory in Younger and Older Adults.
Psychol. Aging. 30 (4), 835–841. doi:10.1037/a0039801

Meraz-Ríos, M. A., Toral-Rios, D., Franco-Bocanegra, D., Villeda-Hernández, J.,
and Campos-Peña, V. (2013). Inflammatory Process in Alzheimer’s Disease.
Front. Integr. Neurosci. 7. doi:10.3389/fnint.2013.00059

Milani, S. A., Marsiske, M., Cottler, L. B., Chen, X., and Striley, C. W. (2018).
Optimal Cutoffs for the Montreal Cognitive Assessment Vary by Race and
Ethnicity. Alzheimer’s Demen. 10 (November), 773–781. doi:10.1016/
j.dadm.2018.09.003

Miranda, M., Facundo Morici, J., Belén Zanoni, M., and Bekinschtein, P. (2019).
Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor: A Key Molecule for Memory in the
Healthy and the Pathological Brain. Front. Cell Neurosci. 13 (August), 363.
doi:10.3389/fncel.2019.00363

Mizoguchi, Y., Yao, H., Imamura, Y., Hashimoto, M., and Monji, A. (2020). Lower
Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor Levels Are Associated with Age-Related
Memory Impairment in Community-Dwelling Older Adults: The Sefuri Study.
Scientific Rep. 10 (1), 16442. doi:10.1038/s41598-020-73576-1

Mohammed, A. H., Zhu, S. W., Darmopil, S., Hjerling-Leffler, J., Ernfors, P.,
Winblad, B., et al. (2002). Environmental Enrichment and the Brain. Prog.
Brain Res. 138, 109–133. doi:10.1016/s0079-6123(02)38074-9

Mu, J. S., Li, W. P., Yao, Z. B., and Zhou, X. F. (1999). Deprivation of Endogenous
Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor Results in Impairment of Spatial Learning
and Memory in Adult Rats. Brain Res. 835 (2), 259–265. doi:10.1016/s0006-
8993(99)01592-9

Nagahara, A. H., Merrill, D. A., Coppola, G., Tsukada, S., Schroeder, B. E., Shaked,
G. M., et al. (2009). Neuroprotective Effects of Brain-Derived Neurotrophic
Factor in Rodent and Primate Models of Alzheimer’s Disease. Nat. Med. 15 (3),
331–337. doi:10.1038/nm.1912

Frontiers in Aging | www.frontiersin.org August 2021 | Volume 2 | Article 70083811

Grossberg et al. Curiosity-Based Interventions in Older Adults

https://doi.org/10.1001/archneur.1994.00540160062009
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneur.1994.00540160062009
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-161114
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000009240
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-7091-6139-5_22
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617712001609
https://doi.org/10.1080/13607860500409492
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0197-0186(02)00049-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0197-4580(92)90003-G
https://doi.org/10.1016/0197-4580(92)90003-G
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-63327-9.00017-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2014.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2020.28634
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2006.07.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2014.08.060
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-160593
https://doi.org/10.1038/75698
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0909586107
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0909586107
https://doi.org/10.1006/exnr.2000.7415
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2009.02402.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2009.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2015.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1111/ggi.12453
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2000.tb02650.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2016.05.008
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-190756
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.116.1.75
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2004.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2019.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2016.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0039801
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnint.2013.00059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dadm.2018.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dadm.2018.09.003
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2019.00363
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-73576-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0079-6123(02)38074-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-8993(99)01592-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-8993(99)01592-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.1912
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/aging
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/aging#articles


Nasreddine, Z. S., Phillips, N. A., Bédirian, V., Charbonneau, S., Whitehead, V.,
Collin, I., et al. (2005). The Montreal Cognitive Assessment, MoCA: A Brief
Screening Tool for Mild Cognitive Impairment. J. Am. Geriatr. Soc. 53 (4),
695–699. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2005.53221.x

