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Gap junctions in olfactory neurons modulate
olfactory sensitivity
Chunbo Zhang

Abstract

Background: One of the fundamental questions in olfaction is whether olfactory receptor neurons (ORNs) behave
as independent entities within the olfactory epithelium. On the basis that mature ORNs express multiple connexins,
I postulated that gap junctional communication modulates olfactory responses in the periphery and that disruption
of gap junctions in ORNs reduces olfactory sensitivity. The data collected from characterizing connexin 43 (Cx43)
dominant negative transgenic mice OlfDNCX, and from calcium imaging of wild type mice (WT) support my
hypothesis.

Results: I generated OlfDNCX mice that express a dominant negative Cx43 protein, Cx43/b-gal, in mature ORNs to
inactivate gap junctions and hemichannels composed of Cx43 or other structurally related connexins.
Characterization of OlfDNCX revealed that Cx43/b-gal was exclusively expressed in areas where mature ORNs
resided. Real time quantitative PCR indicated that cellular machineries of OlfDNCX were normal in comparison to
WT. Electroolfactogram recordings showed decreased olfactory responses to octaldehyde, heptaldehyde and acetyl
acetate in OlfDNCX compared to WT. Octaldehyde-elicited glomerular activity in the olfactory bulb, measured
according to odor-elicited c-fos mRNA upregulation in juxtaglomerular cells, was confined to smaller areas of the
glomerular layer in OlfDNCX compared to WT. In WT mice, octaldehyde sensitive neurons exhibited reduced
response magnitudes after application of gap junction uncoupling reagents and the effects were specific to
subsets of neurons.

Conclusions: My study has demonstrated that altered assembly of Cx43 or structurally related connexins in ORNs
modulates olfactory responses and changes olfactory activation maps in the olfactory bulb. Furthermore,
pharmacologically uncoupling of gap junctions reduces olfactory activity in subsets of ORNs. These data suggest
that gap junctional communication or hemichannel activity plays a critical role in maintaining olfactory sensitivity
and odor perception.

Background
Research over the past two decades has greatly
enhanced our understanding of the mechanisms by
which olfactory receptor neurons (ORNs) detect and
transmit odor information [1,2]. However, little is
known if odor-elicited activity in the primary olfactory
pathway is modulated before transmission to the olfac-
tory bulb. It is evident that ORNs expressing the same
receptor may transmit different patterns of signals to
the same glomerulus under certain conditions. In vivo
glomerular imaging studies show that the dynamic
range of ORN input into a defined glomerulus is larger

than that reported for single isolated ORNs [3,4]. Subse-
quent studies further demonstrate that ORN input is
responsible for, or partially responsible for, the diverse
spatial and temporal dynamics observed in glomeruli
[5,6]. These results are in sharp contrast to those from
single isolated ORNs in which the dose-response rela-
tionships are typically saturated within a log unit [7,8].
The difference appears irrelevant to the techniques
used. For example, the range of dose-response relation-
ship was broad when patch recorded from a neuron
situated in a sheet of olfactory epithelium [9,10] or
when single unit recordings were performed in the
olfactory turbinates [11]. Clearly, some important pieces
are missing. In this study, I present data to demonstrate
that impairment of gap junctions or altered assembly of
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gap junctions or hemichannels in ORNs modulates odor
responsiveness and leads to changes in olfactory activa-
tion patterns in the olfactory bulb. My study suggests
that coordination of neuronal activity between ORNs
through gap junctions or hemichannels may constitute
an important mechanism in modulating olfactory sensi-
tivity and odor perception.
Connexins are gap junction forming subunits that

assemble into hexametric connexons or hemichannels.
Two hemichannels, contributed by adjacent cells, are
docked at the extracellular loops to form intercellular
gap junctional channels. These channels allow electronic
coupling and/or passage of small molecules, including
ions, nutrients, metabolites or second messengers
between coupled cells [12]. Gap junctional coupling can
profoundly change electrical activity in ORNs since
these neurons possess high input resistance. Indeed, in
ORNs the opening of one channel can induce genera-
tion of an action potential [13,14]. Since one gap junc-
tional channel formed by connexin 43 (Cx43) could
transfer about 50% of the steady state current generated
by one cell to its neighbor [15], a few gap junctional
channels could substantially alter the electrical proper-
ties of ORNs.
Gap junctions in neurons are critical for maintaining

physiological activity in sensory systems. In mice, dele-
tion of connexin 36 (Cx36), connexin 45 (Cx45) or con-
nexin 57 (Cx57) reduces response acuity or impairs
sensory transduction in the vision system [16-19]. In the
olfactory bulb, Cx36 mediated gap junctional coupling
contributes to mitral cell lateral excitation [20]. Electro-
nic coupling among mitral cells allows temporally
coherent output from an odor-specific glomerular unit
[21,22]. Furthermore, a report from the same group
shows that Cx36 is involved in maintaining the ampli-
tude and in generating long-lasting olfactory nerve
evoked EPSP in glomeruli [6].
Our studies have demonstrated expression of multiple

