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WE OPIEIRE EE Y (coronavirus disease 2019, COVID-19), FRIFR “Hied”, J& ™ A MERF IR & AR 55 2
(severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-CoV-2) 5| & 4EREATIEYG . X F 058 e fig e = R 2 eIk,
HIBfAE DG TRATEUIR . HLEI AR R X HR E A LR R R B, SRR A 103 AR DS U B AR 1 R A fr 22 5%, ST TR
NBELL AR SRR 3R A G, Hor, OR[R] 75 bk 22 [R] ML e 4 2 A= 36 1 22 57 A BB IR T R 28 L RR AT X A8 57t o 7
SMAIMRGE R SE, SARS-CoV-2 ER LI RMRBLIE . SCRFAHEAET - FIfe TSN, 15T SARS-CoV-2 AR K Y3847 L
TR TR “RKBE” BB TR REY . SARS-CoV-2 175 A M M 98 RE S AN IR 7 P A= A R R o e 1Y)

P BLEER . ARPRIRSEBEAN B, SARS-CoV-2 T REf 1 IRGE RGN FPAK I RETF e &8 R A BT IS . USEDIZh . 25955

7 18 AT I e AR L A R A

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

ERIRIR R (COVID-19), FHRiFR “Hr
i, Rl E AR ZE BRI EE 2 (severe
acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-
CoV-2) HIRMAIRMEIMATIN. KK ZHE,
IR R TIPNGE, Wl R0 mE R% . H
ARG, HHRGMNAERGS ., Hrp, Bedif
W UL RGUREAR, TR TR RAR AR
o o A SCAIRSE RGBS RERF AT, Hidl 1
e A L RSO A T BAR . AL AR ] Y 2
S, P KRR BE RSN AT A T
MR HLER A K AT AT B RRSE ZH BRI S FNA T J5 i
JEIF TR o T £5 A8 e AR SC MR R A A S
i, A SCnl LAY B 01 5% 2 B 4 i 4 A P SARS-
CoV-2 XA RGERPIN, I IS Earf L IRER R
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
B TR B kg (nasal septum) | iR AR AT &

DR RE2, BERRZES, KT, WsEilgR
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U B RS em® (RS 4% 2.5 em?) 7,
SR NSNS Y ORI i b A
3% 4H AL MSE SRR e A 28O0 (olfactory sensory
neurons, OSNs) . Z F¢ 4l il (supporting cells or
sustentacular cells) FIEE 40 MY (basal cells) . FH
e, BRI 4 M S A S PR oK P RIS 40 i
(horizontal basal cells) F1EKIE IEJE AL (globose
basal cells) . I &bk A 40 E 48 il (microvillar
cells) . 7AW (mucus) FYIRAR4NAE (Bowman
gland cells) 7ML 4 ff (3 25 WLoe Jie Jox 400
olfactory ensheathing cells) 5% '3, S FF40 T 717
95 OSNs (WA A FE il B OCEZ MM,
SRR AN 3z BB IR, OSNs 1Y I fig 5l 2 52 31| 44
P31 T AR A AN AN T DL Ao R A ik
ML R, 1=E OSNs R 5 AR AR50 41 &
(olfactory cilia) , X} OSNs#E £ EH, A

o FERLE BT AESS LHIBA (JCTD-2021-06) HlFF R4 B0 BEAT
N AT H  (E0CX412008) ¥EHY,
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IgA. IgM FlEESF Rim sk H, BAEEm
HRETIRE s

MLJTT (odorant) J2:4 AE WS MMM 28 R 48 ™= £
S (odor) BHIAMNAIIT = WAGOCL ST AL
DR S, 00T R R AT 200 L (N 2™ A T it —
B, MRFT 5 OSNs £ ik iy B3¢ 32 /& (olfactory
receptor) Z545 R AE ML IR . NI A
FE 1~2 T J7 /5 OSNs ', B> OSN B4 S
FeIk — L GEAZ AR 7 NI R A% 800 Z i
WAZRIE PR Y ORI, T
2 400 FP I R AR ESZ A S AN [R] AR TE R B
ZARIEH K ik B BEZEN Y, X FHARE
SR AR R MR 22 57 00 BR TR AZ
RAR G S, RTINS DE 327 1R 2 (] 9 ¢ R Ak
WA, — AT LI R A R N, —Fh
MELJBT Al AT LAJTR 252 4 10 ek, IRBT 2 i) 4
SN g T A s HAER, Rl —R k7
(AFTE ] RE 2GR Bl %l 28 T o) — R 3
TR Mo BRI, AN A A A2 Ak
AT L T R AR 1, E AR A T AT LA
HERI AR Z A 1 TR

