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Abstract: The present study compared the effects of traditional resistance training (TRT) and
combined power training (PT) and TRT (PTRT) on cognitive parameters and serum brain-derived
neurotrophic factor (BDNF) levels in non-demented, well-functioning, community-dwelling older
women. Forty-five older women were randomized into one of three experimental groups: TRT, PTRT,
and control group (CG). Cognitive tests explored global cognitive function, short-term memory, and
dual-task performance. Serum BDNF levels were assessed at baseline and after the intervention.
Exercise sessions were performed twice a week over 22 weeks. In TRT, exercise sessions were based on
three sets of 8–10 repetitions at “difficult” intensity. In PTRT, the first session was based on PT (three
sets of 8−10 repetitions at “moderate” intensity), while the second session was similar to the TRT. Our
analyses indicated that overall cognitive function, short-term memory, and dual-task performance
were similarly improved after TRT and PTRT. Serum BDNF concentrations were not altered by any
training protocol. In conclusion, the two RT programs tested in the present trial improved global
cognitive function, short-term memory and dual task performance in non-demented, well-functioning,
community-dwelling older women. In addition, our findings suggest that mechanisms other than
BDNF may be associated with such improvements.
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1. Introduction

Cognition refers to the mental process responsible for the interaction between the mind and the
world [1]. Conceptually, cognition involves crystallized abilities—the ability to use learned knowledge
and experiences—and fluid abilities—the ability to use logic in new situations, solve new problems, and
identify patterns [2]. These abilities are differently affected with aging, such that crystallized abilities
commonly remain stable from age 60 until age 80, while fluid abilities decline after 60 years [2]. These
factors have important clinical applications, since reductions in fluid abilities are strongly associated
with the development of age-related syndromes (e.g., frailty) [3,4] and diseases (e.g., Alzheimer’s
disease [AD]) [5].

Among the cognitive domains affected by aging, short-term memory and dual-task performance
have gained widespread attention owing to their relevance to the individual’s autonomy. In fact,
short-term memory — the capacity of holding an amount of information for a short period of time [6]
— is involved in various aspects of cognition (e.g., executive function) and every-day activities, such as
conversation, reading, learning, mathematics [6,7]. Furthermore, a progressive decline in this cognitive
domain is commonly found in AD patients [8].

On the other hand, dual-task, which involves the simultaneous performance of motor and
cognitive tasks, challenges many cognitive domains, including attention, inhibitory control, and
executive function [9,10]. In recent years, dual-task performance has been associated not only with
physical outcomes (e.g., falls, disability) [11], but also with biological markers of dementia [9] and
cognitive status [10,12], suggesting that reduced dual-task performance may serve as a marker of
cognitive decline.

In addition to cognitive changes that occur late in life, older adults are highly susceptible to
experience depressive symptoms (DS) [13]. Depression refers to a mood disorder characterized by the
presence of multiple symptoms, including insomnia or hypersomnia, weight loss or gain, changes in
appetite, psychomotor agitation or retardation, fatigue, and recurrent thoughts of death and suicidal
ideation [14]. As depression progress, individuals show reduced quality of life, physical performance,
and mental functioning, as well as increased disability [15]. Although depression is a treatable
condition, its management is commonly based on antidepressants and electroconvulsive therapy [14].

According to the World Health Organization (WHO) [15], the maintenance and, possibly,
improvement of mental health should be prioritized by health professionals caring for older people
to avoid the negative outcomes associated with dementia. To this aim, physical exercise has been
proposed as a possible non-pharmacological intervention [16,17]. Nevertheless, solid evidence on the
subject is still missing, which precludes the development of clinical guidelines.

Although there are several types of physical exercises, traditional resistance training (TRT), a type
of exercise in which muscles work or hold against an applied force, is proposed as a first line therapy to
counteract age-related neuromuscular decline [18,19]. Notably, increasing evidence indicates that TRT
may also improve cognitive function [20–23] and DS [24] in older adults. Nevertheless, these findings
were not confirmed in other studies [25,26], suggesting that more evidence is still needed.

Power training (PT), a type of resistance training (RT) in which concentric muscle contractions are
performed as fast as possible at light-to-moderate loads [27], is recommended as part of RT programs
for adults [18,28,29], based on the proposition that some aspects of physical function (e.g., chair rise,
stair climb) may be more dependent on muscle power than on muscle strength [30–32].

However, only a few studies have investigated the impact of PT on cognitive function [33–35]. Existing
studies were based on non-randomized designs (e.g., quasi-experimental) [33], short intervention
periods (~12 weeks), or samples composed of young to middle aged adults [33,35] with mild-cognitive
impairment [34] or dementia [33], limiting the extrapolation of findings to non-demented older adults.

Many mechanisms may mediate the effects of RT on cognitive function [22,36]. In the last
years, a theoretical basis was created to support the role of myokines on physical exercise-induced
cognitive improvements [37]. Myokines are molecules, cytokines or signaling peptides with pluripotent
effects synthetized by contracting muscles [37–40]. According to proteomic studies, approximately
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60 myokines are regulated in response to muscle contractions [41], although some of these molecules
may be exclusively secreted by type II muscle fibers [42]. Notably, PT might stimulate the recruitment
of type II muscle fibers to a comparable degree to TRT [43,44], which suggests that both RT protocols
may similarly increase the synthesis of myokines with a role in cognitive functioning.

Brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) is one of the most studied myokines [37]. BDNF
is involved in neurogenesis, synaptic plasticity, neuronal morphology, and neuropathology [45,46].
Nevertheless, despite the increased BDNF expression in rats submitted to exercise training [47], many
reports [48–51] have shown no changes in systemic BDNF levels in older adults after RT. A possible
explanation for this fact is that investigations were based on short intervention periods (e.g., 6 weeks)
and participants were patients with psychiatric diseases [48–50].

Alternatively, PT can improve cognitive function in older adults by increasing aerobic power [35].
According to Cherup et al. [35], increased aerobic capacity with PT may modify neural structures and
stimulate vascular branching, contributing to improvements in neuronal function. This data suggest
that the combination of these types of exercise training may elicit similar or greater changes in cognition
than TRT alone, while older individuals are submitted to low cardiovascular and osteoarticular
stresses [52–54]. However, no prior evidence investigated the effects of combined PT and TRT (PTRT)
on cognitive function of older adults.

To fill this gap in knowledge, the present study was undertaken to verify whether PTRT may
promote similar or greater benefits in cognitive function and DS in physically active non-demented
community-dwelling older women. In addition, BDNF was investigated as a possible underlying
mechanism mediating the effects of RT on these parameters.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study Design and Participants

This is a subgroup analysis of a randomized clinical trial [54] based on a priori hypothesis that
TRT and PTRT could similarly improve cognitive function in community-dwelling older women.
The main study used body composition and physical function as main outcomes [54]. Sample size
calculation was based on the mean differences in Timed “Up-and-Go” (TUG) performance among
three groups in four repeated measures [54]. All researchers, including assessors, exercise supervisors,
and those responsible for statistical analysis knew where the participants were allocated. The current
investigation was carried out over a total of 26 weeks, with the first and the last two weeks dedicated
exclusively to evaluations. Cognitive function was also assessed at weeks 5 and 14. RT protocols
occurred over 22 weeks. Ethics approval was granted by the Human Research Ethics Committee of
the University of Campinas (Campinas - SP, Brazil; Protocol No. 835.733). All participants provided
written informed consent prior to inclusion. All study procedures were conducted following the
principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. The study was registered as a clinical trial in Clinicaltrial.gov
(identifier: NCT03443375).