connexins (36, 43 and 45, 57) in ORNs in addition to
their expression in the olfactory bulb [23-26]. These
connexins are heterogeneously distributed within the
olfactory epithelium in regional and partially overlapping
patterns. We postulate that gap junctional coupling
between ORNs, or between ORNs and sustentacular
cells, plays a role in modulating olfactory neuronal activ-
ity. However, in a follow-up freeze-fracture immunocy-
tochemical study to visualize gap junctions in the
olfactory epithelium and olfactory bulb, we did not iden-
tify gap junction plaques in ORNs [27]. This result
diverges from our earlier studies where we used a com-
bination of approaches including utilizing transgenic
mice [23,24]. Even though the negative results from
freeze-facture studies do not establish an absence of gap
junctions in ORNs due to its technical nature, it

certainly casts doubts on presence of gap junctions in
ORNs. One probable explanation for this discrepancy is
that the number of gap junctional channels in ORNs is
sparse and cannot be identified by freeze-fracture stu-
dies since non-clustered gap junctional channels would
not form typical gap junction plaques. However, a few
sparsely distributed gap junctions, if present in ORNs,
could profoundly modulate olfactory coding. To further
address the possible involvement of gap junctions in
olfactory coding, I used a dominant negative transgenic
approach to specifically disrupt gap junctions in mature
ORNs while gap junctions in sustentacular cells and
basal cells in the olfactory epithelium and gap junctions
in other tissues remain intact. The dominant negative
transgenic mouse OlfDNCX expresses an olfactory mar-
ker protein (OMP) promoter driven dominant negative
variant Cx43/b-galactosidase fusion protein (Cx43/b-gal)
in mature ORNs with minimal expression in sustentacu-
lar cells, basal cells and immature ORNs (Figure 1 and
2). This fusion protein has a b-gal reporter protein
directly fused to the C-terminus of Cx43 [28,29]. Cx43/
b-gal (inactive) interferes with endogenous Cx43 during
protein trafficking and thus decreases transport of Cx43
to the plasma membrane [29,30], limiting the formation
of functional gap junctions [31]. Transgenic mice that
express Cx43/b-gal driven by the human elongation fac-
tor-1a promoter die shortly after birth and display phe-
notypes typical of Cx43 knock out mice, including
reduced dye coupling and heart malformation [28]. This
indicates that in vivo expression of Cx43/b-gal can
powerfully inhibit gap junctions. Using OlfDNCX mice,

Figure 1 A diagrammatic illustration of the transgene
construct and expected outcomes. In the construct, an 880 bp
proximal region of the olfactory marker protein promoter (pOMP)
links to the full length of connexin 43 coding sequence (Cx43) and
followed by full length of sequence encoding b-galactosidase.
A Poly A (pA) is attached at the end.
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I demonstrate that gap junctional communication in the
olfactory epithelium modulates olfactory activity at the
peripheral level and alters glomerular activation patterns
(odor maps) in the olfactory bulb. Topological changes
in odor maps due to gap junctional modulation could
affect perception of odor quality or quantity.

Results
Expression of Cx43/b-gal transcript and protein in the
olfactory epithelium
I first used the reverse transcription PCR (RT-PCR)
method to investigate expression of Cx43/b-gal in olfac-
tory turbinates. I collected total RNA of olfactory turbi-
nates from OlfDNCX mice and their wild type (WT)
littermates. PCR amplification of reverse transcription
products using a primer pair spanning the regions
encoding for the two proteins fused in the construct
(Cx43 and b-gal) showed a single band at the estimated
size in OlfDNCX but not in WT (Figure 2A). An identi-
cal sample processed without addition of reverse tran-
scriptase did not yield a product (OE- in Figure 2A).
The RT-PCR product from olfactory turbinates was sub-
cloned and sequenced confirming amplification of the
region bridging nucleotides coding for the C-terminus
of Cx43 and the beginning of the b-gal coding sequence.
To verify presence of the Cx43/b-gal protein in the

olfactory epithelium, I performed western immunoblot
analysis and immunohistochemistry in adult mouse tur-
binates. Western analysis using either a mouse mono-
clonal antibody against Cx43 or a rabbit polyclonal
antibody against b-gal revealed a protein band with
molecular weight of approximately 120 kDa in
OlfDNCX but not in WT (Figure 2B).

Cellular localization of Cx43/b-gal mRNA and protein in
the olfactory epithelium
The olfactory epithelium is made up of three cell types:
ORNs, sustentacular cells, and basal cells (Figure 2C).
About 80% of the olfactory epithelial cells are neurons
and they are often found in columns with their cell
bodies in close contact with each other and dendrites
surrounding the nucleated portion of sustentacular cells
[32,33]. Cells adjacent to mature olfactory neurons are
mature olfactory neurons, immature olfactory neurons
and sustentacular cells. To determine expression pat-
terns of mRNA for Cx43/b-gal, in situ hybridization was
carried out in multiple coronal sections spanning the
entire olfactory epithelium. The hybridization signal
with antisense b-gal cRNA was observed in a band
located in the middle of the olfactory epithelial layer
(Figure 2D), a pattern similar to expression of endogen-
ous OMP mRNA that is expressed exclusively in mature
ORNs (not shown). Sense b-gal cRNA was hybridized

under identical conditions yielding a faint background
signal (Figure 2E).
Figure 2F shows the localization of b-gal immunoreac-

tivity in the olfactory epithelium. Immunofluorescence
was observed in cell bodies situated in a medial band of
the olfactory epithelial layer but not at the apical layer
of the olfactory epithelium. There was also labeling in
the region of axon bundles underneath the olfactory
epithelium, which shows robust labeling for endogenous
Cx43 [23]. This pattern is consistent with expression of
the Cx43/b-gal protein in mature ORNs. In contrast,
immunolabeling was not detected in the olfactory
epithelium of WT mice (Figure 2G). Interestingly,
immunolabeling for Cx43/b-gal did not show the char-
acteristic punctate pattern of immunoreactivity of endo-
genous Cx43 observed in normal mice [23], but rather
showed relatively large aggregates of immunofluores-
cence, presumably reflecting clustering of misassembled
connexins, consistent with reports by others [31]. Simi-
lar results were obtained when another antibody, poly-
clonal guinea pig antibody against b-gal, was used for
immunohistochemistry (data not shown). No noticeable
gross morphological differences were observed between
the epithelium of OlfDNCX mice and WT.