()
i CHAE T
2 .:”A.« ‘ R B

MRS P BRI (sniff) HFA SR . 7E
MEL | DXCHR, ML 2 i ML 45 & 8 11 (odorant-
binding protein) iz fiy 2 OSNs # 58 i 1Y IR 58 £F E
b, H5mEsizk (KE28GEAMEZIK) MY
G, WA E S ARG S Y ZE B (E R
38 3k OSNs Fli 5 I I MR 22 4% 1, 2 sk TR Al
PEARN, F)IAEER (olfactory bulb) ', ZwALAH
[RS8 A7 AR BE PR R MR 22 25V SR AE — e, e B T
MR EK R A7 B B L /NER  (olfactory glomerulus )
ZH, BUNSRIECRE MR 22 RAECR, — B 3 000
#9000 Z 8], F¥25 5004~ " ME/NBRAY L
P25 0 S 84 E 40 B (mitral cells) AT AR 40 fif
(tufted cells), H:AHRIE MK (olfactory tract) ,
BB MR ZUIR K BT (piriform cortex) . A7 4%
(amygdala) , MAZ595 (olfactory tubercle) FIPA MR
Jit (entorhinal) 2§ i X, & FR K #) 9 R J7 Ji
(primary olfactory cortex) . MG ML K7 i1 )5
MaE A B B — 20 0 R B B BE B K R
(orbitofrontal cortex) . fixi & (insula) . F B ik
(hypothalamus) 17 &5 (hippocampus) 55) 72 X
I (K 1a),

HE 51 52 o
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Fig. 1 The human olfactory system and infection with SARS-CoV-2
Bl AR FRGS5SARS-CoV-2EE

(a) MLBTRERE I AN b XI5, 5 OSNsH ZER I I IRSE ZARZE G, MBI OSNs, M b =5 S 55 . Rk AMIE 2 A
OSNsHYANZE LA BIMUER R 08 WU INER , AR WLSE A5 BB 4 AR A IR AR IR, 3 OISR LR, e — b 45
B LT AT IR R R A — RPN SE A, ERRERIRARGE T, Z 5 I B BINERT Y B 45 2 X4, (b) SARS-CoV-27T it
b 5 SCRFANL . A0 LR JIE 20 0 23 Y ACE2 I TMPRSS 252 A48 G it ML - K bt 0, o Pl RS it MBS PN ki 6 200 1M 55 P B A M R ke 1y
ACE2 %37 A3 i Fh HX A9 #5145 . OSNs: MLGEJRGEMIZET0 (olfactory sensory neurons) ; ACE2: I3 Sk H ¥ #ui#2 (angiotensin-converting
enzyme 2); TMPRSS2: B[22 % fRE A2 (transmembrane serine protease 2). & A 24w H SCik [16-17],
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1.2 IR5EFERG

MR REAS (olfactory dysfunction) J&48 7K MR
(EFTIRYE  orthonasal olfaction) BRFE (& 50
Wi, retronasal olfaction) Hf[E] M4 Th HE i) Ve R B
i R R A R EEALFE PR E K (anosmia) |
W5t ) iR (hyposmia) . MEGEfE] %S (parosmia) FlI
%] M (phantosmia) , W M M 5t [ FR (odor
threshold) . M%7+ # (odor discrimination) FIMR
38 3R 51 (odor identification) 3 Fh AN [f] %) ML 3 BE
Jithe — ek, MR R T AR R R G R G
(peripheral olfactory system) , Tij H' J& WL 5i R 4
(central olfactory system) {5 LER K 2R 3 i
X o DM pz 380 ol (8 MLt 22 48 H AT — > X Sl
PR AT R B A (1 1) 2 {7 T
JZ 1% OSNs s ME— 5Pl B R MM &IT, 559
RN SN FAERS R R B A A s, g
TR PV AR RS 2 R 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, @O # (parainfluenza
virus) . & 5 B (thinovirus) Hl & IR K 75
(coronavirus) £ X ILGE R G875 2, ax 4l
TS | & I RE R A T2 B R b i FIRBE i 28
WP 2 R RN, 238 E OSNs
PR, HFA WS 2, &R T RE
o R R e NI 8 G AV O i
XIS, R R 245U OSNs 15 S AR, 1]
[ L B2 7 N AR AN S Al AN 1 o
COVID-19 &2k, SRIEYNTE . SR aESAH
I, SARS-CoV-2 5| & i WL 58 B LT 56 g 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 - Z5 1 MRUSE £ 1155 150 A X 1)
HAB TR EE . SARS-CoV-1 5% ¥ 5 H I E A
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
MELHE #2222 (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

