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WE OPIEIRE FE Y (coronavirus disease 2019, COVID-19), FRIFR “Hie”, Ji ™ A MERF IR & AR 75 2
(severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-CoV-2) 5| & 4EREATIEYG . X FIGE e fin e = R 2 eIk,
HIBAE DG TRATEIR . ML AR X HR E A SR R R B, SRR A 103 AR DS MU PR 1 R A fr e 22 5%, I TR
NBELL AR SRR 3R A G, o, OR[R] 75 bk 22 [B] WS e 4 2 A= 36 14 22 57 A BB IR T R 28 R AT A8 57t o 7
SMAMRGE R SE, SARS-CoV-2 EEGIRMRBLIE . SCRFAHAET - FIfe TSN, 15T SARS-CoV-2 AR K 3847 L
TR TR “KBE” BRI E REn , SARS-CoV-2 175 A M8 M 9 RE S AN IR J7 P A A i R Hop e 1Y)

P BLEER . ARPRIRGEBEAN B, SARS-CoV-2 T AEf 1 IRGE R GERNA FPAK S RETF e A R BT IR . USEIZR . 25156

7 18 AT I e AR L A R A

KR PG R, WERETE, CESMENEIR LA
hESZES  Q5, R339.12, R741

BERIRIR ERE Y (COVID-19), FRiFR “Hr
W, el E AR ZE BRI EE 2 (severe
acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-
CoV-2) HIRMAIRMEIMATIN. KK ZHE,
IR R TIPNGE, Wl R0 mE 2% . H
ARG, HHRGRMNAE RS, Hrp, BSedif
W UL RGURER, TR T O RARA AR
o o A SCAIRSE RS RERF AT, Hidl 1
e R WL RS IR A TR . AL AR A 1Y) 22
S, R KRR BE RSN AT A T
MR LA K AT AT B RRSE BRI S FNA YT J5 i
JEIF TR T £53A 8 e AR S MR R A A Sk
i, A SCnl LAY B 61 5% 2 B 4 i 4 A P SARS-
CoV-2 XA RGER I, I R InSirf 2 IRe i
PRI E BT R AL

1 IR5ERGEMIR G R

1.1 RERS
MR FEfL)E E 29 7 em Ab i 8 1 K S
i TR Bk (nasal septum) | iR AR AT 5

DR RE2, BERRZES, KT, WsEilgR
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I, B AR S em® (RS 4% 2.5 em?) 7,
SR NSRRI B Y ORI i v A AR
3% 4H AL WS SRR s A 22 J6 (olfactory sensory
neurons, OSNs) . Z #F 4l il (supporting cells or
sustentacular cells) FIEE 40 MY (basal cells) . FH:
o, BRI 4 M S A S R R oK P BE IS 40
(horizontal basal cells) F1EKIE FEJE 4L (globose
basal cells) . I &b ik A 480 E 48 il (microvillar
cells) . 7MW (mucus) FYIRAR4NAE (Bowman
gland cells) 7R E 4 ff (3 24 WLoe Jie Jox 400 i
olfactory ensheathing cells) 55 "3 S FF40 T 717
95 OSNs (WA A FE il 2 OCEZMEN,
SRR AN M sz BB IR, OSNs 4 I fig 5k 2 52 31| 44
P31 T AR A AN AN T DL Ao R 0 s
ML [T, 1= OSNs R 5 AR AR5 41 &
(olfactory cilia) , X} OSNs#EI £ 1EH, B&H

o ERLA BT AESS LHAIBA (JCTD-2021-06) HlFF R4 b0 BEAT
N AT H  (E0CX412008) ¥EHY,
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IgA | IgM FITEESE K e sk, AAEEN WL AR B IR, (sniff) HFEALLE . 7E
TR ML b DI, LIS 2% i ML JB 45 DEE (odorant-