Introduction of the transgene does not alter expression
of marker genes or other connexins in the olfactory
epithelium
I further used the real time quantitative PCR (qPCR)
method to investigate whether expression of Cx43/b-gal
induced organizational changes of the olfactory epithe-
lium. I compared expression of a few marker genes of
the olfactory epithelium and connexins expressed in the
olfactory epithelium between OlfDNCX and WT using
qPCR. qPCR is a sensitive method in monitoring cellular
changes by quantitative measurement of gene expres-
sion. Total RNA of the olfactory epithelium from 17
individuals was collected under identical conditions and
used for qPCR analysis. The primers used in the study
are listed in Table 1. The housekeeping gene glyceralde-
hyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH) was used as
the internal control and the data were presented as
comparative threshold cycle (Ct) (ΔΔCt) values (Table
2). Among the examined genes, OMP, GAP43 and
CYP2A5 are selectively or predominantly expressed in
mature ORNs, immature ORNs and sustentacular cells,
respectively [34-37]. Golf is a Gsa-like G protein that is
involved in the first step of olfactory signal transduction
cascade [38,39], and I7 is among a few olfactory recep-
tors whose ligands are characterized [40,41]. In addition,
I measured expression of Cx36, Cx43, Cx45 and Cx57
to see whether OlfDNCX exhibited altered expression of
endogenous connexins. These connexins are expressed
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Figure 2 Characterization of OlfDNCX. A. The PCR results from reverse transcription. Templates used for PCR reaction were the plasmid of the
construct (plasmid), cDNA of olfactory turbinates in wild type (WT) and OlfDNCX mice. In OlfDNCX, OE- is the control that was processed
identically as OE+ except missing SuperScript II in reverse transcription. B. Western analysis of protein homogenates of olfactory turbinates
revealed a protein band around 120 kD in OlfDNCX, but not in WT, that was immunoreactive to antibodies against connexin 43 and b-
galactosidase. C. A cartoon indicates the arrangement of epithelial cells in the olfactory epithelium. D and E. In situ hybridization in the olfactory
epithelium. In situ hybridization using the antisense b-galactosidase riboprobe showed that the signal was localized to a band in the middle of
the olfactory epithelial layer (D). The control (E) was processed identically as (D) except that sense b-galactosidase riboprobe was used. F and G.
Confocal images displaying immunoreactivity for b-galactosidase (red) overlaid on Nomarski images. Immunostaining was observed in OlfDNCX
(F), but not in WT (G). Arrowheads point to a, apical surface; and b, basal lamina. Bar = 20 μm.
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in the olfactory epithelium [23-26]. Measurement of
endogenous Cx43 transcription is possible in OlfDNCX
using specific primers recognizing Cx43 3’ untranslated
region (Cx43-3U) since the transgene does not contain
this portion of the gene. Table 2 shows that none of the
I7 receptor, OMP, GAP43, Golf or CYP2A5 mRNA
levels was different between OlfDNCX and WT after
they were normalized to the housekeeping gene
GAPDH. These data, in addition to the electrophysiolo-
gical evidence shown below, suggest that expression of
Cx43/b-gal in the ORNs does not have a significant
effect on olfactory signal transduction machinery, the
life span of a specific olfactory receptor, the population
of mature and immature olfactory neurons, and the
population of sustentacular cells. Table 2 also demon-
strates that Cx43/b-gal did not alter expression of listed
endogenous connexins either. This result correlates with
a previous report that expression of Cx43/b-gal did not

stimulate expression of endogenous Cx43 even though
Cx43 assembly was affected [42].

OlfDNCX mice display altered electrophysiological
responses to octaldehyde in ventral areas of the
epithelium
Underwater electroolfactogram (EOG) recording was
used to examine whether electrophysiological responses
to odors were different between OlfDNCX mice and
WT. EOG records the field potential generated by popu-
lations of ORNs in response to stimuli [43] and is a reli-
able method to test olfactory responses to odors in
various animals, including rodents [44]. First, I applied
500 μM 3-isobutyl-1-methylxanthine (IBMX), a phos-
phodiesterase inhibitor that elicits responses by increas-
ing intracellular cAMP. This drug consistently induced
large olfactory responses where the magnitudes did not
differ between WT and OlfDNCX in various locations
(not shown), suggesting that Cx43/b-gal expression in
the olfactory epithelium of OlfDNCX did not result in a
gross interference of the signal transduction machinery
in ORNs.
Because I suspected that modulation of odor

responses by gap junctions would be of a relatively
small magnitude, and because there was a large varia-
tion in the absolute magnitude of the EOG responses
to an odorant from mouse to mouse, I measured the
response to one odorant normalized to the response of
another odorant (normalized response), as has been
routinely done in EOG recordings in rat [44]. EOG
recordings were conducted at ventral (Position 1) and
dorsal (Position 2) positions (indicated in Figure 3A)
because an earlier study shows that Cx43 is more

