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Research progress on olfactory dysfunction in Alzheimer’s disease
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Abstract: Olfactory dysfunction is a common symptom in patients with Alzheimer’s disease (AD), and occurs
before cognitive impairment. The severity of the neuropathological changes in olfactory system was closely related
to AD progression. Therefore, olfactory dysfunctions might be potential biomarkers for early diagnosis and
evaluation of AD progression. In the past decade, researches on patients with AD and transgenic AD models have
found that olfactory system might be the earliest brain areas where neurodegenerative changes arise. Furthermore,
the neuropathological changes show a tendency to spread from peripheral to the central parts of the olfactory
system, that is, start from the olfactory epithelium, olfactory bulb, then to olfactory cortices such as piriform cortex,
entorhinal cortex, and finally spread to hippocampus and neocortex. Moreover, the spatial and temporal patterns of
the neuropathological changes in AD were closely related to the olfactory impairments, the changes of neural
pathway and neurotransmitters. In this paper, we summarized the results on these aspects.

Key words: Alzheimer’s disease; olfactory dysfunction; cognitive impairment; early diagnosis; temporal and spatial

patterns

B[R HEBRI (Alzheimer’s disease, AD) & JEAHIK, 60 % DL L AFEBEFE R I AE 4~5 R HR
W IRATPEBRR 2 —. AD AR R ST W1 5. BESRADRZRMN, AD FIRW %

Wi BEHEA: 2013-11-01; fEEIHHR: 2013-12-16

EEWH: ExARBFAIESE ATHH91132307/H09); 5K HAR AT EWiH (31171061/C090208);  H [E Rl
W s 2 SRR E TI(XDB02050500)

*@{S1EZ: E-mail: fugiang.xu@wipm.ac.cn; Tel: 027-87197091



oyl X1

T S PR B L R A I T 733

P EFF, At 3 2030 4, AD BEHEKIA
F] 6500 75 No AD FZERI AT, A
mAmEEnEeg . A IR TT TER R R A R
HEERE R A REIA &, S EE FKEMIE &
WOk TULEM A, Hik, Fi2 B R G S
M E K, F{E 1987 4, Rezek™ whilid T #FE AD
BEHEAEAE SRR DI T RERERS o Rl KRR AS K R B
TR, B D RERREAG 3 5 K R ic A2 1
B 15 19 23.1%, 177 L0 D e R 3 ACH 0.8% K
JE RACAZ MERE RS P T3 I AR AN B S 56 T 7T AR
KO, AD FHARIA] kARG ThRE S, HBLTE A
AT RekEG 2wy, i H T D e R AS AR R B
RN . DRIk, BT B P RS AT DAV N S
Wr AN T AD s FE it e 0 B R bR, R RE RN
A HIREIT AD PR R . AR SCHE SRR R R
LA I REAE AD KA K& ik #2 Hh A8 4k 1) e it
FuidkiE, VAN AD R BRI OE B

1 IR5 RGN IR

MELE o NANBN ) ERAR B B2 SR F IR o ok
FHREW. RRFEZE. SRS A ARSI
— A, FTLAAERR IR B AR A BT B T R RS
DR To WELHE ZR G0 R — AN AR R A SR 2R
Gt, &5 KIERRBEHERERE RS, 2ME—A
223 Fo ik ot LI B R IR E R 48, 2
b0 P9 ME— RSP AR R AR K R R G i 1
JiR, WS R SRR B - MR B (olfactory
epithelium), PREK (olfactory bulb). MR JZ (olfactory
cortex) &, WA b R AE S, I BRI GE R 42 T

A ‘-I—'P olfactory sensory
v neuron (OSN)

anterior olfactory
nucleus (AON)