O 1Y T B HA R e R Y AR W A R
(biomarker) Z— B2, SBESMFSTIE/R, EINFT)
AE TE Y B2 R 118 A r MLt D) B A it Tt/ A
R R ZRIRA T 0 AU, HLUE D AR R AT
DL Bl A 4 A RN 2 PR AT E b 2218 F 1k
PR, L [ B G122 R PEREALAE |
AL ERER ARG L BRI, 5 R0 AR
FETEOCHE P PR LSS B f (1) & AR AL, JF 4R E)
AFRE AR T R Ko S =

2 HEEENREERS

2.1 WITEIK

TEHIE L E G 2 SR T, SRR IL
HAZ B, WA RS R B i R AR 0 1R
W B E SARS-Co V-2 B Se ] | HLASER i oA
PR AR, TORERB A R — e R
WL IR B, IR R i, s Tl
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
AIHLRA 2R, 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 DI REVEAL (an [ FRAR ) o FEFE 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 S B A kA3 Y, &
R A EXIPAG T EL ARt L s AR Bt i 3
WEPEAR T 7 3 7 £ 5 WL [ i 1 e A 3l A2
FREEABE A D22 e . TR, &«
P Y RS D) e AL F- T 45 5 A2 BN B ek i s e s AR
WFZAEN, FRNEYLE & AU RREhS i)™ i
JERIF- T . T SARS-CoV-2 Y Ak — B 7%
AR S, WRUBE A Y R AR A B AR AL e BT
SRAERE S AT REPR AP St 2552 i BSR4 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 == 4 il A9 52 fA i
FEIKE LG 2 (angiotensin-converting enzyme 2,
ACE2) %54, it M e HIEE A TS 400, 17
H 5 i 22 & TR £5 (M B 2 (transmembrane serine
protease 2, TMPRSS2) ¥ 3| 2 bl &5 11 24 /%~y S1
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(ZREEA) VRS2 (BERG) WA 45 1
(domain) AEYLANiL (& 1b) ), i@ i i Pl gk
J77, SARS-CoV-2 it Afs FhNIG, WTEESEIA
MR ZLIERE LA SR |- 7 | MR i 452 MRt ol 25308 % )
B, IR A TS 2 4 i IR R
220 MHELRAE

WELE P 7 A T BSR40 T i Y SR
FIIRAE RS (olfactory cleft) JFf4% fih 2] 8 K
Uiig 1) OSNs BIF5T & I MELE 72 2% 110 3 ik i o 2 9L
MELZL 5 i 14 BHL %€ 0T, MR B 2 25 BHAS UK 2 T
FI 3K B K vt 5 OSNs #5fik, B0 AMRLSE T2
@, A AF ST T ORGSR 4R R (magnetic
resonance imaging, MRI) X T 20 44 Mg 2 2 14
BB (ST LR RIER . 1~13 d; FIMsE
FEJemtla] . 5.3 .d) 120 44 4F 4 DT ) i B A 21
PR, S5 & T 20 44 DRt 2% 1 JR e
WA 19 NGB R 5 2B ZE , i T A X HE 4 Y
MRZLIA TE H Y B AE 23 44 YL 3 Mg e 2 1~4
MNHZ G, HA A 17 A s 28 5 gy 2
HAERN I, IR, KR
LAY WL GE A NP Bf s 2E 2, (HRAEPR 524
Bl b RS GE PP ZE B, XATRESE T
SARS-CoV-2 i it KA WAL, DI B R AR
N, R/ BMEE E R YIRS, H ACE2 %
A MR I 7 i G i L FE DT I B R Y SR Gk =
B
222 MR RS

a. R ARG FIBE T

SRR R FIBET AT RE 2 AR e B
YD MRS £F B 2 2 i R RN WRLE £F B B IR
(deciliation) Z&f5 5, M52 OSNs Y HIHE