ML (odorant) J2:4 AEWE MMM 28 R 48 ™= E
S (odor) BHIAMNAYIIT = WAGOCL ST AL
DO, BT PR R AT 240 LA N 25 A T A o —
FE, WS 5 OSNs 3 ik 19 B3¢ 3% f&  (olfactory
receptor) £ & AE ML IR . NS A
FE 1~2 T 7/ OSNs ', BB OSN B4 S
FeIk — L GEAZ AR 7 NI R A% 800 Z i
WAZRIE PR Y ORI, T
2 400 FP IR B IR SESZ A L AN R AR TE RS
%%%w&%ﬁiﬁﬁzﬁ%”,ﬁ%ﬁkiﬁ
SR AR R MR 22 57 0 B TR AZ
IRA G AR S, LT FLDE A2 K 2 [a] () OC R LR
W — AR LN R = A e N, —Ff
MELJBT Al AT LAYKTG 252 4 10 ek, RRBT 2 ] 4
SN — g T A s HAER, Rl —R k7
(AFTE ] RE 2GR Bl % A 28 T o) — R4y
TN Mo BRI, AN A A A2 Ak
BRI BT A AR o, B R T ST LA
HEA B SR L8 1 AR

@ -
R R

PREELAT
WG RS

binding protein) iz % 2 OSNs #f 28 ¥y (1 R bt 2T &
J: B IR 37 A (j(%jﬂG%Elﬁ%Eﬂéi‘ﬁi) A
, e E S AR S 1 Z R E R
ﬁﬁﬂOSNsiﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁiE"]@%%%ﬂj, ZERLIIRAR
PEAFN, F)IAMEER (olfactory bulb) ', ZwALAH
[FIMEL 3 A7 AR L PR A MR 22 25V SR AE — e, e B T
MR EK R A7 B B L /NER  (olfactory glomerulus )
ZH, BUNSRIECRE MR 22 RAECR, —BAE 3 000
#9000 Z ], FIZy5 5004 0 MNER 1%
P28 0 S 154 WE 40 i (mitral cells) 1A IR 41 g
(tufted cells), H:AHRIE MK (olfactory tract) ,
BB R ALK 2 B (piriform cortex) . A%
(amygdala) , %595 (olfactory tubercle) FIPA MR
Jii (entorhinal) 25 i X, & FR K #) 9 R J7 Ji
(primary olfactory cortex) . M FIZ% L5 Bz AL 5
MaE 5 B B — 20 R B B BE B K
WG 5 (insula) . N I&

(orbitofrontal cortex) .

(hypothalamus) 1 &5 (hippocampus) 55) 72 X
iﬁi ( F;i] la) o

Fig. 1 The human olfactory system and infection with SARS-CoV-2
Bl AEKR5EFRSGS5SARS-CoV-2/E3

(a) WRGTHERE SR HE AN b B XU, 5 OSNsH 5 A 3 R W5 52 Ak
OSNsHil I AR T BT BINLBR PR (i B AU INER , ARTIDH o8

FUAL TR B B A Y — 2R 9 Al 5

o 55 SRR | PR A R L I 4 A 2 IR Y ACE2 FTTMPRSS2 32 AR &5 15
WL B B #2270 (olfactory sensory neurons)

ACE23Z (35 R AX 9 #5475 . OSNGs:

enzyme 2); TMPRSS2: E5[H42%FRE [ #2 (transmembrane serine protease 2) .

454, MINMEEOSNs,
AL AN AR, — ARSI B R, A
H, BFAERIRLSE R, Z IR SR BIER L B2 X, (b) SARS-CoV-27T#E

TR R A5, o T A et MR A G T AT I PN R AN R 1

B AR SRR o R Z AR

ACE2: il Bk R 5% 482 (angiotensin-converting
Pl R sl FIOCRR [16-17 ]
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1.2 IR5EFERG

MR REAS (olfactory dysfunction) Jf&48 7K MR
(B FTIRYE  orthonasal olfaction) B{iFE (& 50
Wi, retronasal olfaction) Hf[E] M4 Th HE i) Ve R B
fi S R R A R EEAL FE PR % K (anosmia) |
W5t J iR (hyposmia) . MEGE 5|45 (parosmia) FlI
%] B¢ (phantosmia) , W M M 5t [ FR (odor
threshold) . W% 7> # (odor discrimination) FIMR
38 3R 5 (odor identification) 3 Fh AN [F] f) ML 3 BE
Jithe — ek, MR R T AR R R GE R G
(peripheral olfactory system) , Tij H' J& WL 5i 2R 4
(central olfactory system) £ 5 LER & HF I i
X o DM pz 380 ol (8 MLt 22 48 H AT — > X Sl
P8 AT R B AT (1 1) 2 {7 T
JZ %) OSNs s ME— 5Pl B R MM &IT, 559
RN SN FAERS R R B A A s, g
TR YL AHDERN RS 2 7RI B R A R
it 2 A B SRR, F I R PR 1Y