Women aged ≥60 years were recruited through advertisements from the Center for Older Adults
of the city of Poá, SP, Brazil. Participants were eligible for inclusion if they: a) lived in the community;
b) had no disability in basic and instrumental activities of daily living, based on Katz [55] and
Pfeffer [56] indexes, respectively; c) were post-menopausal for at least one year; and d) had a physician
authorization to participate in the trial. Exclusion criteria included having participated in a structured
physical exercise training program in the past six months, engagement in other physical exercise
programs during the study, missed four or more exercise sessions in a recurrent and sequential
manner according to the records, presence of comorbidities associated with greater risk of falls (e.g.,
overall weakness, balance problems), self-reported falls in the previous six months, self-reported
malnutrition, self-reported illiteracy, history of smoking or alcohol abuse in the prior five years,
prescription of hormone replacement therapy and/or psychotropic drugs, and dementia according
to the Mini-Mental Mental State Examination (MMSE) score adjusted by educational level [57,58].

Clinicaltrial.gov
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We also excluded individuals who showed a clinical diagnosis of neurological and/or psychiatric,
cardiovascular, pulmonary, and metabolic diseases, and skeletal muscle disorders.

Concealed randomized allocation into one of three experimental groups —TRT, PTRT, and control
group (CG) — was performed by an independent researcher before baseline evaluations using a simple
computer-generated list of random numbers.

2.2. Outcomes

The main outcome of the present study was cognitive function. Cognitive tests included the MMSE
(i.e., global cognition), TUG with a cognitive task (TUG-cog) (i.e., dual-task), and picture memory test
(i.e., short-term memory). Secondary outcomes included DS (i.e., 15-item Geriatric Depression Scale
[GDS]) [59] and serum levels of BDNF. Cognitive tests and DS were assessed at baseline and at weeks
5, 14, and 23, while BDNF was measured at baseline and at week 23.

2.2.1. Cognitive Function

All cognitive tests were administered face-to-face in a private silent room by a trained researcher.

Mini-Mental State Examination

A paper-pencil version of the MMSE was used to assess overall cognitive function. MMSE
evaluates language, concentration, attention, short-term recall, visuospatial abilities, registration, and
orientation through 11 questions. A total score ranging from 0 to 30 points is generated at the end of
the test, with higher scores corresponding to better cognitive function [57,58].

TUG with a Cognitive Task

TUG-cog involves performing conventional TUG with a verbal fluency task (animal category).
On the word “go”, participants named out loud as many animals they could, while they got up from a
chair (total height: 87 cm; seat height: 45 cm; width: 33 cm;), walked three meters around a marker
placed on the floor, came back to the same position, and sat back on the chair [12].

Picture Memory Test

The picture memory test is a paper-pencil test based on the analysis and memorization of an
image, requiring attention and short-term memory. The test consists in a picture of a landscape on
the beach with 41 objects commonly observed in daily life. Participants were instructed to study the
picture for 1 min and memorize as many items as they could. After this encoding period, they were
distracted for 5 min, and then asked to recall the objects in the picture. No time limitation was set for
completing the test [60].

2.2.2. Secondary Outcomes

DS were quantified using a short version of the GDS. The scale is composed of 15 questions about
the feelings, or the frequency of the feelings, the person faced with certain conditions in life. The answers
are based on a binary code: yes or no [59]. Serum BDNF concentrations were measured with an
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay using an ELISA kit (Sigma-Aldrich, Poole, UK; Ref: RAB0026).
Briefly, serum samples were diluted 20-fold in the supplied assay diluent and measured against a
standard curve with BDNF concentrations ranging from 62.5 pg/mL to 4000 pg/mL. Serum samples
and BDNF standards were incubated for 2 h on the captured anti-human BDNF coated microplate.
Then, a monoclonal antibody specific for human BDNF conjugated to horseradish peroxidase was
added to the wells. After a wash step, the supplied tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) substrate solution was
added to the wells and a blue color developed in proportion to the amount of human BDNF present in
the samples. Color development was stopped with 2 N sulfuric acid, turning the color in the wells to
yellow. The absorbance was measured on a spectrophotometric microplate reader (Bio-Rad, Hercules,



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3435 5 of 15

CA, USA). All samples were tested in duplicates. Sample BDNF concentrations were determined by
non-linear regression from the standard curves [61].

2.3. Resistance Training Program

Both resistance training protocols were carried out over 26 weeks. Exercise sessions were
conducted in pairs, for approximately one hour, under the supervision of fitness instructors in the
exercise room of the Center for Older Adults of the city of Poá, SP, Brazil. The first and the last two
weeks were dedicated to evaluations. RT sessions were scheduled as two non-consecutive sessions
weekly for 24 weeks.

During weeks 1−4, participants performed a familiarization period based on 12−15 submaximal
repetitions at an “easy” intensity according to the Rating of Perceived Exertion (RPE, CR−10) adapted
Borg scale [62] in nine exercises for major muscle groups. The number of sets was progressively
increased from two, in the first two weeks, to three, in the 3rd and 4th weeks. The main RT period
was the same for TRT and PTRT. RT programs were equalized for frequency, sets, repetitions, and
rest interval, but not exercise intensity and the velocity of concentric muscle contraction. In this
period, participants performed three sets of 8–10 submaximal repetitions with a 1-min rest interval
period between sets in the full range of motion. A brief warm-up was provided at the beginning of
each session.

Exercise intensity and the velocity of concentric muscle contractions were modified differently
for each group according to the peculiarities of each type of RT [18]. For the TRT, participants were
instructed to perform exercise sessions at a “difficult” intensity (RPE = 5−6) [62] using exercise machines
(Johnson Health Tech, Taichung, Taiwan) and free weights. The concentric and eccentric phases were
carried out for 2 s. The list of exercises performed by TRT was: 1st) seated row, 2nd) leg press, 3rd) chest
press, 4th) seated leg curl, 5th) lateral arm raise, 6th) calf raise, 7th) arm curl, 8th) triceps pushdown,
and 9th) abdominal crunch.