Nichols, E., Szoeke, C. E., Vollset, S. E., Abbasi, N., and Abd-Allah, F.GBD 2016
Dementia Collaborators (2019). Global, Regional, and National Burden of
Alzheimer’s Disease and Other Dementias, 1990–2016: A Systematic Analysis
for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2016. Lancet Neurol. 18 (1), 88–106.
doi:10.1016/S1474-4422(18)30403-4

O’Donnell, J., Zeppenfeld, D., McConnell, E., Pena, S., and Nedergaard, M. (2012).
Norepinephrine: A Neuromodulator that Boosts the Function of Multiple Cell
Types to Optimize CNS Performance. Neurochem. Res. 37 (11), 2496–2512.
doi:10.1007/s11064-012-0818-x

Oudeyer, P.-Y., Gottlieb, J., and Lopes, M. (2016). Intrinsic Motivation, Curiosity,
and Learning. Prog. Brain Res. 229, 257–284. Elsevier. doi:10.1016/
bs.pbr.2016.05.005

Rambe, A. S., and Fitri, F. I. (2017). Correlation between the Montreal Cognitive
Assessment-Indonesian Version (Moca-INA) and the Mini-Mental State
Examination (MMSE) in Elderly. Open Access Macedonian J. Med. Sci. 5
(7), 915–919. doi:10.3889/oamjms.2017.202

Robert, P., Onyike, C. U., Leentjens, A. F., Dujardin, K., Aalten, P., Starkstein, S.,
et al. (2009). Proposed Diagnostic Criteria for Apathy in Alzheimer’s Disease
and Other Neuropsychiatric Disorders. Eur. Psychiatry. 24 (2), 98–104.
doi:10.1016/j.eurpsy.2008.09.001

Rossi, C., Angelucci, A., Costantin, L., Braschi, C., Mazzantini, M., Babbini, F., et al.
(2006). Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor (BDNF) Is Required for the
Enhancement of Hippocampal Neurogenesis Following Environmental
Enrichment. Eur. J. Neurosci. 24 (7), 1850–1856. doi:10.1111/j.1460-
9568.2006.05059.x

Schneider, P., Hampel, H., and Buerger, K. (2009). Biological Marker Candidates of
Alzheimer’s Disease in Blood, Plasma, and Serum. CNS Neurosci. Ther. 15 (4),
358–374. doi:10.1111/j.1755-5949.2009.00104.x

Selkoe, D. J. (2002). Alzheimer’s Disease Is a Synaptic Failure. Science 298 (5594),
789–791. doi:10.1126/science.1074069

Selkoe, D. J. (1999). Translating Cell Biology into Therapeutic Advances in
Alzheimer’s Disease. Nature 399 (6738), A23–A31. doi:10.1038/399a023

Silvia, P. J. (2008). Interest—The Curious Emotion. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 17 (1),
57–60. doi:10.1111/j.1467-8721.2008.00548.x

Silvia, P. J. (2005). What Is Interesting? Exploring the Appraisal Structure of
Interest. Emotion 5 (1), 89–102. doi:10.1037/1528-3542.5.1.89

Starkstein, S. E. (2006). A Prospective Longitudinal Study of Apathy in Alzheimer’s
Disease. J. Neurol. Neurosurg. Psychiatry. 77 (1), 8–11. doi:10.1136/
jnnp.2005.069575

Torres-Rosas, R., Yehia, G., Peña, G., Mishra, P., del Rocio Thompson-Bonilla, M.,
Moreno-Eutimio, M. A., et al. (2014). Dopamine Mediates Vagal Modulation of
the Immune System by Electroacupuncture. Nat. Med. 20 (3), 291–295.
doi:10.1038/nm.3479

van Oijen, M., Hofman, A., Soares, H. D., Koudstaal, P. J., and Breteler, M. M.
(2006). Plasma Aβ1–40 and Aβ1–42 and the Risk of Dementia: A Prospective

Case-Cohort Study. Lancet Neurol. 5 (8), 655–660. doi:10.1016/S1474-4422(06)
70501-4

Vicario-Abejón, C., Owens, D., McKay, R., and Segal, M. (2002). Role of
Neurotrophins in Central Synapse Formation and Stabilization. Nat. Rev.
Neurosci. 3 (12), 965–974. doi:10.1038/nrn988