ETbs AR RRGE RS R RI AT, BR TR R IR
WUIRE, W ATREFEREUIZIRE (nERE., 242, id

JCFIRR ) HIRERT

TERZSER R R, R R e 1 e R A
) EZ R e, @S # (parainfluenza
virus) . & 5 B (thinovirus) Ml & IR K 75
(coronavirus) £ XML ARS8 50 2, x4l
TS | & I RE R A T2 B R b i FIRBE i 28
WP 2 R RN, 23R E OSNs
PR, HFA WS 2, &R T RE
o R R e NI 8 G AVl O i
XIS, R 245U OSNs 17 S AR, 1]
[ s L B2 N AR AN Sl AN 11 o
COVID-19 523k, SRIMEYNTE . SN EESAH
I, SARS-CoV-2 7| & fY M58 B AT 55y 22 UL,
AT RETE T R O S 8 I A e S
TESher B b, SRR 25 6 ik 26 52 i A
A 28, SARS-CoV-2 S Z 1 MRUSE £ 1155 150 A X 1)
HAB TR EE . SARS-CoV-1 5% H0 5 H I E M
JIHAR, XL AR A R, 1 AR 2R S A
(MERS-CoV) FF A ML ' 5] &8 8 E i
TEARI RN 2 P B FEAAE, W5 R SRR
MELBE 22 22 (B SARS-CoV-2 51 ok Bl ik 5 5
PRAE M LEARALAL

WS B 1) e A 3 S A AR« AT R o T R
=2 GRS AT A5 A 2R TR A OC, WEAR

P SR B i ) S O RAC 7 R
(biomarker) Z— U, SBERWFIEHEN, TEINAIT)
B I B A B R A ) AR P LB T g P iR s o
SR BB TR I ARG, FLISLSE D) R 1 AT
D% B S 30 45 R Ry & MR B A A b 2R A T
Pl Y, — 2 [ B R, N2 R M ARAE |
AR BBER N R G ML BN, S IRSE PR fisfa]
FEAEDCHR B4 BRARMRLGE B0 00 R AP, JF 4R3I
S A PR NEAOR - S AT

2 HEEENREERS

2.1 WITEIK

TEHIE L E G 2 SR T, SRR IL
HAZ B, WA RS R B i R bR 0 1R
W B E SARS-Co V-2 B Se ] | HLASEIR 1 oA
PR AR, TORERB A R — e R
WL IR B, IR R e, e e
AR DT A, B AR A R R A A AT
BEPEBEME DD BERS RS A = X U IR Y

U WS 45 3 e B TR U I ) IR L i
AIHRA IR A, 7E 5%~85% = [a] 0, 2253 n] B
535 mRNEA S RSP T H . SREEAREAIT
TR . MLBE TPl T2 AT 43R % AR5 D e 1T
il (AR S0 SR BRI T e A I &) Fn
WLRELDE DY REVEAL (an [ FRAR ) o ZEFE B
H NG T RE PR FR I 2] (4 WEL 8 B i i) e A2 R i 1
i F UL 58 D) REVTAL PR IS B A kA3 Y, &t
R A EXIPAG T EL ARt L s AR Bt i 3
WEPEAR T 7 i e £ 5 WL [ i 1 e A 3l A2
FREEABE A D22 e . TR, &«
P ) RS ) e LT T 45 5 A2 BN B ek i s e s AR
WFZAEN, FRNEYLE & AU RREhS i)™ i
JERIF- T . i T SARS-CoV-2 Y i Ak — B 7%
AR S, WRUBE A Y R AR A B AR AR e BT
SRAERE S A T RERR At 2552 i BRI 45 2R
BTG RS 1) 70 A AR 4R 9 el £ 2 vt
BRERGH ) 2 A2 R KR 50% 74
22 Ml