Table 1 Primers used in real time quantitative PCR

Genes Primer pairs

Glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH) Forward: GTGGACCTCATGGCCTACAT
Reverse: TGTGAGGGAGATGCTCAGTG

Olfactory marker protein (OMP) Forward: CCGCCGCCATCTTCTG
Reverse: CGTCTGCCTCATTCCAATCC

GTP-binding protein Golf alpha subunit (Golf) Forward: TTTGGGCAACAGCAGCAA
Reverse: CTCGCGGCGTCCTTTTTC

Growth associated protein 43 (Gap43) Forward: ACCACCATGCTGTGCTGTATG
Reverse: TCAATCTTTTGGTCCTCATCATTC

Cytochrome P450, family 2, subfamily A (CYP2A) Forward: GCTGGGAAGCTTCCAGTTCAC
Reverse: GGCCCTGCAGCTCCTTAAA

I7 olfactory receptor (I7) Forward: TAAGGCACTCTCAGCTTTTGACA
Reverse: GAGTGCGACGT AGGGCTTT

Connexin 36 (Cx36) Forward: GAGGTTAAAGAGCTGACTCCACATC
Reverse: TCGGAGCTTGGACCTTGCT

Connexin 43, 3’ untranslated region (Cx43-3U) Forward: AAAGATTGCCCATGTATTTGCA
Reverse: GACACAAAGGTGGGACAGATTTG

Connexin 45 (Cx45) Forward: ACAGTGTTCCCAGGCACATG
Reverse: CTGGAAGACACAACCTGAAAGTTCT

Connexin 57 (Cx57) Forward: GAAGTCGCAAGGCCAGCTT
Reverse: CACTATGCCGTTGTCCCTTTTC

Table 2 Comparative Ct (ΔΔCt) values for genes
examined (n = 17)

Genes OlfDNCX Wild type

OMP 2.14 ± 0.17 1.92 ± 0.13

Golf 1.98 ± 0.21 1.88 ± 0.12

Gap43 0.65 ± 0.01 0.70 ± 0.05

CYP2A 1.43 ± 0.08 1.31 ± 0.06

I7 3.97 ± 0.29 3.17 ± 0.35

Cx36 1.73 ± 0.20 2.36 ± 0.32

Cx43-3U 1.01 ± 0.08 1.02 ± 0.03

Cx45 0.92 ± 0.05 0.96 ± 0.02

Cx57 0.91 ± 0.15 1.03 ± 0.05
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abundantly expressed in Position 1 than in Position 2
[23]. I started with stimulation of benzaldehyde, 1,8-
cineole, and octaldehyde at the concentration of 100
μM. It appeared that olfactory responses to octalde-
hyde were consistently lower in OlfDNCX, compared
to WT, when recorded from Position 1 (Figure 3B).
Indeed, when I quantified the response magnitudes of
octaldehyde by normalizing to those of benzaldehyde,
the normalized responses were significantly different
between OlfDNCX and WT (p < 0.0001) (Figure 3B,
Table 3). The ratios of cineole to benzaldehyde did not
differ between OlfDNCX and WT in Position 1 (Table
3). In contrast, no significant differences were found
between OlfDNCX and WT for EOG responses
recorded from Position 2, an area expressing limited
Cx43. In the statistical analysis, p values were adjusted
to correct for multiple comparisons by using the false
discovery rate procedure [45]. Table 4 lists normalized
olfactory response magnitudes to 2,5-dimethyl

pyrazine, ethyl acetate and heptaldehyde recorded from
Position 1. The olfactory responses of ethyl acetate and
heptaldehyde were lower in OlfDNCX compared
to WT, when they were normalized to those of
benzaldehyde.
I further compared olfactory responses to octaldehyde

between OlfDNCX and WT at various concentrations in
Position 1. Figure 3C shows dose-response relationships
of EOG responses to octaldehyde, when normalized to
100 μM benzaldehyde. The normalized response magni-
tudes were lower for OlfDNCX in the concentration
range of 1-100 μM, indicating the differences of olfac-
tory responses between OlfDNCX and WT are signifi-
cant at low to moderate concentrations of stimuli. EOG
responses for OlfDNCX at higher concentrations
(1 mM, Figure 3C, and 10 mM not shown) were smaller
in magnitude than the responses for WT, but due to
high inter-animal variability the values were not signifi-
cantly different.

Figure 3 OlfDNCX display altered responses to odorants. A. A photograph of the turbinates in a mouse showing EOG recording sites.
Endoturbinates are indicated by roman ordinals. The approximate locations for EOG recordings are indicated. B. Typical EOG responses for
octaldehyde (solid line) and benzaldehyde (dotted line) in wild type mice (WT) and in OlfDNCX in Position 1. Duration of the stimulation and
the response magnitude are as indicated. C. Dose-response relationships for peak EOG responses to octaldehyde (normalized to responses of
100 μM benzaldehyde) in OlfDNCX (open circle) and their WT littermates (solid circle). Significant differences between the two groups are
indicated by asterisks (*, p < 0.05; **, p < 0.01; n = 11).