For PTRT, the first week session was the same as for TRT, while the second week session was
performed at a “moderate” intensity (RPE = 3) [62] using elastic bands (progressive order of intensity
[color], yellow, red, green, and blue) (TheraBand, Akron, OH, USA). Participants were encouraged to
perform concentric contractions as quickly as possible. A researcher was responsible for supervising
participants for proper velocity. A regenerative week based on three sets of 12–15 submaximal
repetitions of each exercise, at “easy” intensity (RPE = 2) [62] was performed every four weeks. The list
of exercises used during the second week session in PTRT was: 1st) squat on the chair (until 90◦ knee
flexion), 2nd) chest press, 3rd) seated leg curl, 4th) seated row, 5th) frontal arm raise, 6th) calf raise, 7th)
arm curl, 8th) triceps pushdown, and 9th) abdominal crunch.

The training load was adjusted based on the RPE method, using the CR−10 scale [62]. After each
set, participants were shown the scale and asked: “How would you rate your effort?” [63]. If an RPE
below the expectation was reported, the weight was increased by 2–5% for upper extremity exercises
and by 5–10% for lower extremity exercises [18].

2.4. Control Group

Participants in the CG did not receive exercise intervention and were contacted every 15 days to
ensure that they were adhering to the study protocol.

2.5. Statistical Analyses

Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (SD). Normality of data was tested using the
Kolmogorov–Smirnov test. Baseline comparisons among groups were performed using one-way
analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by Tukey’s post-hoc test as appropriate. Greenhouse–Geisser
corrections were applied for data that violated sphericity assumptions. A group × time repeated-
measures ANOVA followed by Dunnet post-hoc test was performed to assess differences among
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different times of evaluations and treatments. Relative percentage of change (∆%) was calculated
according to the formula:

(23rd week−Baseline*100)/Baseline

Cohen’s effect size (ES) and ∆% were calculated based on baseline−23rd week changes. ES was
calculated according to the following formula:

Baseline−23rd week/(
√

[(SD12 + SD22)/2])

ES was classified as small (0.15−0.39), medium (0.40−074), and large (≥0.75) according to Cohen’s
d [64]. The level of significance was set at alpha = 5% (p < 0.05). All analyses were performed using the
GraphPad Prism 6.0. (GraphPad Software, San Diego, CA, USA).

3. Results

One-hundred and three older women were recruited for the present study and 60 were assessed
for eligibility. Of these, six had a clinical diagnosis of type II diabetes, four had a previous myocardial
infarction, three reported at least one fall event in the previous year, and two declined to participate,
leaving 45 participants, who were randomly allocated into TRT, PTRT, and CG. Over the follow-up
period, nine participants withdrew from the trial, five from the TRT, three from the PTRT, and one
from the CG. All withdrawals were due to personal reasons (Figure 1). Dropouts had lower TUG-cog
performance in steps-domain (21.4 ± 1.5; p = 0.0001) and Katz index (5.2 ± 0.3; p = 0.01), as well as
higher Pfeffer index (1.7 ± 0.4; p = 0.01) and MMSE (25.0 ± 0.2; p < 0.00001). RT adherence was 88.7%
for TRT and 90.0% for PTRT.
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3.1. Baseline Characteristics

Table 1 lists the main characteristics of study participants at baseline according to group allocation.
There were no differences among groups for general characteristics or cognitive function. However,
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total training workload (total number of sets × total number of repetitions × total weight lifted [kg])
was higher in TRT (172.1 ± 8.6 kg) than that in PTRT (103.2 ± 3.2 kg) (p < 0.001).

Table 1. Baseline characteristics according to group allocation.

Variables TRT (n = 10) PTRT (n = 12) CG (n = 14) p-Value

General Characteristics
Age (years) 67.0 ± 6.2 66.7 ± 5.1 66.7 ± 4.6 0.98
Weight (kg) 71.7 ± 12.9 68.2 ± 12.2 69.3 ± 20.4 0.61
Height (cm) 153 ± 0.0 158 ± 0.0 160 ± 0.1 0.18

Body Mass Index (kg/m2) 30.2 ± 4.1 27.8 ± 6.2 27.0 ± 7.7 0.15
Katz Index (points) 5.8 ± 0.7 5.5 ± 0.6 5.2 ± 0.4 0.16

Pfeffer Index (points) 0.4 ± 0.6 1.2 ± 1.4 2.0 ± 2.6 0.11
Schooling (years) 7.6 ± 4.1 7.4 ± 4.4 8.5 ± 4.3 0.79

GDS (points) 3.3 ± 2.1 3.3 ± 3.2 2.2 ± 2.4 0.87
Total Workload (kg) * 172.1 ± 8.6 103.2 ± 3.2 NA 0.001

Cognitive Domains
MMSE (points) 23.4 ± 4.5 23.6 ± 2.4 24.8 ± 3.0 0.51

TUG-cog (s) 11.6 ± 2.8 14.8 ± 6.5 11.9 ± 2.7 0.16
TUG-cog (steps) 17.4 ± 3.5 18.7 ± 3.4 18.5 ± 4.1 0.65

Short-term Memory Test (points) 8.2 ± 4.4 8.4 ± 4.4 8.1 ± 2.9 0.98

Data are shown as mean ± SD. TRT = Traditional resistance training; PTRT = Combined power training and
resistance training; CG = Control group; GDS = Geriatric depressive scale; TUG-cog = Timed “Up-and-Go” with a
cognitive task; NA= Not applicable. * Independent T-test.

3.2. Effects of TRT and PTRT on Cognitive Function

Table 2 indicates the effects of time, group, and their interaction on cognitive function. There was
a significant effect of time on MMSE and TUG-cog (time-domain), group on TUG-cog (time and steps),
and interaction for all parameters. Both TRT and PTRT produced significant improvements in global
cognitive function (MMSE), short-term memory (i.e., picture memory test), and dual-task performance
(time and steps). However, improvements in MMSE after TRT were only significant in relation to CG,
but not in comparison to baseline. A similar pattern was observed for short-term memory in PTRT.
A large ES was attributed to changes in global cognitive function and dual-task in TRT and PTRT, and
for short-term memory in TRT.

Table 2. Cognitive function at baseline and after 5, 14 and 23 weeks according to group allocation.

Time Points TRT (n = 10) PTRT (n = 12) CG (n = 14) p-Value

MMSE (points) Time Group Time × Group

Baseline 23.4 ± 4.5 (15−30) 23.6 ± 2.4 (18−27) 24.8 ± 3.0 (19−30)
23rd week 27.2 ± 4.1 (18−30) b 27.0 ± 2.5 (23−30) a,b 23.2 ± 3.1 (18−28)

ES (classification) −1.0 (large) −2.0 (large) 0.33 (small)
∆% 16.2 14.4 −6.5 0.001 >0.05 0.01

TUG-cog (s)
Baseline 11.6 ± 2.8 (7−18) 14.8 ± 6.5 (8−30) 11.9 ± 2.7 (8.6−16.5)

23rd week 6.6 ± 1.2 (5−8.6) a,b 7.0 ± 1.3 (5.4−9) a,b 12.3 ± 2.3 (9.0−15.6)
ES (classification) 3.16 (large) 1.62 (large) −0.50 (medium)

∆% −43.1 −52.7 3.4 0.001 0.01 0.001
TUG-cog (steps)