(1) PR ks o Wb B v i SRR AN
B F 200 0 FIT 43 90 118) 785 % WL 52 1) e L o 2 P 4
Fo 1o, WURZEEE AT LA AR E R IR T
SR PSS NI | N QR 1N R R SR T
A AKKET . T K. BrEmiE T E A
& TR PG oG o A IR SR S, AR
ORI S RE 7 JF H—Se g R F 7k
SR AR 2520 OSNs YT REFIFEAE % (AR
(R0, MR B %) S0 200 i R ML R 40 R B T 0 I B
W, B SARS-CoV-2 12 A ML4E £ 45 (1 3 5 40
SO TR R X P S A K f #R3K SARS-CoV-2
B #F A #5 1 (viral entry proteins) . ACE2 #l
TMPRSS2 (&l 1b) . Jia a5 SZ 440 e TR A 4 i 1)

TG 5 S B T R A LA S B AL, BEAS
TR, BSOS | R (R SR
SRNAR R S AT BRI oY 3R IR S R R 1)
R AT W R X R e P A R Ak
ST AR S R B E DI RE I ZAL 2 oY

(2) MUefERELReE R, K\ £4
KAE OSNs i, BN TFERER AL — A ES
(R RARZEAE) , XSV A A R0 AR LB R T I ISR
M. f1 T OSNs 25 (knob) = & B YA HE
KR B AL RE R ', HIMIES B IE R TG6eE,
o 2 S ARE AT T LR 40 e 2 W 3 o )2 R T
(I R 6 BN R D o SCRP AN MR BE IS 238 o i
Wiz 1K 1 (glucose transporters 1, GLUTI) i A
AR, 7E T o GLUTS3 43 30 48 24 40 21 26 Wi
rh e H T RS R B2 A A 1Y) ok AR AR 4
WU RE R, 4 GLUT 23 S B3 h b e
R P R AR RS A8 S 32 BIAAS . H SRR
M2, X —Re R LA PR, K ARERE>
A BRI, A ISR ke 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, %50 5 iz {4 i) 3 A
e R FIE (downregulated) [FER Z— 7,
WA, e dn i R R R A1 ACE2 2 ' 2 -1l
BBk R - [E B R 4 (renin-angiotensin-
aldosterone system, RAAS) FJ—#E45r, RAAS A
FME ARG (peptidases) 455 3| & F//K P
AR A A A TR e IR, BRGEE AR R
XF SCHF AL TSR HE RE B AU AT, Dy SARS-CoV-2 3
L AR E 1A

(3) MURELF BN, PR, ZHriE
WP SR MERE R WOIRRT, OSNs HHAR LB R, W3
eI K AR 4k (degeneration) , Jf-2k Z 4
B XU B SR M R OSNs 2 B A7 7E —Ff Ry
BB A P IAERHE S, PRSI [A] R 4 2R
o TESHYIFERIT . SARS-CoV-2 JEYLFIFES| %
WL LT BRI IR, X5 20k R I S 3 i e
BRI IR A R AR5 1 7 IEAh, SARS-CoV-2
o3 BT B ) G B FL SR Kl F- Foxjl  (forkhead
box J1) 7EOSNsHRILTIH ' o FLEIRM
VAT T PSR Y, SRR R A B
FEROEZ A4 Y, SCRRANAE TSRS BRI E
iR B 21 B BV AT RE R MR B A 1 e rh — A
JE A

%1 [64]
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b. YL B G F

JERYLF X SARS-CoV-2 1 Gl I 1T 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 R R AAE 5 70 F I B R 3R T
Jalo FEMRL b R v — B4 i R FoKE 3 m (e an
P& (interferon, IFN) ) <& OSNs A IR 5% 5%
RAgFRIR ' FE/NE A NS IR A7 A4
K, HAZ: 50555 S o0 SRR o gl T R
PRI (EP ¥ (P NE- 3 12 N L 5 N B S FSESS PN
B, RGN R B 0 b 7 2 (B AN A7 22
SO0 BRI oy — ORI L A7 AR AR S 1AE S T
BRFE BRI L 3 (adenylate cyclase 3, ADCY3) )
TOFREAG 2 —SEAF 9 3R B 3 S5 4555 70 1y i 2D
s U R R /s e [ B