SARS-CoV-21F Jy—Fh el bR, it FHH i 28
WEEE 1 (spike glycoprotein) 51 3= 4 il A9 52 fA 1L
EEIKE LG 2 (angiotensin-converting enzyme 2,
ACE2) %54, it M e HIEE A TS 400, 17
H 5 i 2 & TR £5 (M B 2 (transmembrane serine
protease 2, TMPRSS2) ¥ 3| 2 bl 25 11 24 /% My S1
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(ZRgEA) RS2 (BERG) A 45 1
(domain) AEYLANiL (& 1b) ), i@ i i Pl ke
J77, SARS-CoV-2 it Afs FhNIGE, WTEESEIA
MR ZLIERE LA SR |- fz | MR i 452 MRt ot 25308 %
B, IR A TS 2 4 i IR R
220 MHELRAE

WELE P 7 A T AR 0TI i N SR
FIIRAE RS (olfactory cleft) JFf4% fih 2] & i K
Uiig 1) OSNs BF5T & I MELUE 72 2% 110 3 ik i o 2 9L 4
MELZL 5 i 1 BHL %€ 0T, MR ) B 2 25 BHAS UK 2 T
FI A B K vt 5 OSNs #5fi, B0 AMRSE T2
i, A AE ST T ORGSR 4R R (magnetic
resonance imaging, MRI) X T 20 24 W5i 2 2 14
BB (ST LR RER . 1~13 d; IR
FEJemfla] . 5.3 .d) 120 44 4F 4 DT L ) i B A 21
PR, S5 & 20 44 DR 2% (1 SR e
HAT 19 NGB R 5 2B ZE, i T A X B 4 Y
MRZLIA TE H Y B AE 23 44 YL MAE i 2 1~4
MHZ G, HAE 17 A s 28 5L gy 52
HAERN I, IR, KR
LA ML GE B A AN PR Rf S 2E 2, (HRAEPR 2524
Bl b MRS G PP ZE B, XA RESE T
SARS-CoV-2 i it S WAL, DI B R AR
2N, R/ BMEE E R YIRS, H ACE2 %
A WL I 7 i R GA L FE DT I B R Y SR Gk =
B
222 MR RS

a. R ARG FIBE T

SRR )RR FIBET AT RE 2 AR e R
YD MRS £F T 2 2 i R TRORN WRLE £F B B IR
(deciliation) Z&f5 5%, M EZ0E OSNs Y HIHE

(1) PR ksl o MR B v i SRR A
B Fi 200 G FIT 3+ 90 118) 788 Y% WL 52 1) 6 L o 2 P 4
Fo 1o, WURZEEE AT DA R AR ED R R T
SR TS LS NI | ) QR 1N R RS SR T =
A AKKET . R T . K. BrsEmiE T E A
& FHIRCER PG oG o A IR T R S, AR
RCR A S RE 7 Jf H—Se gk
SR AR 2550 OSNs YT REFIFEAE % (AR
(R e, MR B2 %) SR 200 i R ML R 40 B T 0 I B
W, i SARS-CoV-2 2 A ML4E £ 48 (1 = 5 4
SO TIRSE R X PR S A K f #R3K SARS-CoV-2
B #F A #5 1 (viral entry proteins) . ACE2 #l
TMPRSS2 (B 1b) . S a5 SZ 4740 i R A 4 i 1)

TG 5 S B0 T R A LA S AR AL, BEAS
TR, IO TR | R (R SR
SRNAR R AT B A oY 3R IR S R R 1Y
R AT S b X AT e B A R Ak
ST AR S R B E DI RE I ZAL 2 oY

(2) MUefEREReE R, K\ 4
KAE OSNs Y i, ENFERER AL — A ES
(R RARZEAE) , XSV A R A AR LT A T W ISR
M. f T OSNs IR 25 (knob) = & B YAZHE
K B AR ', HIMIEL B IE R T6E,
o 2 S ARE AT T LR 40 R 2 W 3 o )2 R T
(I R 26 BN R o SCRP A MR LIS 208 o A 2
Wiz 1K 1 (glucose transporters 1, GLUTI) i A
AR, 7E T o GLUTS3 43 30 48 24 4 21 26 Wi
rh e E T RS I R B2 AL A 1Y) ok AR AR 4
WL RE R, 2 GLUT 23 S B3R h i pi
R P PR AR RUSE A S A8 S 32 BN . SRR
MU 20, X —RE R LA PR, K ARERE>
A BRI . A ISR Sk F T E
WAL, XY SARS-CoV-2 £ BRI 17 32 F540
Ji #E AT B4 B RNA U ¥ 43 A (single-cell RNA
sequencing analyses) A& B, %505 iz {4 i) 3 A
e RIE FIE (downregulated) [FERZ— 7,
WA, e dn i R R R I8 M ACE2 2 ' & -1l
BBk R - [E B R 4 (renin-angiotensin-
aldosterone system, RAAS) FJ—#E45r, RAAS A
FME ARG (peptidases) tH45 5 3|8 F//K P
RV R A A T e IR, BRGEE SR R
XF SCHF AL T SR RE B AU AROHE, Dy SARS-CoV-2 3
L AR E 1A