Baseline 17.4 ± 3.5 (14−24) 18.7 ± 3.4 (14−24) 18.6 ± 3.6 (14−25)
23rd week 12.4 ± 2.1 (9−17) a,b 12.1 ± 2.8 (5.6−17) a,b 16.5 ± 3.2 (13−24)

ES (classification) 1.96 (large) 2.35 (large) 0.66 (medium)
∆% −28.7 −35.3 −11.3 >0.05 0.01 0.001

Short-term Memory Test (points)
Baseline 8.2 ± 4.4 (1−14) 8.4 ± 4.4 (0−14) 8.1 ± 2.9 (4−12)

23rd week 12.8 ± 5.2 (4−20) a,b 11.7 ± 6.2 (3−22) b 7.0 ± 2.7 (2−10)
ES (classification) −0.95 (large) −0.61 (medium) 0.39 (small)

∆% 56.1 39.3 −13.6 >0.05 >0.05 0.01

Data are shown as mean ± SD. ∆% = Relative percentage of change; TRT = Traditional resistance training; PTRT =
Combined power training and resistance training; CG = Control group; MMSE = Mini-mental state examination;
ES = Effect size; TUG-cog = Timed “Up-and-Go” with a cognitive task. a p < 0.05 vs. Baseline; b p < 0.05 vs. CG.
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3.3. Time-Course Effects of TRT and PTRT on Cognitive Function

Time-course analysis of TRT and PTRT are shown in Figure 2. Significant improvements in
dual-task domains were already detectable at week 14 in TRT and PTRT (time p ≤ 0.001; steps p ≤ 0.01
for both). Results indicated that time-domain and steps-domain were significantly improved at weeks
14 and 23 in relation to week 5 and baseline.
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Figure 2. Time-course effects of TRT and PTRT on cognitive function. TRT = Traditional resistance
training; PTRT = Power training resistance training; TUG-cog = Timed “Up-and-Go”- cognitive;
a p < 0.05 vs. Baseline; b p < 0.05 vs. 5th week.

3.4. Effects of TRT and PTRT on Depressive Symptoms

Table 3 shows the effects of time, group, and their interaction on DS. There was a significant effect
of time (p = 0.01), but no treatment (p > 0.05) or interaction (p > 0.05) on DS. GDS scores were not
altered by any training protocol. However, non-significant changes in GDS in TRT were accompanied
by a large ES classification.

Table 3. Prevalence of depressive symptoms at baseline and after 5, 14 and 23 weeks according to
group allocation.

Time Points TRT (n = 10) PTRT (n = 12) CG (n = 14) p-Value

GDS (points) Time Group Time × Group

Baseline 3.3 ± 2.1
(1.0−8.0)

3.3 ± 3.2
(0.0−10.0)

3.0 ± 3.1
(0.0−9.0)

23rd Week 0.9 ± 1.8
(0.0−6.0)

1.9 ± 1.8
(0.0−6.0)

2.5 ± 2.5
(0.0−9.0)

ES (23rd vs. Baseline) 1.17 (large) 0.53 (medium) 0.17 (small)
∆% −72.2 −42.4 −16.6 0.01 >0.05 >0.05

Data are shown as mean ± SD. ∆% = Relative percentage of change; TRT = Traditional resistance training;
PTRT = Combined power training and resistance training; CG = Control group; ES = Effect size; GDS = Geriatric
depressive scale.

3.5. Effects of TRT and PTRT on BDNF Levels

Serum BDNF levels are shown in Figure 3. No intra- (p = 0.81; TRT:−0.25, Small; PTRT =−0.18, Small;
CG = 0.14, Unclassifiable) or inter-group differences in serum BDNF concentrations were observed.
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4. Discussion

Findings of the present study indicate that RT, both traditional and combined with PT, improved
global cognitive function, short-term memory, and dual-task performance in community-dwelling older
women. In contrast, no significant changes were observed in GDS scores or serum BDNF concentrations
following either RT regimens. Remarkably, TRT and PTRT elicited greater improvements in MMSE
(3.8 and 3.4, respectively) than the minimal clinically important difference (MCID) for the test (i.e.,
3.0) [65]. Our results also indicate that cognitive benefits elicited by RT may be time-dependent. Indeed,
improvements in dual-task performance were already significant after 14 weeks, while changes in
short-term memory and global cognitive function reached statistical significance at week 23.

These findings add to and expand the existing knowledge by suggesting that the velocity of
concentric muscle contractions has a role in cognitive responses to RT. In fact, TRT and PTRT similarly
improved overall cognitive function (16.2% and 14.4%), short-term memory (56.1% and 39.3%), and
dual-task performance (43.1% and 52.7%) in non-demented, well-functioning, older women, despite
significant differences in total workloads between groups.

A likely explanation for our findings is that explosive concentric muscle contractions performed
at moderate loads might stimulate the recruitment of type II muscle fibers to a similar degree than
normal-velocity concentric muscle contractions performed at moderate-to-high loads [43,44]. Although
this model has been widely used to explain similar neuromuscular improvements observed after both
PT and TRT [66,67], our findings raised the hypothesis that this phenomenon might also potentially
stimulate cognitive enhancements.

We initially assumed that the stimulation of type II muscle fibers by both TRT and PTRT
could promote the synthesis and release of myokines [42], molecules with autocrine, paracrine, and
endocrine effects on numerous metabolic process, including energy expenditure and lipid (e.g., lipolysis,
adipocyte browning, fat-free acids oxidation), muscular (e.g., glucose uptake) and liver metabolism
(e.g., glycogenolysis and glycogenesis) [68–72]. More recently, a theoretical basis has been proposed to
support the role of myokines in physical exercise-induced cognitive improvements [37].

Hence, BDNF was investigated as a possible signaling molecule involved in the cognitive
adaptations induced by our RT protocols. However, serum BDNF levels were unchanged by either
TRT or PTRT. Our results are in keeping with those of previous studies in which BDNF levels were
also unaffected by various RT protocols [48–50]. It may be hypothesized that factors other than
RT prescription, such as specific comorbidities, lifestyle habits, and even genetic variations may be
associated with changes in systemic BDNF levels after RT [73].

One of the main limitations of the present study is the lack of assessment of other myokines
that may contribute to exercise-induced improvements in cognitive function [37]. In particular,
insulin-like growth factor 1 (IGF-1) is acutely [74] and chronically [20] increased in response to RT in
older adults and systemic IGF-1 levels are significantly associated with hippocampal perfusion and
volume [75]. In addition, IGF-1 is expressed in brain areas strongly associated with memory formation
(e.g., hippocampus, cortex) [76] and seems to be critically involved in exercise-induced improvements
in neuronal activation and cell proliferation [76,77].
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Functional and structural brain changes have also been associated with cognitive improvements
in older adults after RT. Hong et al. [25] observed changes in electroencephalogram patterns in healthy
older adults after a 12-week elastic band RT program. According to researchers, such changes in
brain activity may reflect a resistance exercise-induced increase in blood flow, neurotransmitters, and
mitochondrial metabolism. Regarding brain morphology, Liu-Ambrose et al. [21] found reduced
whole-brain volume parallel to improvements in executive function of older adults who performed RT
with different frequencies. The authors argued that reduced whole-brain volume in response to RT
may indicate decreased brain β-amyloid content. Hence, more studies are needed to provide further
insight into factors influencing the effects of RT on cognitive function.