— ﬁm@mn°
o\
Q L X5

tubercle

(olfactory sensory neuron) 5 255 W1 (15 i AL 224
B, B SN 2RSS, BOE S AE
RS, IR ETIERALR 7, XL
MRL IR B A 22 70 7 AR IR B R T il R AR 3 B R R
G — AL FR A —— R . Bk R A T ]
PAG3 A 2 TO R TR (AR 2 T0 . e SR A T
40,35 154 18 40 Jfd. (mitral cell) F1AMCHR 40 i (tufted cell),
PR TR AR 25 50 2 B 5 BR 52 40 it (periglomerular cell),
WKL 4 MY (granule cell) 1 %5 %l 2¢ 40 fifd (short axon
cell) 5. f4ME / MR A0 LI035 5 52 2] B3R LAY
R A2 TO IR TR . IR R B ML B R R N
B BB AR E, AFEHTRAZ (anterior olfactory
nucleus). 4595 (olfactory tubercle) ZLIR 7 JZ (piriform
cortex). MM Y JZ (entorhinal cortex) 5. [ 1 Xt
WL 21X, MRERIE AT DA SR 31— 28 545 25 A 12 A
KIAGX, 4= 4% (amygdala) F1¥#F 5 (hippocampus)
o MbAh, MRBRGE N E R B X B O A 4
(centrifugal fiber) () F 47 #5f. iX 28 R 47 #5467 LA
SRR, —RRFERIET R R A =g H X
S A St (feedback projection), HIHTIRAZ « IR 72 2
J% 5 #5 1~ # (cortical amygdaloid nucleus) 45, iX 4t
TATHS S5 T WU S S R AR B 2k
& L Z BEREAR (acetyl choline, ACh). % HI' LR &
(norepinephrine, NE). 5- }2 & fi% (serotonin, 5-HT) 45
R, ok B R A % K3 (horizontal limb
of diagonal band, HDB). ¥ Bf#% (locus coeruleus, LC).
H 4% 75 #% (dorsal raphe nucleus, DR) 25 i [X. ) 1 il %
t (modulatory projection), X &8 iy [X R 5 X S )
JRENTEAN 5 2 ez T
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2 ADHEXHIIRTEHEKIT AN

T AT R BRI, AD B e RN A D Re
R fis < Hi L2 R I HH W B () WS D BE i, 1Ty LA
i DI Be B AG ()RR FE 5 53 1) E R o< . AD FH R )
NS5 Ty e B A m DA T A I AR BRI 1 A
AMANRHC IS ke . X AD B fIEF
X RE AT W 9E A B, AR 3l D e AT LA SN PR AR
AD = HFE R R s O AD B R
PURRAR ARG, 3% 3 B S2 IR R R BRI 5
Wel, 77 21 AD B A 32 2252 BN H D) R A PR Y
SO o ARSRIG SR UK I, APP/PST /N AR5 -
W1 (3 OH W) BRI T AR B B T s T AE
Morris 7K 3K 5 246 1, 9~10 H # ) APP/PS1 /] i
A F B B2 )48 12 Th g A9 1. Donald
Wilson SZ56 = W K B, Tg2576 /N R R H 5 4F 1%
AH IR B D RE RS, IX LERE e T BE PR A AL FE « <
MRS HE J1. RIS B A e D R SR, WIAE
3~4 ISR I AE SRS X I SEG 78 AR 01 AR
K, SIBULREJIBRIS, dETMIE 6~7 H SIS R I H <
WRFE A A T B2 U DL Sh A SR AT 1 45 RAIE
52, AD PR /)N B R 1) e B A B 2 BT AN
DIReREtG () B, thAh, LG T BE AR el A8 wl RA SR
AD IR REKTUG, W R %D 6e S 2
FE5 AD i BROCE KT, BLRBE JE R AR AD Hi 9K
DR (0 UG 5 1Yo A 5 R T B A A T
AEFEAS (mild cognitive impairment, MCI) 23 1% )5
EHER RGP U X AD B AR TE
SRR I IR 2 NBAT LS KL, LG AD FLH
BFLE N, LWL Th RS RS S5 A KPR 5% 1
FA NI R, 4 7 Tg2576 /N BAE 58 B 7
HEAICAZ AN WG I i SRAE S5 I, 2SR AR SR 39
B 22 Fhey, HIR G TAE L IZ80 H BLREAS, ThiX—
SRS BLI Tg2576 /)y BRAH 24 T4 FE A A D g B g 1)
BE U DL RERM, L AD B iEE AD
TR, WL Ty e S WL o A G 5 2] e A7 g 7
PR B kA, BTN DI RERREAS I L, T
RN AD FHZ W K3
3 ADHXHIRTE RG MR KL