TR AR PN 240 B PR P SR D LA S R B R i A2 A
)R DG 240 B DX 1 B0 B P BIF SR 25 21 1 R 24K
WFgE A T % 2 SARS-CoV-2 YL, MR- fz 41 fifg
HA B TFNs K38 i - 70 B T IFNs, i1 F 4
% -6 (interleukin-6, IL-6) VL X A8 L6 A T o
(tumor necrosis factor o, TNF-a) tHWA[ES 5 T 8
WA, (AR EIITE R R LA E AL
PFFAEAHS

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

(2) B8 20 M P 4 E 0 MR K2 A O
SARS-CoV-2 X £ Ji P 241 it ) SR G il 5 kS 1 4
PEAN BT IR J7 (923 (infiltration), AT S 200
R RAME  (desquamation) , | 7 41 Jifd %% 4K i
RN (lumen) . XEEYNNE, MHEH5 OSNs, K
Ay R AR T T ML R AR B A R AR T
R EUOUELGE A, T 20 A A P AR Sl R R 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 e 3 1 i
BREM G S (. 24 ANFR 7™, BE K
A ) SEESRE . BT EE RNA
P 0T )R 00 % 30 o £ ) MR v A A s i SR
e el HAE MRS 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 e oty 7, dE iR BORER
FERTFRIERIE 05 1 T 40 I 45340 (A5 L iz 41
M TCHE IR H P, DT g T LA S MR 9 5214
SERAEAL

SARS-CoV-2 1, AT BE 5 il ki P HoAth 55 W5LvE Dy fig
FIRILERE o BRI B A 1) R REA v R 3L
SARS-CoV-2 & T ARMRER, RJYe T = X phZsy
FAERE G R 2 X 71, FEF AR B AN RS
S5 i 78 SARS-CoV-2 BE % 8% e A /)N B 21
218 AR IR B T ek B A0 R AR AR
W RS B N Y BERSUR T AZ IR
WAL, SR EIRADE, HSUE AT fE & SARS-
CoV-2 S a3 iy i Z —. SARS-CoV-2 5%
M) X e 28 R 8 ) BRI AR L A i . AT
5% % AN H SARS-CoV-2 ] I 43 1o 5 1 i 5t
(blood-brain-barrier) 1 i & 4 ML 4 N JZ 40 A
(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 R Ge iy pL il b
M FEHEI 1 (neuropilin-1, NRP-1), #figLf
EBEAE—MEREES, Y0058 5 3 8 furin
i o TMPRSS2 24 g i G M 4F B A 1,
R R E AR IR B AR 1 1P B2 AR - R
211
23 AEASHMER

H COVID-19 }& & LK, SARS-CoV-2 A Wi7E
5, MEVIRYJEGAEERE . Alpha, Delta 2| 40448k
] IZ AT R Omicron, A [R]FERE S 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 O EIR , Delta 78
TR 5| % 1) WG B A 1) & A SRR ME Ry 52.7%, T
Omicron BEFRIE YL 5| & 1 MRS B AT 1) & AE S8 AE
16.7%; Cardoso 45 o' M4k I PO IR A7 22 KR I P45
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 #AkHN 27.5%,
Omicron #E RS L MR B g (4 & A5 RA R 5.8% .
g KB RN B 2 AR 1 e A L SR AL SARS-Co V-2 7
RIGAE ST 8l , 2020 4F W HEA T IO 9E & B, IR
BBV R IIELAY & AE HR o 7.6% F18.3% ¥, Rk
AR TR 2020 4F R Y BIF ST 4R 2 09 G253 501 26.4%
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F13.6% 1, 13X A FE R AE 2020 4F AR 5 2023 45
PIEATHIBESE R o028 0 T 45.5% F118.6% 0 75
A7 DFER B R NFE AR S i L B AR
TR R BE R A AR TR AT A e A B, H R A WU
BREAS Y LR B AN AR 3 25 5, (HEE
YRGS B LB [ A R R P 2 B ) B i 7