The present findings are supported by previous studies that found improved cognitive capacity in
response to different RT programs. In a seminal study, Cassilhas et al. [20] observed increased memory
performance and verbal concept formation in older adults who had undergone moderate (50% 1RM)
or high-intensity RT (80% 1RM). In addition, Liu-Ambrose [21] demonstrated that RT performed once
or twice a week similarly improved executive functions (i.e., selective attention, conflict resolution) in
community-dwelling older women. As a whole, our results and findings from previous studies suggest
that cognitive adaptations in response to RT occur regardless of the type, intensity, and frequency of RT.

Another important finding of the present study was that cognitive adaptations in response to RT
seemed to be time-dependent, since significant improvements in dual task performance were detectable
at week 14, while improvements in short-term memory were detectable only later (i.e., 23rd week).
Interestingly, prior investigations did not observe significant changes in cognitive parameters after
short-term RT (3 months) [26]. On the other hand, our findings are supported by previous studies
that found improved memory and executive function after longer interventions (~6 months) [20,21].
Hence, a minimum duration of intervention (≥ 3 months) seems to be necessary to elicit significant
changes in some cognitive parameters [78].

The current findings may have important clinical implications. Indeed, overall cognitive function
measures (e.g., MMSE) are routinely used in clinics and research for cognitive [79–81] and low scores
in these tests are associated with numerous negative health-related outcomes, such as insomnia,
loneliness, and dementia [82–85]. Improvements in short-term memory may have a direct impact
on an individual’s quality of life, given its close association with various aspects of cognition and
every-day activities, such as conversation, reading, learning, mathematics [6,7]. In addition, reduced
short-term memory is commonly found in people with AD [8]. Finally, reduced dual-task performance
is observed according to dementia severity [10,12], and older adults with impaired ability to perform
both motor and cognitive tasks simultaneously are at higher risk of falls and death [11].

As a practical application of our findings, health professionals may find cognitive benefits
after both TRT and PTRT. Nevertheless, greater neuromuscular improvements were found in TRT
in comparison to PTRT [54] and, therefore, this design of RT should be prioritized to maintain or
improve cognitive function and physical performance in healthy community-dwelling older women.
Alternatively, PTRT may be indicated for older women who unable to go to the gym twice a week or
prefer to exercise outdoors without dumbbells or machines.

Although reduced DS was observed after both TRT and PTRT, with a large ES being attributed
to TRT, no significant changes were observed following either RT regimen. A possible explanation
for these findings may be that larger reductions in DS after RT are achievable in participants with
baseline GDS scores indicative of mild to moderate depression [24]. In this respect, despite the high
heterogeneity in GDS scores in our sample (0−10 points), the mean score was not suggestive of DS [59].

The present study is not free of limitations. First, we investigated a small sample size composed
exclusively of older women. Second, the lack of a comprehensive neuropyschological assessment
impeded the appreciation of the effects of TRT and PTRT on other cognitive domains. Third, the
hypothesis that the learning effect influenced our findings cannot been ruled out, given that MMSE has
a single format that was applied repeatedly over the study. Fourth, a different number of measurements
were performed by experimental and control groups. Fifth, the use of brain flow measures could
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contribute to understanding the impact of RT protocols on cerebrovascular function. In addition,
the low GDS scores of participants in the present study does not allow inference on the impact of RT
on DS in older adults with higher scores. Finally, the study is a subgroup analysis of a randomized
clinical trial [54]. One of the main concerns with this type of analysis is in regard to the sample size,
given that the power calculation was based on variables other than those investigated in the secondary
analysis [85]. To understand the limitations of our sample size, we performed a post-hoc power
calculation conducted from ANOVA based on an ES of 1.2 for changes in overall cognitive function [86],
power of 0.8 and an alpha set at 0.05. Results indicated that fifty-seven participants (n= 19 per group)
would be necessary at baseline to ensure adequate precision around the estimates generated. Hence,
our findings must be confirmed in future randomized clinical trials using cognitive function as the
primary outcome.

5. Conclusions

The two RT programs tested in the present trial improved global cognitive function, short-term
memory, and dual task performance in non-demented, well-functioning, community-dwelling older
women. In addition, our findings suggest that cognitive adaptations in response to RT may be
time-dependent, such that improvements in dual-task performance are detectable earlier than those in
short-term memory and global cognitive function.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, H.J.C.-J. and M.C.U.; Data curation, H.J.C.-J. and I.d.O.G.; Formal
analysis, H.J.C.-J., I.d.O.G., E.L.C., R.C., A.P., M.I. and E.M.; Funding acquisition, E.M.; Investigation, H.J.C.-J.,
I.d.O.G. and M.C.U.; Methodology, H.J.C.-J., R.A.C.S., P.Y.S.S. and M.C.U.; Project administration, H.J.C.-J.,
E.M. and M.C.U.; Resources, R.C., A.P. and M.C.U.; Supervision, E.M. and M.C.U.; Writing—original draft,
H.J.C.-J., R.A.C.S., P.Y.S.S., E.L.C., R.C., A.P., M.I., E.M. and M.C.U.; Writing—review & editing, H.J.C.-J., R.A.C.S.,
P.Y.S.S., E.L.C., R.C., A.P., M.I., E.M. and M.C.U. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by Innovative Medicines Initiative–Joint Undertaking [IMI–JU #115621],
the nonprofit research foundation “Centro Studi Achille e Linda Lorenzon”, and by a scholarship to H.J.C.-J. from
the Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior [CAPES; Finance Code 001]. The funders had
no role in study design, data collection and analysis, preparation of the manuscript, or decision to publishments.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. APA Dictionary of Psychology. Available online: https://dictionary.apa.org/cognition (accessed on 12 May 2020).
2. Murman, D.L. The Impact of Age on Cognition. Semin. Hear. 2015, 36, 111–121. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Liu, Z.; Han, L.; Gahbauer, E.A.; Allore, H.; Gill, T.M. Joint Trajectories of Cognition and Frailty and

Associated Burden of Patient-Reported Outcomes. J. Am. Med Dir. Assoc. 2018, 19, 304–309.e2. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Koch, G.; Belli, L.; Giudice, T.L.; Lorenzo, F.; Sancesario, G.; Sorge, R.; Bernardini, S.; Martorana, A. Frailty
Among Alzheimer’s Disease Patients. CNS Neurol. Disord. Drug Targets 2013, 12, 507–511. [CrossRef]

5. Kidd, P.M. Alzheimer’s disease, amnestic mild cognitive impairment, and age-associated memory impairment:
Current understanding and progress toward integrative prevention. Altern. Med. Rev. J. Clin. Ther. 2008, 13,
85–115.