(3) MURELF BN, Pt bR, ZHriE
WP MERE R WOIRRT, OSNs HHAR LB R, W3
eI K AR A (degeneration) , Jf-2k Z4F
B XU B SR e A1 OSNs 2 B A7 AE —Ff Ry
BB M FIAERHE S, PRSI IA] 0 4 2R
o TESHYIRERIT . SARS-CoV-2 JEYLFIFES| %
WL LF BRI IR 7, X5 20k R ) S 3 L
BRI IR A R AR W) 1 7 IEAh, SARS-CoV-2
o3 BT B ) SC B FL SR K F- Foxjl  (forkhead
box J1) 7EOSNs R TIH ' o FLEIRM
VAT PSR Y, SRR R A B
FEROEE A4 Y, SCRRANAE TSRS BRI E
iR T B 25 B B U AT RE R MR B A Y e rh — >
JE A

%1 [64]
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b. YL B G F

JERYLF X SARS-CoV-2 1 G )W T e 80 T
15 FILGE AT, AHEE E A AR FHA S 550+
(A3 PR 8 T IR RN GR35 9 E S o

(1) WL5ESZ AR R AAE 5 70 F I B R 3Rk T
Jalo FEMRL b R v — B4 i R FoKE 3 m (e an
P& (interferon, IFN) ) <& OSNs HT IR 5% 5%
RRgFRIR O FE/NER L NS PR DT A7 A4
K, HAZ: 50555 S o0 SRR o gl T R
PRI (EP ¥ P NE- 3 12 N L 5 YNBSS ESS PN
B, TR AR B R T 7 2 (B AN A7 22
SO0 BRI g — ORI RLE A2 AR AR S 1AE S
BRFE BRI ILEF 3 (adenylate cyclase 3, ADCY3) )
TG 2 — BB 3R B 3k L8455 23 iy vs 2>
s U R R /s e [ B

TR AR PN 240 B PR P SR D LA S R B R i A2 A
AR DG 240 B DXL B0 B P BIF SR 25 21 1 R 24K
WFsE A T % 2 SARS-CoV-2 YL, MR 1 fz 41 fifg
HAB TFNs K8 i - 70 B T IFNs, i1 F A
% -6 (interleukin-6, IL-6) VL X 8 L6 A T o
(tumor necrosis factor o, TNF-a) tHhA[HES 5 T M8
WA, (AR EIITE R R LA E AL
PFFAEAHS

MR, SARS-CoV-2 J& L% OSNs P4 % [
FRIRAT ZWIRE . X EARE ] HE T8 TR &
A 7% F OSNs AR 1k 1,

(2) B 20 i P 48 E 0 MR K2 A O
SARS-CoV-2 X &5 Ji P4 240 it ) R G il 5 kS 1 4
PEAN BT IR 7 (920 (infiltration), AT S E00R
R RAME  (desquamation) , | 7 41 Jifd #% 4K i
RN (lumen) . XLEEYNNE, MHEH5 OSNs, K
WAy R AR T T L R AR B AT FAE T
EUUELGE A, T 20 A A P AR Sl R RRE (1Y
Wi (o)

223 HRKAS

MREK R R A 22 IR B Th B AR AL, BT
SRS T A, FEA WL B R 1) e A A sk
PRFRE B LT IE R X B ™), HAA o B3 1 i
BREB G (. 4R ™, BE K
AR ) BEESRE . BT EE RNA F
10T ARG 00 % 30 o £ ) ML v A A s i SR
e el H AR RSP Z A F] CD148  (RAEAR &
V) FUREEPUIR Y WRSE A DR R ER (1)
SERPEAR AL TR L RE XTI b 7 SRR RN T4