AD R O 28 I BOLE (9 ph 22 70 R0 R i 25
%, BEAERIE R, PR oA il R IR T £
HET 5| DA L) ph 284 NN 28 2 D) Re B, 18
RE R SY (disconnection)!' . A, I JLAE X R

WRGANEE K MRS AD RAEREZHKZRT
W2 2 1 . T1ANBUER 1S 95 1 3 4R UER BT 7T
R, AD BT /)N B IR 00 28 98 48 55 - 9Tl H I
i 3B B R I AR LT AD R B AR (1 B Y
WAL R I, 76 AD J 3 5028 H I 2 ATl W 4% 21 IR
AN G U R A ok g R E Y, RMEAE
REA B, ghah, AD BHEPREL A &5 A
W 2% Z5 K AN Dl e e o, A I A2 4G 98 (long-term
potentiation, LTP). Z ALK FE 1% (long-term depre-
ssion, LTD). B AICA Z i i 21220 SO maL R () 58
fl A 3ot 3l %6 B L 7 RIMELER ) £ g 2 924 s gl
BTN, AD HRHRE RN T 7R RS A
T K () 25 R A D) e S

S AD FH S BE AR SR R 50 R G A 42
EHIHLHEA 2GR, HEKWHRZ, R
A OGP 2 38 5 E AD B IRk 0% B PP Donald
Wilson 52546 % R I, 3~4 H# Tg2576 /N il HH B0
WEBRAIAZLIR 7 JZ B K JR 383 #A07 (local field potentials,
LFP) J5) 5, FERIY B My BRI Re B e,
T S I VA 5 Jmy 350 3 F A7 - AR 1) 1 5 B A R L
152 5 B, ARSI 5 e BRI W 0 B AR Y
12 1% APP/PST /INE EWLEE R, B R FI AR ¥
RS T IRER R E 7 AL B ATUBE D fie 5 0 05 T ko e
B, xsegE BROR, AD BOAIShTE B B
T3 B AR 2 R A L2 I H R b 230 AH S i
X FIDhReTE B 8, M HIX G s 7 — B Rrs 3|
I BH IR O R 2 S . T R R A ) RE R
(functional magnetic resonance image, fMRI) & Hi, H
1 AD BE R CA AR K ERE S &AL, X
— X 5 AR R DA OC BT s 4T R AD
SRS, H A GRS (blood
oxygen level-dependent, BOLD) 15 5 Lt IE & X & Jik
55 P AWML, 5y AD R EE RS &
FACFABEL G FAFAH S AL (event-related potentials,
ERP) ", T i AD % KUK Z 4E A (ApoE ed+) 1
Do S A A O HL A U AT B AR T S TR R R I L
AN B, X g LR, AD B HEREBEN
AD B FCA I 1 W50 2 T B D) BE 7

AL, WFFRIE R I AD 2 H AD #Eh 1))
o IR 8 X 4 T B R o K i R R ROCIR A TR
AD FBE AT TR I, F R0~ 3K 1] K1 — U]
K = BRA [F] 5 )2 18] EEG 175 1) 14 [F) 25 14 40 0 35 %
0 B2, T X R B J2 T 1 3 i I R ek 35 1R T A 5
e AD B HBLA KIS e BerG i R R 2 — B # R
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A MRIWFFL KB, AD i A5G L3 AH 58 R G 7
DAY P 788 000 A i - BR 1] £ T g 0 ek 55 BT #E AD
R B E A SRR T IS A DG X [A] R D g
R, EARMARFBCRE T, 67 Hig
Tg2576 /5 B [7] — (] L ER A1 RLIR 57 2 2 18] Ja 38 3%
Az B Ay ABE S A 0 R A ieds B ARt
R, 12 F# APP/PST /)N 9 M ML ER 55 3537
AL B ATEBE B () TR 25 1 A B A %o AR 70 TR AL
R TNRERASE AD RSO L, Iz 7E AD &
HRBER FEOREER T CRER” R, R
NELBEFH DG R G0 ) e I B AR A0 A AT REAE S 5112
AD FUHWrm FE e R (48 A -