6. Pliatsikas, C.; Veríssimo, J.; Babcock, L.; Pullman, M.Y.; Glei, D.A.; Weinstein, M.; Goldman, N.; Ullman, M.
Working memory in older adults declines with age, but is modulated by sex and education. Q. J. Exp. Psychol.
2018, 72, 1308–1327. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Morrison, C.; Kamal, F.; Taler, V. The influence of working memory performance on event-related potentials
in young and older adults. Cogn. Neurosci. 2019, 10, 117–128. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Jahn, H. Memory loss in Alzheimer’s disease. Dialogues Clin. Neurosci. 2013, 15, 445–454.
9. Åhman, H.B.; Giedraitis, V.; Cedervall, Y.; Lennhed, B.; Berglund, L.; McKee, K.; Kilander, L.; Rosendahl, E.;

Ingelsson, M.; Åberg, A.C. Dual-Task Performance and Neurodegeneration: Correlations Between Timed
Up-and-Go Dual-Task Test Outcomes and Alzheimer’s Disease Cerebrospinal Fluid Biomarkers. J. Alzheimer’s
Dis. 2019, 71, S75–S83. [CrossRef]

https://dictionary.apa.org/cognition
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0035-1555115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27516712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jamda.2017.10.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29146224
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1871527311312040010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1747021818791994
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30012055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17588928.2019.1570104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30646813
http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/JAD-181265


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3435 12 of 15

10. Ehsani, H.; Mohler, M.J.; O’Connor, K.; Zamrini, E.; Tirambulo, C.V.; Toosizadeh, N. The association between
cognition and dual-tasking among older adults: The effect of motor function type and cognition task difficulty.
Clin. Interv. Aging 2019, 14, 659–669. [CrossRef]

11. Lundin-Olsson, L.; Nyberg, L.; Gustafson, Y. “Stops walking when talking” as a predictor of falls in elderly
people. Lancet 1997, 349, 617. [CrossRef]

12. Borges, S.D.M.; Radanovic, M.; Forlenza, O.V. Functional Mobility in a Divided Attention Task in Older
Adults with Cognitive Impairment. J. Mot. Behav. 2015, 47, 1–8. [CrossRef]

13. Beekman, A.T.F.; Copeland, J.; Prince, M.J. Review of community prevalence of depression in later life. Br. J.
Psychiatry 1999, 174, 307–311. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Kok, R.; Reynolds, C.F. Management of Depression in Older Adults. JAMA 2017, 317, 2114. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

15. Noel, P.; Williams, J.J.; Unützer, J.; Worchel, J.; Lee, S.; Cornell, J.; Katon, W.; Harpole, L.H.; Hunkeler, E.
Depression and Comorbid Illness in Elderly Primary Care Patients: Impact on Multiple Domains of Health
Status and Well-being. Ann. Fam. Med. 2004, 2, 555–562. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Garber, C.E.; Blissmer, B.; Deschenes, M.R.; Franklin, B.; LaMonte, M.J.; Lee, I.-M.; Nieman, D.C.; Swain, D.P.
Quantity and Quality of Exercise for Developing and Maintaining Cardiorespiratory, Musculoskeletal, and
Neuromotor Fitness in Apparently Healthy Adults. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2011, 43, 1334–1359. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

17. André, N.; Ferrand, C.; Albinet, C.; Audiffren, M. Cognitive Strategies and Physical Activity in Older Adults:
A Discriminant Analysis. J. Aging Res. 2018, 2018, 1–9. [CrossRef]

18. Chodzko-Zajko, W.J.; Proctor, D.N.; Singh, M.A.F.; Minson, C.T.; Nigg, C.; Salem, G.J.; Skinner, J.S. Exercise
and Physical Activity for Older Adults. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2009, 41, 1510–1530. [CrossRef]

19. Fragala, M.S.; Cadore, E.L.; Dorgo, S.; Izquierdo, M.; Kraemer, W.J.; Peterson, M.D.; Ryan, E.D. Resistance
Training for Older Adults. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2019, 33, 2019–2052. [CrossRef]

20. Cassilhas, R.; Viana, V.A.R.; Grassmann, V.; Thomatieli-Santos, R.V.; Santos, R.F.; Tufik, S.; De Mello, M.T.
The Impact of Resistance Exercise on the Cognitive Function of the Elderly. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2007, 39,
1401–1407. [CrossRef]

21. Liu-Ambrose, T.; Nagamatsu, L.S.; Graf, P.; Beattie, B.L.; Ashe, M.C.; Handy, T.C. Resistance Training and
Executive Functions. Arch. Intern. Med. 2010, 170, 170–178. [CrossRef]

22. Chang, Y.; Pan, C.-Y.; Chen, F.-T.; Tsai, C.-L.; Huang, C.-C. Effect of Resistance-Exercise Training on Cognitive
Function in Healthy Older Adults: A Review. J. Aging Phys. Act. 2012, 20, 497–517. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Li, Z.; Peng, X.; Xiang, W.; Han, J.; Li, K. The effect of resistance training on cognitive function in the
older adults: A systematic review of randomized clinical trials. Aging Clin. Exp. Res. 2018, 30, 1259–1273.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Gordon, B.R.; McDowell, C.; Hallgren, M.; Meyer, J.D.; Lyons, M.; Herring, M.P. Association of Efficacy of
Resistance Exercise Training With Depressive Symptoms. JAMA Psychiatry 2018, 75, 566–576. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Hong, S.-G.; Kim, J.-H.; Jun, T.-W. Effects of 12-Week Resistance Exercise on Electroencephalogram Patterns
and Cognitive Function in the Elderly with Mild Cognitive Impairment. Clin. J. Sport Med. 2018, 28, 500–508.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Kimura, K.; Obuchi, S.; Arai, T.; Nagasawa, H.; Shiba, Y.; Watanabe, S.; Kojima, M. The influence of short-term
strength training on health-related quality of life and executive cognitive function. J. Physiol. Anthr. 2010, 29,
95–101. [CrossRef]

27. Izquierdo, M.; Ibañez, J.; Gorostiaga, E.; Garrues, M.; Zúñiga, A.; Antón, A.; Larrión, J.L.; Häkkinen, K.
Maximal strength and power characteristics in isometric and dynamic actions of the upper and lower
extremities in middle-aged and older men. Acta Physiol. Scand. 1999, 167, 57–68. [CrossRef]

28. Izquierdo, M.; Cadore, E.L. Muscle power training in the institutionalized frail: A new approach to
counteracting functional declines and very late-life disability. Curr. Med Res. Opin. 2014, 30, 1385–1390.
[CrossRef]