Weinstein, G., Beiser, A. S., Choi, S. H., Preis, S. R., Chen, T. C., Vorgas, D., et al.
(2014). Serum Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor and the Risk for Dementia:
The Framingham Heart Study. JAMA Neurol. 71 (1), 55. doi:10.1001/
jamaneurol.2013.4781

Wirth, M., Haase, C. M., Villeneuve, S., Vogel, J., and Jagust, W. J. (2014).
Neuroprotective Pathways: Lifestyle Activity, Brain Pathology, and
Cognition in Cognitively Normal Older Adults. Neurobiol. Aging. 35 (8),
1873–1882. doi:10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.02.015

Yaffe, K., Weston, A., Graff-Radford, N. R., Satterfield, S., Simonsick, E. M.,
Younkin, S. G., et al. (2011). Association of Plasma β-Amyloid Level and
Cognitive Reserve with Subsequent Cognitive Decline. JAMA 305 (3), 261.
doi:10.1001/jama.2010.1995

Yan, Y., Jiang, W., Liu, L., Wang, X., Ding, C., Tian, Z., et al. (2015). Dopamine
Controls Systemic Inflammation through Inhibition of NLRP3 Inflammasome.
Cell 160 (1–2), 62–73. doi:10.1016/j.cell.2014.11.047

Yokoyama, H., Okazaki, K., Imai, D., Yamashina, Y., Takeda, R., Naghavi, N., et al.
(2015). The Effect of Cognitive-Motor Dual-Task Training on Cognitive
Function and Plasma Amyloid β Peptide 42/40 Ratio in Healthy Elderly
Persons: A Randomized Controlled Trial. BMC Geriatr. 15 (1), 60.
doi:10.1186/s12877-015-0058-4

Zagrebelsky, M., and Korte, M. (2014). Form Follows Function: BDNF and its
Involvement in Sculpting the Function and Structure of Synapses.
Neuropharmacology 76 (January), 628–638. doi:10.1016/j.neuropharm.2013.05.029

Zetterberg, H. K., Wilson, D., Andreasson, U., Minthon, L., Blennow, K., Randall,
J., et al. (2013). Plasma Tau Levels in Alzheimer’s Disease.Alzheimer’s Res. Ther.
5 (2), 9. doi:10.1186/alzrt163

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2021 Grossberg, Bettcher, Gorgens and Ledreux. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC
BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.
No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.

Frontiers in Aging | www.frontiersin.org August 2021 | Volume 2 | Article 70083812

Grossberg et al. Curiosity-Based Interventions in Older Adults

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2005.53221.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(18)30403-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11064-012-0818-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.pbr.2016.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.pbr.2016.05.005
https://doi.org/10.3889/oamjms.2017.202
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2008.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2006.05059.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2006.05059.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-5949.2009.00104.x
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1074069
https://doi.org/10.1038/399a023
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2008.00548.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/1528-3542.5.1.89
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.2005.069575
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.2005.069575
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.3479
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(06)70501-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(06)70501-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn988
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2013.4781
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2013.4781
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2010.1995
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2014.11.047
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-015-0058-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2013.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1186/alzrt163
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/aging
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/aging#articles

	Curiosity-Based Interventions Increase Everyday Functioning Score But Not Serum BDNF Levels in a Cohort of Healthy Older Adults
	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Experimental Procedure
	Group 1: Non-traditional “Curiosity” Classroom Intervention
	Group 2: Traditional Classroom Intervention
	Group 3: Control Group
	Questionnaires
	Blood Collection and Processing
	Serum BDNF Analysis
	Plasma Levels of Aβ40, Aβ42, and t-tau
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Participant Characteristics
	Correlation Analyses
	Effects of Intervention on AD Biomarkers
	Effect of Baseline BDNF Levels on BDNF Changes
	Effects of Intervention on Memory, Curiosity and Everyday Cognition Tasks

	Discussion
	Study Limitations

	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References