4 ADHEXHINRTE R G mRIEAAL S

AD (1) i 7Y o5 B 50RO G N B- VE R A AR
1 (amyloid B, AB) ¢ & U #RJE Jl 1) 22 4F B (senile
plaques, SP) 1 tau £ [ ot FE o 8 A0 T P i 42 5 4F
Yt 9 45 (neurofibrillary tangles, NFTs), Jf £ f# £
TCAVR Al 5 2k TR, AD AH G B0 2 2 2
AT WL Z G A AT R X ek, RO AR bz . iR
BR. WL (olfactory tract) AN K7 2S5 AH M X, X
G X 45 2 5 0SR20 o AR
45 - MR, WRAROMING K7 2 I Lewy f&. Lewy i
L RAILIZE RS, MR BZ 2 224 B SR A A
WP SR AT e i s 5 B RUS B AR BRI 22 R 41 Yk
SEPE IR A I, HAE AD B3 v H I A
R P, T R B I R 2 B
R W RS IR, LK A2 b FE L
5 SRR D DX 5 BRSO3 3 R, ML 2R 3 B A
A EEFEE S AD it EA K.

AHEFUAE AD B KL, AD ) 3 AR i
RORAE T W Z, k&8 e 20 5 K8
JZ W, AD BRIt RIS, 10 Cassano
S WURIL, AE AD B 5L A AL S ) 1 LBk s
MEER) AB A tau G y% e 57 BH L0 AR, T EBLR K2
DAY L7 o AR e 0 A0 5 381 BH A s S 4 B . SR T AR
FUEE R ORI, AD BB B R ERESA AR AT MR AL,
117 LA 22 5L 2 A4 40 5 A ML R AN RO HE SR N ] 5 A
LR = —FE AL, FERMLER AN R AT e 2 AD iBAT 1
AR FE R A L B X 2 — B R eI
ARG — WA ——MRERTE AD KA K A 1) 3 BE
BT RAR — 3, (HRT DL 2, 2 &R
)™ ) B SR R AR R I X, MR D>
TR SR R G Z RN IX . il B 7T &

W, T AD EE L2 AD ZiBi AL, AD K
(0 P S A e LR AR AE R R GE, U H WU R 45
(R AM A &R 7, tn AD 38 7E1R B (Braak 0 51 4% )
MO H IR ERAZ T, T R 2 )52 B0 R AEAE B
=5 2% I 1 Braak 4y 2% B 3% " Donald Wilson 52 6
HAE Tg2576 /N BRI, 3~4 LI AP st A
BRUTAR, X EE AR 78 H AN X an LR 52 = w2
(prefrontal cortex). PR 2 A2 LA (16
FHH . ARS8 ST TE APP/PST BRI BRI
RS R I, BAMAEEIER AP 5L IR BE F 6§ 3
KREWH B2, 1 H MR I EHE (1~2 A
W), REZRWEK (3~4 J¥%), 4k B
FUR 2 LR JZ A S X (6~7 A i),
it b, Chuah MI S5 5 K I, 1518 APP/PST e 5t
ERL /0N B R IL = Bz AT DSl 2 920 [ ) P sk R SOU A g
AR 2R YRR W, DL EWF R #R ], AD
KIPIUEL DT F2 2093 B SO 1 e A R J A A JE T A
BRI

AR, WG AH G R G TEA DU WA 2 ik
18, tnfE AD B35 A1 AD B 3L R R/ 57 #0 & 30
MRLJEK i i 28 T il IR R S E 5 i B ST LR B S e
A BRI MRI WU R I, 1 AD i3 mLER A
MELSR R PR R S 208 T A IE R R B, AD B
R T B 0T T IR (1) 4 i 0 R i A i ) B
FHIR], {H AD H & A WLAZ A0 4 o0 1 # B o
Pk B A

