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Microglia-astrocyte crosstalk in the amyloid plaque
niche of an Alzheimer’s disease mouse model, as
revealed by spatial transcriptomics
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In situ hybridization: Sequencing based spatial transcriptomics:
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In the local plaque environment

Abstract :



I 7Ly A <—dF" (AD)

o VX VEE

(R ZE1L)
o7IAMAF]S
s (EAB)
E1. ADEBER (£ : AIEENRE. £ BE. = s =
Bielchowsky#:£2) DEREIC L YRR Z 5 RHE

REBIFHEBNRHRERIREZL. REDDEAB. BEICHFET
2EZABIE "dystrophic neurite; &WSEHBHNALBTEZZEL
TW3,




CosMx + Stereo-seq
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.I in situ hybridization;® + RNA-seq

® /n situ hybridization ® RNA-seq
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D Glial interactions with regards to plaque distance
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Astrocytes in‘the plaque niche
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In situ hybridization: Sequencing based spatial transcriptomics:
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