29. Cadore, E.L.; Izquierdo, M. Muscle Power Training: A Hallmark for Muscle Function Retaining in Frail
Clinical Setting. J. Am. Med Dir. Assoc. 2018, 19, 190–192. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/CIA.S198697
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(97)24009-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00222895.2014.998331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1192/bjp.174.4.307
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10533549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2017.5706
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28535241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1370/afm.143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15576541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e318213fefb
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21694556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/8917535
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e3181a0c95c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000003230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/mss.0b013e318060111f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archinternmed.2009.494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/japa.20.4.497
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22186664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40520-018-0998-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30006762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2018.0572
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29800984
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/JSM.0000000000000476
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28727639
http://dx.doi.org/10.2114/jpa2.29.95
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-201x.1999.00590.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1185/03007995.2014.908175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jamda.2017.12.010


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3435 13 of 15

30. Bean, J.F.; Leveille, S.; Kiely, D.K.; Bandinelli, S.; Guralnik, J.M.; Ferrucci, L. A Comparison of Leg Power and
Leg Strength within the InCHIANTI Study: Which Influences Mobility More? J. Gerontol. Ser. A Biol. Sci.
Med Sci. 2003, 58, M728–M733. [CrossRef]

31. Bean, J.F.; Kiely, D.K.; LaRose, S.; O’Neill, E.; Goldstein, R.; Frontera, W.R. Increased velocity exercise specific
to task training versus the National Institute on Aging’s strength training program: Changes in limb power
and mobility. J. Gerontol. Ser. A Biol. Sci. Med Sci. 2009, 64, 983–991. [CrossRef]

32. Reid, K.F.; Fielding, R.A. Skeletal Muscle Power. Exerc. Sport Sci. Rev. 2012, 40, 4–12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
33. Strassnig, M.; Signorile, J.; Potiaumpai, M.; Romero, M.A.; Gonzalez, C.; Czaja, S.; Harvey, P.D. High velocity

circuit resistance training improves cognition, psychiatric symptoms and neuromuscular performance in
overweight outpatients with severe mental illness. Psychiatry Res. 2015, 229, 295–301. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Yoon, D.H.; Kang, D.; Kim, H.; Kim, J.-S.; Song, H.S.; Song, W. Effect of elastic band-based high-speed
power training on cognitive function, physical performance and muscle strength in older women with mild
cognitive impairment. Geriatr. Gerontol. Int. 2016, 17, 765–772. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Cherup, N.; Roberson, K.; Potiaumpai, M.; Widdowson, K.; Jaghab, A.-M.; Chowdhari, S.; Armitage, C.;
Seeley, A.; Signorile, J. Improvements in cognition and associations with measures of aerobic fitness and
muscular power following structured exercise. Exp. Gerontol. 2018, 112, 76–87. [CrossRef]

36. van Uffelen, J.; Chin A Paw, M.J.M.; Hopman-Rock, M.; Van Mechelen, W. The Effects of Exercise on Cognition
in Older Adults with and without Cognitive Decline: A Systematic Review. Clin. J. Sport Med. 2008, 18,
486–500. [CrossRef]

37. Kim, S.; Choi, J.-Y.; Moon, S.; Park, D.-H.; Kwak, H.-B.; Kang, J.-H. Roles of myokines in exercise-induced
improvement of neuropsychiatric function. Pflüger Arch. 2019, 471, 491–505. [CrossRef]

38. Pedersen, L.; Hojman, P. Muscle-to-organ cross talk mediated by myokines. Adipocyte 2012, 1, 164–167.
[CrossRef]

39. Lee, J.H.; Jun, H.-S. Role of Myokines in Regulating Skeletal Muscle Mass and Function. Front. Physiol. 2019,
10, 42. [CrossRef]

40. Coelho-Júnior, H.J.; Picca, A.; Calvani, R.; Uchida, M.C.; Marzetti, E. If my muscle could talk: Myokines as a
biomarker of frailty. Exp. Gerontol. 2019, 127, 110715. [CrossRef]

41. Raschke, S.; Eckardt, K.; Holven, K.B.; Jensen, J.; Eckel, J. Identification and Validation of Novel
Contraction-Regulated Myokines Released from Primary Human Skeletal Muscle Cells. PLoS ONE 2013, 8,
e62008. [CrossRef]

42. Rutti, S.; Dusaulcy, R.; Hansen, J.S.; Howald, C.; Dermitzakis, E.T.; Pedersen, B.K.; Pinget, M.; Plomgaard, P.;
Bouzakri, K. Angiogenin and Osteoprotegerin are type II muscle specific myokines protecting pancreatic
beta-cells against proinflammatory cytokines. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 10072. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Kraemer, W.J.; Looney, D.P. Underlying Mechanisms and Physiology of Muscular Power. Strength Cond. J.
2012, 34, 13–19. [CrossRef]

44. McKinnon, N.B.; Connelly, D.; Rice, C.L.; Hunter, S.W.; Doherty, T.J. Neuromuscular contributions to the
age-related reduction in muscle power: Mechanisms and potential role of high velocity power training.
Ageing Res. Rev. 2017, 35, 147–154. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. De Vincenti, A.P.; Ríos, A.S.; Paratcha, G.; Ledda, F. Mechanisms That Modulate and Diversify BDNF
Functions: Implications for Hippocampal Synaptic Plasticity. Front. Cell. Neurosci. 2019, 13, 135. [CrossRef]

46. Budni, J.; Bellettini-Santos, T.; Mina, F.; Garcez, M.L.; Zugno, A.I. The involvement of BDNF, NGF and GDNF
in aging and Alzheimer’s disease. Aging Dis. 2015, 6, 331–341. [CrossRef]

47. De Almeida, A.; Da Silva, S.G.; Lopim, G.; Campos, D.V.; Fernandes, J.; Cabral, F.R.; Arida, R.M. Resistance
Exercise Reduces Seizure Occurrence, Attenuates Memory Deficits and Restores BDNF Signaling in Rats
with Chronic Epilepsy. Neurochem. Res. 2017, 42, 1230–1239. [CrossRef]

48. Fragala, M.S.; Beyer, K.S.; Jajtner, A.R.; Townsend, J.R.; Pruna, G.J.; Boone, C.H.; Bohner, J.D.; Fukuda, D.H.;
Stout, J.R.; Hoffman, J.R. Resistance Exercise May Improve Spatial Awareness and Visual Reaction in Older
Adults. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2014, 28, 2079–2087. [CrossRef]

49. Prestes, J.; Nascimento, D.D.C.; Tibana, R.A.; Teixeira, T.G.; Vieira, D.C.L.; Tajra, V.; De Farias, D.L.; Silva, A.O.;
Funghetto, S.S.; De Souza, V.C.; et al. Understanding the individual responsiveness to resistance training
periodization. Age (Dordr.) 2015, 37. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/58.8.M728
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/glp056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/JES.0b013e31823b5f13
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22016147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2015.07.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26187340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ggi.12784
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27396580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.exger.2018.09.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/JSM.0b013e3181845f0b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00424-019-02253-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/adip.20344
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2019.00042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.exger.2019.110715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0062008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-28117-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29968746
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/SSC.0b013e318270616d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2016.09.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27697547
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2019.00135
http://dx.doi.org/10.14336/AD.2015.0825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11064-016-2165-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000000520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11357-015-9793-x