LB ', SARS-CoV-2 il [- ¢ 4 it ol K ek
W, ML ety 7, dE iR BORER
FERTFRIBRIE 0 1 T 40 I R 453405 f A5 L iz 41
M TCHE IR H P, DT g T LA S MR 9 5214
SERAEAL

SARS-CoV-2 1, AT HE 5 i ki P H:Ath 55 W5LvE Dy fig
HIRIEERE o BRI B A 1 R A v R L
SARS-CoV-2 & T ARMRER, BRIy T = X phZsy
FIERE G ph 26 X 7, T A28 B A/ R
S5 i 78 SARS-CoV-2 BE % 8% e A /)N BN 21
218 S ARIIE ST B B ek B A0 R AR AR
Wb RS B N Y BERSUR T AZ IR
WAL, S EIRADE, HSUE AT fE & SARS-
CoV-2 SR a1y i Z —. SARS-CoV-2 5%
M) X e 28 R 8 ) BRI AR L A i . AT
5% % N H SARS-CoV-2 1] 1 43 1o 5 1 i 5t
(blood-brain-barrier) 1 i & 4 ML 4 N )% 40 i
(brain capillary endothelial-like cells) ik A9 ACE2
ZRGE A M AR RS (K 1b) ™, WAaEDF
FEH NN SARS-CoV-2 Afz ik pfi 2 2 Ge iy pL il b
M EHEI 1 (neuropilin-1, NRP-1), #figef
BEA 1RSSR, Y0058 5 E 8 furin
o TMPRSS2 24 i i G M 4F B A 1,
R R E AR IR B AR 1 1 P B2 AR - f
211
23 AEASHMER

H COVID-19 }& & LK, SARS-CoV-2 A Wi7r
5, MIEVIRYJEERBERR . Alpha, Delta 2| 40448k
] IZ AT R Omicron, A [R]FERE 20 b B i 19 &
ARLEEAE R RINZES ORISR MRS 2% 0
&) 4460, Menni 4 7 F 2021 4F- 11 2 2022 4F-4]
L F LA U I 7 IR 5 I EIR , Delta 78k
TR 5| e 1) WG B A 1) & A SRR ME Ry 52.7%, T
Omicron EEFRIER YL 5| & 1 MRS B g 1) A5 Ay
16.7%; Cardoso &5 o) M4k [P0 IR AT 2R I A5
B, BT ARG MRS, WA BRI
YUJ MU RS K AR I LR g R R IR A
YL I 51 & B LB A A0 R A R B i, R 52.6%,
Delta #HRIKZ, 4 42.1%, Gamma #AkH 27.5%,
Omicron FE iR 5 L MR B g (4 & A 3R AR 5.8% .
g KB RN B AR 1) e A LR AL SARS-Co V-2 7
RIGAE ST 8l , 2020 4F W HEA T IO oE & B, IR
B BVEE LTI & A R 7.6% F18.3% Y, Rkt
AR TR 2020 4F Y BIF ST 4R 2 09 FE 253501 26.4%
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F13.6% 1, T A FE AR AE 2020 4F AR 5 2023 45
PIEATHIBESE R o028 0 T 45.5% F118.6% 0 75
A7 DR B R INFEAR IS i L B AR
TGN R EE R B A TR AT A e B, H R A WU
BREA A LR R AN 3 25 5, (HER
YRGS B LB [ A R R P 2 B ) B i 7

SR UL, LT RGGEERE (D614), 4[] —
fit 5 E 9k Alpha 1 Delta B0k (G614) JBRYLRT, M
Wi A7 AVIE IR Y R TR R R
D614G ZEAS P I 1 IR YL UL - Bz 1) S 5 248 i A1
MLHRARMIIRE ST, RIS [R) B R AR S S A At P 1Y)
BRI ZE S 1, R D614 2Rk & - BUf
SRR iE , RISEE IR, PR AR &R
2= ™ XN RE BN M A YL R AR AT, IR
W A 10 & AR AR (£910%) ™ G614 A5 Fi
B D614G 4%, Bl Mz m) =R, Biik
T BT, 35 v A 2R 2 e A i P AR (AR T A
A5 b J L A B 0, PR MR B A R AR R A X
B Y