Table 3 Comparison of olfactory response magnitudes between OlfDNCX and their wild type littermates

Responses (normalized to benzaldehyde) Mouse type Position 1a Position 2

Mean ± SE n Mean ± SE n

Octaldehyde OlfDNCX 0.717 ± 0.040**b 25 0.998 ± 0.058 19

Wild type 1.115 ± 0.062 1.015 ± 0.170

Cineole OlfDNCX 1.567 ± 0.126 19 0.727 ± 0.057 15

Wild type 1.730 ± 0.197 0.919 ± 0.170

a, Electroolfactogram (EOG) recording positions 1 and 2 are as indicated in Figure 3A.

b, ** indicates highly different between OlfDNCX and wild type (p < 0.01).

n, sample size.
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Calcium imaging reveals that octaldehyde-responsive
neurons are susceptible to gap junction uncoupling
reagents
I used calcium imaging to monitor individual neuronal
responses with or without the influence of gap junction
uncoupling reagents in WT mice. Calcium imaging was
conducted on the surface of the epithelium in intact tur-
binates as shown in Figure 3A. Because the recording
ORNs were situated within an intact olfactory epithe-
lium, they were under optimal biological conditions they
could possibly have in an in situ preparation. This
in situ preparation allowed me to study cell-to-cell com-
munication under physiological conditions. Figure 4
shows examples of individual ORNs responding to odor-
ants before and after application of the gap junction
uncoupling reagent 18b-glycyrrhetinic acid (BGA) at 1
μM. At this concentration, BGA itself induced negligible
intracellular calcium changes (Phase 2A, 2B, 4A and 4B
in Figure 4). Interestingly, at this concentration the
effects of BGA to odor-evoked responses were neuron
specific. Neuron A, an octaldehyde-responsive neuron,
was responsive to 500 μM IBMX as well (Phase 1A).
After application of 1 μM BGA, responsiveness of Neu-
ron A to octaldehyde was reduced to threshold levels
(Phase 2A). Since the effect of BGA is reversible [46,47],
Neuron A regained its response magnitude to octalde-
hyde minutes later (Phase 3A). Phase 4A in Figure 4
shows that responsiveness of Neuron A to IBMX was
not influenced by application of BGA. The same applied
to its responsiveness to 76 mM KCl (high K) (data not
shown). These results indicate that BGA does not inter-
fere with normal physiological capability of Neuron A
because it did not interfere with IBMX- or high K-
evoked responses. However, the responses to 100 μM
octaldehyde observed in Phase 1A were significantly
modulated by the BGA treatment. I speculate that the
olfactory receptor of Neuron A is only moderately

sensitive to octaldehyde and gap junctional coupling
with other neurons is necessary to sustain the response
magnitude observed in Phase 1A.
Neuron B was an example of a different type of neu-

rons. It was primarily a benzaldehyde-specific neuron
since it responded well to benzaldehyde but weakly to
octaldehyde. Evidently, the olfactory responses of Neu-
ron B were relatively independent of gap junctions since
application of BGA had little influences on responsive-
ness to benzaldehyde or to octaldehyde (see Phase 2B
and 4B in Figure 4).
These results were repeatable in multiple preparations.

Among 456 regions of interests (ROI) analyzed, 164 did
not respond to applied odor stimuli and 12 died during
imaging. In 169 octaldehyde responsive ROI, 132 of
them had response patterns similar to Neuron A - appli-
cation of BGA rendered octaldehyde responses to
threshold levels. About 37 octaldehyde-responsive neu-
rons were insensitive to BGA treatments. Application of
10 μM of carbenoxolone, another gap junction uncou-
pling reagent, resulted in the same results as BGA.
None of the IBMX or high K responses was affected by
gap junction uncoupling reagents. The effects of BGA

Table 4 Comparison of olfactory response magnitudes
between OlfDNCX and their wild type littermates
recorded from Position 1a

Responses (normalized to
benzaldehyde)

Mouse
type

Mean ± SE n

2,5-Dimethyl pyrazine OlfDNCX 0.779 ± 0.031 8

Wild type 0.644 ± 0.061

Ethyl Acetate OlfDNCX 0.314 ±
0.022**b

16

Wild type 0.529 ± 0.050

Heptaldehyde OlfDNCX 0.189 ± 0.072* 11

Wild type 0.386 ± 0.055

a, Electroolfactogram (EOG) recording Positions 1 is as indicated in Figure 3A.

b, * indicates significantly different between OlfDNCX and wild type (p < 0.05)
and ** indicates highly different (p < 0.01).

n, sample size.

Figure 4 Gap junction coupling is neuron specific. Raw data of
calcium imaging showing representative neuronal responses to
stimuli in a period over 30 min. Data were binned every four frames
after recordings using the Excel program and presented in the ratio
of F340/F380. For the convenience of description, data are grouped
into 5 phases. Duration of stimulation is indicated by black (for
odorants) or red (for BGA) bars on the top. BEN, 100 μM
benzaldehyde; BGA, 1 μM 18b-glycyrrhetinic acid, a gap junction
uncoupling reagent; IBMX, 500 μM 3-isobutyl-1-methylxanthine;
OCT, 100 μM octaldehyde.
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were observed to be neuron dependent. As shown in
Figure 4, octaldehyde responses in Neuron B were not
affected by the BGA application (Phase 2B). These data
indicate that for some octaldehyde-responsive neurons,
coupling with other neurons is critical for maintaining
olfactory response magnitudes. However, there are neu-
rons whose actions are independent of gap junctional
modulation.