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3435 14 of 15

50. Silva, B.A.E.; Cassilhas, R.; Attux, C.; Cordeiro, Q.; Gadelha, A.L.; Telles, B.A.; Bressan, R.A.; Ferreira, F.N.;
Rodstein, P.H.; Daltio, C.S.; et al. A 20-week program of resistance or concurrent exercise improves symptoms
of schizophrenia: Results of a blind, randomized controlled trial. Braz. J. Psychiatry 2015, 37, 271–279.
[CrossRef]

51. Szuhany, K.L.; Bugatti, M.; Otto, M.W. A meta-analytic review of the effects of exercise on brain-derived
neurotrophic factor. J. Psychiatr. Res. 2014, 60, 56–64. [CrossRef]

52. Coelho-Júnior, H.J.; Rodrigues, B.; Aguiar, S.D.S.; Gonçalves, I.D.O.; Asano, R.Y.; Irigoyen, M.-C.; Feriani, D.J.;
Uchida, M.C. Low blood pressure is sustained during subsequent activities of daily living performed after
power training in older women. J. Exerc. Rehabil. 2017, 13, 454–463. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Coelho-Júnior, H.J.; Irigoyen, M.C.; da Silva Aguiar, S.; de Oliveira Gonçalves, I.; Câmara, N.O.S.;
Cenedeze, M.A.; Asano, R.Y.; Rodrigues, B.; Uchida, M.C. Acute effects of power and resistance exercises on
hemodynamic measurements of older women. Clin Interv. Aging 2017, 12, 1103–1114. [CrossRef]

54. Coelho-Júnior, H.J.; Gonçalvez, I.D.O.; Sampaio, R.A.C.; Sampaio, P.Y.S.; Cadore, E.L.; Izquierdo, M.;
Marzetti, E.; Uchida, M.C. Periodized and non-periodized resistance training programs on body composition
and physical function of older women. Exp. Gerontol. 2019, 121, 10–18. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Katz, S.; Ford, A.B.; Moskowitz, R.W.; Jackson, B.A.; Jaffe, M.W. Studies of Illness in the Aged. The Index of
ADL: A Standardized Measure of Biological and Psychosocial Function. JAMA 1963, 185, 914–919. [CrossRef]

56. Pfeffer, R.I.; Kurosaki, T.T.; Harrah, C.H.; Chance, J.M.; Filos, S. Measurement of Functional Activities in
Older Adults in the Community. J. Gerontol. 1982, 37, 323–329. [CrossRef]

57. Folstein, M.F.; Folstein, S.E.; McHugh, P.R. “Mini-mental state”. A practical method for grading the cognitive
state of patients for the clinician. J. Psychiatr. Res. 1975, 12, 189–198. [CrossRef]

58. Herrera, E.; Caramelli, P.; Silveira, A.S.B.; Nitrini, R. Epidemiologic Survey of Dementia in a
Community-Dwelling Brazilian Population. Alzheimer Dis. Assoc. Disord. 2002, 16, 103–108. [CrossRef]

59. Yesavage, J.A.; Sheikh, J. 9/Geriatric Depression Scale (GDS). Clin. Gerontol. 1986, 5, 165–173. [CrossRef]
60. Takechi, H.; Dodge, H.H. Scenery Picture Memory Test: A new type of quick and effective screening test to

detect early stage Alzheimer’s disease patients. Geriatr. Gerontol. Int. 2010, 10, 183–190. [CrossRef]
61. Håkansson, K.; Ledreux, A.; Daffner, K.; Terjestam, Y.; Bergman, P.; Carlsson, R.; Kivipelto, M.; Winblad, B.;

Granholm, A.-C.; Mohammed, A.K.H. 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. 2016, 55, 645–657. [CrossRef]

62. Foster, C.; Florhaug, J.A.; Franklin, J.; Gottschall, L.; Hrovatin, L.A.; Parker, S.; Doleshal, P.; Dodge, C. A New
Approach to Monitoring Exercise Training. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2001, 15, 109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Egan, A.D.; Winchester, J.B.; Foster, C.; McGuigan, M.R. Using Session RPE to Monitor Different Methods of
Resistance Exercise. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2006, 5, 289–295.

64. Brydges, C.R. Effect Size Guidelines, Sample Size Calculations, and Statistical Power in Gerontology. Innov.
Aging 2019, 3, igz036. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Burback, D.; Molnar, F.J.; John, P.S.; Man-Son-Hing, M. Key Methodological Features of Randomized
Controlled Trials of Alzheimer’s Disease Therapy. Dement. Geriatr. Cogn. Disord. 1999, 10, 534–540.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Lamas, L.; Aoki, M.S.; Ugrinowitsch, C.; Campos, G.E.R.; Regazzini, M.; Moriscot, A.; Tricoli, V. Expression
of genes related to muscle plasticity after strength and power training regimens. Scand. J. Med. Sci. Sports
2009, 20, 216–225. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Wallerstein, L.F.; Tricoli, V.; Barroso, R.; Rodacki, A.L.F.; Russo, L.; Aihara, A.Y.; Fernandes, A.D.R.C.; De
Mello, M.T.; Ugrinowitsch, C. Effects of Strength and Power Training on Neuromuscular Variables in Older
Adults. J. Aging Phys. Act. 2012, 20, 171–185. [CrossRef]

68. Pedersen, B.K.; Febbraio, M.A. Muscle as an Endocrine Organ: Focus on Muscle-Derived Interleukin-6.
Physiol. Rev. 2008, 88, 1379–1406. [CrossRef]

69. Pedersen, B.K.; Åkerström, T.; Nielsen, A.R.; Fischer, C. Role of myokines in exercise and metabolism. J. Appl.
Physiol. 2007, 103, 1093–1098. [CrossRef]

70. Pal, M.; Febbraio, M.A.; Whitham, M. From cytokine to myokine: The emerging role of interleukin-6 in
metabolic regulation. Immunol. Cell Boil. 2014, 92, 331–339. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Ahima, R.S.; Park, H.-K. Connecting Myokines and Metabolism. Endocrinol. Metab. 2015, 30, 235–245.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1516-4446-2014-1595
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2014.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.12965/jer.1734988.494
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29114513
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/CIA.S133838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.exger.2019.03.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30862526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.1963.03060120024016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geronj/37.3.323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-3956(75)90026-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00002093-200204000-00007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/J018v05n01_09
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1447-0594.2009.00576.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/JAD-160593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1519/1533-4287(2001)0152.0.co;2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11708692
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igz036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31528719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000017201
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10559571
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0838.2009.00905.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19422645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/japa.20.2.171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/physrev.90100.2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00080.2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/icb.2014.16
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24751614
http://dx.doi.org/10.3803/EnM.2015.30.3.235
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26248861


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3435 15 of 15

72. Huh, J.Y. The role of exercise-induced myokines in regulating metabolism. Arch. Pharmacal Res. 2017, 41,
14–29. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
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