KRS R, W RS AT REE AD IBAT
PR AR GG R EBAL, T HAFAE AN 1) HR XS H )
s, BV AR 1 e R AR T Wt R S8 A A0 a4y (R
R MLEREE), ANEREEMZE (AT, R
WEES), BRARXERE. UER% (HS) ¥
B 3T R AOH R E X teAh, AD g EE 2O 13X
PRIk 2 A A AR AR FE 5 WA AT A RRAG . WL
RGN IR AR YR

5 ADHEXHIMRTE R GRS L E

AD AR IR R 5E 58 48 B RE R A 5 4 22368 5 11
HAZA K. AD BF G Z LMBEBA % S ERER
SR e b, CBEIRBRE SSRGS Sl
fehE EEAER], DUBEBRE 25 (W0 R BT SE )
AT GEAR S 2 e . AD BB TE R
W ZERI M Oz kRS, BEERRENTERE, K
G2 B IS, XeThES AD B I BR Tk
= JIELWBL e 52 1k A0 LB 2 Bk e B i A Ok B kAL,



736 AR

6%

Tg2576 /> B 53 s 22 30 L0 o AH O 1e A2 B ais,  IF
TE W BERZ R BB AT MR A BY, SR LW R ERK
TR AT e S AD B F R EA L. 258
Jt% (dopamine, DA) 72 7 —Fl 5 AD AH 5 I #2358 )51
i A 2 EL IR KT s e Dy e, U 22 B i i i Ak
e = (/N BRI SR RS B2, AD R IR
Bl 22 LUl REBR 55 41 M 4 1E 7 xR 22 B, 2k
A B B Al — — % 2 R F2 AL I (tyrosine hydroxylase,
TH) &0 % B bR T 0L RRBILY, B H
fih 5 PR Th B8 AH O AP 4238 L 7E AD 3 R AR
A, WA R B, AR 5- BRI A KA R
AR PRI RE 71 B, T S- FR BB s A R H 2 4k
SEAE AD FUARE R AE T o B DL T

LB, AD KBRS 5 Gt V) RE R i 5 e 2208 T 0
ARBEIAE G, I I 0] K LA DG A 22 368 o g AT e M 4
ALK AD B F2 Ra S A AR .

6 R

g5 BRTIR, H AR AD AH OGN B R G0 AR K
ROZHAG T —Ledtfg . ZREHFRR, R Rg
T REZ AD i IR RGEZ —, TR RS
(KIAhJE R 73 AT e AD e R KA 2 —, 1Xik
TR AR GE AR S D REGR K« W5 28 S8 4 22 18 1%
AR I BRI 25 S0 R R B 5 B A R ) —
W98 75 45 0] LA SR 4B 7R AD MR R SIS A1)
REMIEA, WERh i MR ER AR . A
HAH R ARIE G HR 1 R W Ao 2000 B 1 e 2 20 M v
BHIRE ], I REN I Bl A 5 5 i 15 e 20 1 2% v 4%
FERURFIE, AT DAH T SR GE bR 1 PP 4 30 6 10 25 1 s
it CABHTORX — BRI R 4/ i fh a4
% (bR ag B, ) A S 56 3 0 3 LR F R R
SR 42 AR SRR AT 1) () 4o 2 B R R AT T OB R
FIHIX — R TT DAAE %5 AD B B RIS MR 1 fre
7 HIRBE R Gt R AT A G A 22 S I ) T3, 5 At
RS REE &, A B AD SIS 1)
AL X2 S X 45 . Beah, A E R AR T g
S MRI, AT B JE9 58 iR ZR AR 55 (AR e A 1 R
i A RN D REREAT TCQIVERIE 7T, B4 i [X 2 1) (1)
DhREERSS . MHIZITVE O & R IR NIRRT &
BRI 25 Th Re e Bt IR 0 s e FEANIH) 4
I BL AD Bk R B AR R 1 I H RLBE AR SC A 22 I 2%
HIhRERTIE R 57 H AN IX, AT LIS 2 AD RAER
JEPITIL R X, -t R] BE RN F 2 I AD AREAfr
I 15 2t FRE IR BBURR T o
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