Octaldehyde-elicited odor activity maps differ between
OlfDNCX and wild type mice
Upon odor stimulation, ORNs transmit information
through axonal action potentials to distinct neuropil
structures in the olfactory bulb called glomeruli. In addi-
tion to activating mitral cells, synaptic transmission acti-
vates juxtaglomerular cells (periglomerular cells and
tufted cells) surrounding each glomerulus. Thus, the
activity of surrounding juxtaglomerular cells reflects
activation of a particular glomerulus. To study whether
disruption of gap junctions in the olfactory epithelium
affects odor presentation in the olfactory bulb, I con-
structed odor activity maps of octaldehyde in OlfDNCX
and WT using a mapping tool developed in Restrepo
laboratory [48,49]. The odor activation maps were gen-
erated by scoring odor-activated glomeruli throughout
the entire glomerular layer of the olfactory bulb and
then performing a series of computational analyses.
Determination of an activated glomerulus was made by
measurement of odor-evoked c-fos mRNA transcription
in juxtaglomerular cells surrounding the glomerulus.
More details of the odor activity mapping is described
in the “Methods” section and in previous publications
[48,49]
When mice were exposed to fresh air passing through

a vessel with 0.001% octaldehyde in odorless mineral oil,
a moderate intensity stimulus known to be detectable by
mice (Slotnick, Zhang and Restrepo, unpublished), odor-
evoked c-fos mRNA expression was elevated in juxtaglo-
merular cells in discrete areas. Figure 5 shows the odor
maps of averaged glomerular activation evoked by expo-
sure to octaldehyde in WT (Figure 5A) and OlfDNCX
mice (Figure 5B). The areas of maximal activation in the
ventral zone (shown in yellow and red in the figure)
overlap. However, consistent with the decreased respon-
siveness of the olfactory epithelium to octaldehyde in
the EOG experiments, overall levels of activation were
lower for OlfDNCX. In OlfDNCX, a total number of
458 ± 25.5 glomeruli were activated, while the number
of glomeruli activated by octaldehyde in WT was 620 ±
59.5 (mean ± SE, n = 8 for each group, p < 0.05). In
order to explore regional differences in glomerular acti-
vation, I used a point by point Mann-Whitney test with
confidence interval p values corrected for multiple com-
parisons using the false discovery rate procedure

[45,48,49]. The areas within the black contour lines of
Figure 5C were statistically different. There were
regions, particularly in the ventromedial, medial and
caudolateral areas where the number of glomeruli acti-
vated by octaldehyde was substantially smaller for
OlfDNCX compared to WT.

Discussion
I have directly assessed the role of Cx43 in ORN activity
by calcium imaging of individual neurons in an intact
olfactory epithelium preparation and by characterization
of OlfDNCX transgenic mice. My study has demon-
strated that Cx43 is involved in modulating responsive-
ness of ORNs to odors in the periphery and
consequently affects odor activation patterns in the
olfactory bulb. The data indicate that precise assembly
of connexin protein subunits in the membrane is
required for maintaining response magnitudes in subsets
of neurons including a group of octaldehyde-responsive
neurons. Impairment of gap junctions or hemichannels
by the OlfDNCX transgenic approach or by pharmaco-
logical gap junction uncoupling reduces olfactory
responsiveness to octaldehyde. This is the first study
showing that intercellular communication between
mature ORNs and other epithelial cells (ORNs and/or
sustentacular cells) or hemichannel activity has func-
tional consequences under normal physiological condi-
tions. Since the dominant negative Cx43/b-gal protein is
expressed exclusively in mature ORNs of OlfDNCX
mice with negligible influences to developmental pro-
cesses and maturation, or to gap junctions in other
olfactory epithelial cells, decreased EOG responses in
OlfDNCX reflect the involvement of gap junctions or
hemichannels in modulating olfactory activity at the per-
ipheral level by spread of excitation to neighboring cells.
My findings cannot discern between the effects of

Cx43 gap junctions as opposed to Cx43 hemichannels
but the possibility remains that gap junctional coupling
between ORNs exists as discussed below. In this case,
ORNs would not be independent entities but rather cer-
tain subsets of ORNs form functional units in which
individual activity is subject to modulation by the activ-
ity of neighboring ORNs.

Transgenic dominant negative approach to study the
functional role of gap junctions
Because of technical difficulties in measuring physiologi-
cal changes directly at the systemic level and unavailabil-
ity of useful pharmacological tools that could be
employed to interfere specifically with gap junctional
communication in vivo, assessment of the functional sig-
nificance of gap junctions is largely based on the discov-
ery of disease-causing mutation in human connexins and
germline targeted disruptions of mouse connexin genes
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[50,51]. In particular, accessing the function of gap junc-
tions in ORNs is a daunting task because gap junctions
are also expressed in other olfactory epithelial cell types
(basal cells and sustentacular cells) and because gap junc-
tions are sparsely expressed in ORNs, making direct phy-
siological assessment difficult. Generation of OlfDNCX is
valuable for studying the role of gap junctions in ORN
function. This dominant negative transgenic approach
has advantages compared to germline targeted gene dis-
ruption, and would be complementary to conditional
gene disruption. Since I used the OMP promoter to drive
the transgene, the dominant negative Cx43/b-gal is
expressed robustly in mature ORNs, ensuring that the
largest effect of the transgene on gap junctions occurs in
mature ORNs (Figure 1 and 2).
Dominant negative inhibition is achieved by producing