Sk UL, LT RGGEERE (D614), 4[] —
fit 5 9 Alpha 1 Delta B0k (G614) JBYLRT, M
Wi A7 AVIE IR Y R TR Y R R
D614G ZEAS L I 1 IR YL UL - Bz 1) S 5 248 i A1
MLRARML I RE ST, RIS [R) B R AR S S A A P 1Y)
BRI ZE S 1 TR D614 2Rk FBUM
SRR iE , RISEEEREAL, PR AR &R
e ™ XN RE B AN M A YL R AR AL, IR
W A 1 AR AR (£910%) ™ G614 A5 Fi
B D614G A%, EfefE Rz m) =Rk, Biik
T BT, v A 2R 2 e A i P AR (AR T A
A5 b J L A B 0, PR MR BT A R AR R A X
B Y

[FIFEAE 0 Go14 ZZ R EEFR , Omicron 7 4k 21
st BT (WLGE IR ) 9 & A 340 L T [F]
) G614 A5 5% (Alpha Fll Delta # ¥k ) ol °F
I 5", Omicron % #k [ B 7K M 5%, 7 VR
(R T RETEAIR, AR A 2 S A R o 2 5
Aol eAh, BT RIR Y furin 2R EERLE (furin
cleavage) %% 4 T E(H TMPRSS2 41 5 19 3¢ i i
Fl4 (surface membrane fusion) />, Omicron 7F
735 TMPRSS2 (141 i A (8 2 ARCREAK, B 1)
RO 0N i I Y Ly e S Sl (i G S S I N7 o
(endosomal pathway) " °2' | 37 3¢ 41 }fg XF 3 Ff )7
K AMREA TR, TR B 05
W  (interferon-indued transmembrane, IFITM)
AT DARH RS 2 S A M s A . (812 5045 T D614
JR R FERE . G614 Alpha/Delta F11 G614 Omicron /& 4%
MR B SRRy =

3 “KRiE” BENFEMRERERS

31 RITERK

CRBrL” — B B SARS-CoV-2 J& I HE Ik
Rt 3~ 7, —I T [ 3RS T
7R 90% AY H AR YE SARS-CoV-2 )5 90 d PN IR
WA, ABATSAT 5% 0 3 FE e AR JE AT A AE R 2
MR ol R U B o R R Y DR R L AR AR
PESIFSALEE 04 IR A FNZ ] A] 7E COVID-19

1R Ay M el R R AR B IS AR R AR R PR IR R
Az 951 A, Boscolo-Rizzo %5 P &3, F R4S
ME MM =L RAN, fTEREZ e MG, 11244
AL IEE R E T, AT 41% M E AR
A7 R 2 MRS TR 0 56 r R3S T 8 R
3.2 #El

KT 2 M R S vt R A A BT & 2 14
WSS R, SR AR KA ARt
WELE AL ol R SETE R 8 A D, AT AR 22t
TRAFIAIE, BRI, SARS-CoV-2 A] fig il i &
15 EARPARAE O, (AR A FHALED FEEA
R1E EA00 (408 A FPEPLED PR Xk s
RGN X WAy 2 (B T REAFAE S A%
AR EAEH

A WFFEIEE S SARS-CoV-2 1] LLid 75 & 18
PR JAE F 01 % OSNs A 3461475, SARS-CoV-2
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Fig. 2 Infection mechanisms and results of different SARS—-CoV-2 variants
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K RS T SARS-CoV-2 3Rtk (D614J5UATERR . G614 Alpha/Deltaf1G614 Omicron) XM 1 Jz S 520 M B A AL Ao A LA % v A Sde
MR 2E 5. Tk (D614) MiIZERt R, S RERRAR, PR MR CR i 2, X P EOCRAMIL I R FR DL S5 S B fis & AR
FIYFEIR (~10%). G614EERRIID614GHE7E M) AT il 5 [ 11 Hoad BUBE , 12 BE bk e S A Ak B SO 2D, PRBE AT R A= 2 m (30%~
50%) . XIFHEEMRER S SN R IR IACE2ZE 6, R I JCik g e Lo iy ) K/ R 25 S5 o BT RR B 1t TMPRSS 25 i B i 15 77 20Uk
PerE EANML, i Omicron A AY furindk [ BEZLARARCR 2 S E A TMPRSS24 S 10 M RE RN A8 L>,  [H L A4k OmicronT D6 14GZEAE, HISY
TR A LR WA RAL (~13%) . ACE2: IMASE5KE %072 (angiotensin-converting enzyme 2); TMPRSS2: 5 /15 22 21 72 2 11 [
2 (transmembrane serine protease 2); Cathepsin L: ZHZUE HMEL. E A dm A ik [65].
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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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