[FIFEAE S Go14 ZZ FHEERR , Omicron 7k 21
it BT (LGRS ) 9 & A 340 LT[R
) G614 A5 5+ (Alpha Fll Delta # ¥k ) Bl °F
fI% 5", Omicron 5 #k B 7K M 5%, 76 VR
(R T RETEAIG, AR i 2] S A M o 2 3
Al eAh, B RIR Y furin 2R EERL (furin
cleavage) %4 T E(H TMPRSS2 41 5 19 3 i i
Eh4 (surface membrane fusion) />, Omicron 7F
735 TMPRSS2 (141 i A (8 2 ARCREAG, B 1)
SRR 005 O S I 7 Uy e S 2l [ G S IR N e
(endosomal pathway) " *2' | 37 3¢ 4f] jfg XF 3 Ff )7
K AREA TR, TR B 05
W H (interferon-indued transmembrane, IFITM)
ATDARH RS 2 S A M A . (12 5045 T D614
JR A FERR . G614 Alpha/Delta F11 G614 Omicron /& 4%
MR B SRRy =

3 “KRiE” BENFEMRERERS

31 RITERK

CRBrt” — B B SARS-CoV-2 J& I SE IR
Rt 31 7, —I T [ 3RS T
7R 90% AY H AR YE SARS-CoV-2 )5 90 d PN IR
WA, ABATSAT 5% 0 3 PR e AR S AT A AR R 2
MEL o ol R B B o R R Y DR R L AR AR
PESIFSALEE 04 IR A N4 ] 7E COVID-19

1R A M el R R AR B IS AR R AR R PR IR R
Az 1951 A, Boscolo-Rizzo %5 P &3, F R4S
ME MM L RAN, fTERE e MHE, 11244
A IEE R E T, HAT 41% M E AR
A7 R 2 MRS TR 0 56 r R3S T 8 R
3.2 #El

KTt 2 MR S v R A A BT & 24 1
ISR, SR H AR CKAE” AR
WELE AL ol R SETE R A D, AT AR 22t
TRAFIAIE, BRI, SARS-CoV-2 A] fig i i &
15 EARPARAE O (AUHEIE A FHALED FEEA
R1E EA00 (408 A FPEPLED PR s s
RGN XAy 2 (B T REAFAE R A%
AR EAEH

A WFFEIEE S 4 SARS-CoV-2 1] LLiE 75 & 18
PR JRAE J2 0 A1 1 OSNs A 3451475, SARS-CoV-2
X b 7 (AR BT SORE I, FEIe 3 P AR
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Fig. 2 Infection mechanisms and results of different SARS—-CoV-2 variants
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Inflammatory obstruction of the olfactory cleft
Death of supporting cells & host immune responses
in the olfactory epithelium
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Abstract Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) is a global pandemic caused by the severe acute respiratory
syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2). Since olfactory dysfunction is the main neurological symptom of
COVID-19, it is important to examine the prevalence, underlying mechanisms, and recovery trajectories of
COVID-19-related olfactory dysfunction for the promotion of public health. Reported prevalence rates of COVID-
19-related olfactory dysfunction vary widely across studies due to differences in the assessment of olfactory
function, demographic background, and the predominant SARS-CoV-2 strains around the time of data collection.

Specifically, different SARS-CoV-2 strains differ in the stability of spike glycoproteins and the host-cell infection
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pathways and thus efficacy in infecting the olfactory epithelium. In general, SARS-CoV-2 has been shown to
cause inflammatory obstruction of the olfactory cleft, death of supporting cells, and host immune responses in the
olfactory epithelium. Whether and how it invades into the central olfactory system remain controversial. Some
individuals with “long COVID” suffer from chronic olfactory loss. The pathological mechanisms likely involve
persistent inflammation in the olfactory epithelium and disruption of its regeneration triggered by SARS-CoV-2
infection. Based on the olfactory vector hypothesis, SARS-CoV-2 may affect central nervous system function by
way of the olfactory system and could potentially induce neurodegeneration in the long term. Available
interventions for managing olfactory dysfunction from SARS-CoV-2 infection include olfactory training and

pharmacotherapy.

Key words COVID-19, olfactory dysfunction, SARS-CoV-2, SARS-CoV-2 variants, long COVID, olfactory
training
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