an inhibitory variant that shares similarities in structure

with the endogenous target(s). It is possible that Cx43/
b-gal interacts with connexins other than Cx43 in
mature ORNs. In fact, Das Sarma et al. [31] suggest that
Cx43/b-gal is capable of interfering with connexin 46
(Cx46), but not with connexin 32 in the HeLa cell line,
where cells have the ability to form Cx43/Cx46 hetero-
meric complexes. Studies have also shown that Cx45 is
able to oligomerize with Cx43 [52,53]. It remains to be
determined whether Cx43/b-gal oligomerizes with Cx57
because 709 nucleotides of the Cx57 N-terminal are
approximately 70% homologous to that of Cx43. Our
studies show that mouse olfactory epithelium expresses
Cx36, Cx43, Cx45 and Cx57 [23-26]. Using Cx46 knock-
out mice whose Cx46 gene is replaced by the b-gal
reporter [54], we find that Cx46 is not expressed in
ORNs (Zhang and Kumar, unpublished). Cx43/b-gal
does not affect Cx36 due to structural diversity. The

Figure 5 OlfDNCX mice exhibit a reduced glomerular activity map to octaldehyde. A and B. Pseudocolor contour maps showing averaged
octaldehyde-evoked glomerular activation patterns in wild type mice (A) and their OlfDNCX littermates (B) (n = 8 for each map). The color
denotes the number of activated glomeruli in a region spanning 216 μm in the rostrocaudal direction and 30 degrees in the angle dimension.
The pseudocolor scale varies linearly from blue (0 glomerulus) to red (16 glomeruli). C. p values for a pixel by pixel Mann-Whitney test of
differences between the odor maps in (A) and (B). Areas enclosed by black contour lines are regions that differ significantly (p < 0.006). The
pseudocolor scale varies logarithmically from a p value of 0.5 (blue) to 10-5 (red). D. A diagram indicating the locations of domains that differ
between OlfDNCX and wild type mice.
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inhibitory variant can potentially interfere with gap
junctions of Cx45 and Cx57 in addition to Cx43 accord-
ing to gene sequence homologues. Whether or not
Cx43/b-gal interferes with other connexins in ORNs
would not undermine my findings that gap junctional
communication plays a role in modulating olfactory
responses at the peripheral level, although it is desirable
to determine the specific molecular interaction of domi-
nant negative inhibition in future studies.

Dysfunction of gap junctions alters olfactory
responsiveness in the periphery
My data indicate that OlfDNCX, compared to WT, have
reduced normalized EOG responses to octaldehyde, hep-
taldehyde and ethyl acetate, but not to cineole and 2,5-
dimethyl pyrazine (Table 3 and 4). Because the EOG is
elicited by the voltage drop induced by the sum of the
odor-evoked currents from all ORNs in the neighbor-
hood of the recording electrode, the EOG is an inte-
grated response: the more ORNs that respond, the
larger the voltage drop recorded in the EOG. The
decreased magnitude in the EOG of OlfDNCX mice
reflects decreased current flowing through the paracellu-
lar junctions. This indicates that uncoupling of ORNs
by dominant negative downregulation of gap junctions
results in a smaller number of ORNs responsive to a
particular odor and hence a smaller EOG in OlfDNCX
mice compared to WT.
The calcium imaging data presented here correlate

with the notion that uncoupling of gap junctions in sub-
sets of neurons reduces the number of ORNs responsive
to a particular odor as uncoupling of gap junctions ren-
dered responses to threshold levels in subsets of neu-
rons (Figure 4, Neuron A). Consistent with the
sparseness of immunolabeled connexin puncta in the
olfactory epithelium in mice [23,24,55], not all neurons
are under modulation of gap junctions. My results are
in agreement with a report in Necturus maculosus,
where Delay and Dionne [56] found that only a small
fraction of olfactory neurons contained gap junctional
channels. While a small number of coupled ORNs
argues against a general role for gap junctions in modu-
lation of ORN function, its significance in olfactory
transduction should not be underestimated. Reduced
olfactory responses at the peripheral pathway and
altered odor maps suggest that impairment of gap junc-
tions may have profound effects on olfactory perception.
Because neighboring ORNs in the olfactory epithelium

often express different olfactory receptors [2], coupled
neurons may have different responsiveness. Then, what
is the significance of coupling among different ORNs?
Since expression of connexins in the olfactory epithe-
lium is less abundant than that in the retina [17,24,57]
and Zhang, unpublished), coupling among different

ORNs might be at low strength, which is consistent
with our computer simulation based on my data pre-
sented above [58]. Low strength coupling synchronizes
subthreshold or threshold activity of neurons by provid-
ing low frequencies of current flow through gap junc-
tional channels. Under these circumstances, coupling
increases olfactory sensitivity. At higher concentrations,
individual ORN firing is stimulated by the cognate
odors and is dependent on its receptor specificity.
This mechanism would allow for increased olfactory
sensitivity of odors without compromising odor quality
discrimination.
Low strength coupling of ORNs indicates that cou-

pling sites are mediated by a small number of gap junc-
tional channels. This provides a probable reason for
unsuccessful freeze-facture identification of typical gap
junction plaques in ORNs within the olfactory epithe-
lium examined [27]. Heterogeneous distribution of con-
nexins throughout the olfactory epithelium and
technical difficulties in sample preparation may be other
factors for the negative results since the methodology
itself prohibits it from providing a picture encompassing
large areas and the freeze-fracture method is adverse to
bony tissues. Small amount of gap junctional channels
may be also accounted for a low incidence of dye cou-
pling [56,59]. Ample data demonstrate that dye coupling
depends on the nature of connexins, molecules of dyes,
and the density of channels [60-62].

Influence of connexin hemichannels in olfactory
perception?
Recently, there has been an increase in attention to the
function of hemichannels formed by connexins [63-65].
While hemichannels are inevitably present in gap junc-
tion expressing cells because gap junctions are formed
after docking to newly assembled hemichannels in adja-
cent cells [66], their opening, which becomes prominent
under pathological conditions, could result in release of
a series of biologically relevant signaling molecules such
as ATP, glutamate, glutathione, NAD+, and prostaglan-
din E2 [65]. Hemichannels made by Cx43 or structurally
related connexins, if presented in mature ORNs, will be
impaired in OlfDNCX. My calcium imaging data pre-
sented here (Figure 4) suggest presence of gap junc-
tional coupling in ORNs because application of
gap junction uncoupling reagents reduced intracellular
[Ca2+]. Alternatively, blocking of hemichannels with BGA
or carbenoxolone would have led to opposite results.
Under normal physiological conditions, the newly

formed hemichannels are in closed states before forming
gap junctions. An elegant dual-patch recording showed
that in neonatal rat heart cells channel opening followed
formation of gap junctions [67]. Studies in the mamma-
lian cell lines and Xenopus oocytes demonstrate that
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opening of hemichannels made by various connexins
requires strong depolarization (above 0 mV) or removal
of extracellular calcium (ref: Spray et al. [63]). Subthres-
hold cellular insults or acute pathological threatening
conditions may also lead to opening of hemichannels
[65,68-71]. On the other hand, physiological significance
of neurotransmitter release through hemichannels in
retinal horizontal cells is proposed [72-74]. In taste cells,
ATP release through pannexin hemichannels is critical
for communication to presynaptic cells [75,76]. If hemi-
channels made of Cx43 or related connexins release
ATP, paracellular ATP could influence neighboring
ORN activity as application of ATP to ORNs modulates
neuronal responses [77]. In this study, the data from
OlfDNCX mice do not allow me to discern efforts
between gap junctions and hemichannels. Future studies
will explore potential roles of hemichannels by continu-
ously working with OlfDNCX mice.

Disruption of gap junctions may affect odor activity maps
In OlfDNCX, regions in the glomerular layer of the
olfactory bulb that were activated by octaldehyde
("domains” of activation) covered a smaller area than
domains in WT (Figure 5). This observation indicates
that electrical coupling through gap junctions results in
activation of a larger number of glomeruli, implying that
ORNs expressing different receptors (and hence target-
ing different glomeruli) are coupled through gap junc-
tions. This inference agrees with my interpretation of
the calcium imaging data presented here (Figure 4), with
my interpretation of the implications of the EOG study
in OlfDNCX mice (Figure 3), with our earlier immuno-
histochemical studies [23], with our modeling of electri-
cally coupled ORNs [58], and with modeling by others
[78]. The octaldehyde activity domains that were more
active in WT than OlfDNCX were located in the ventro-
medial, medial and lateral areas of the glomerular layer
adjacent to the domains with highest odor-evoked activ-
ity (Figure 5D). They receive axons from ORNs in ven-
tral and lateral regions of the olfactory epithelium [79].
In normal mice, the olfactory epithelium in these
regions expresses more Cx43 compared to dorsal
recesses [23]. This topographical relationship between
the areas of the olfactory bulb affected by disruption of
gap junctions and the areas of olfactory epithelium
expressing high amounts of Cx43 in WT mice further
supports the premise that altered odor maps are asso-
ciated with dysfunction of gap junctions in mature
ORNs.
Several studies indicate that glomerular spatial activity

patterns participate in encoding odor quality and inten-
sity, and that the topography of activation is likely ruled
by the topographical relationship between ORNs bearing
a specific receptor and their glomeruli in the olfactory

bulb [41,49,80-83]. In addition, studies on the electrical
activity of neurons responding to particular odors in the
olfactory bulb (and the antennal lobe in insects) suggest
that synchronized oscillations may also be involved in
coding for odor quality [84,85]. This study shows that
impairment of gap junctions reduces olfactory sensitivity
and affects the topography of odor-evoked activity in
the glomerular layer of the olfactory bulb. The mechan-
ism may contribute to the factor that odor-evoked sen-
sory input generates long-lasting EPSP in mitral cells
[6], as well as to the factor that glomeruli having high
odor-evoked amplitude are those having relatively long
response latency [5]. Because gap junctions in ORNs
affect synchronous firing of ORNs and affect odor activ-
ity maps in the bulb, gap junctions in the olfactory
epithelium are likely to play a role in odor detection
and discrimination.

Conclusions
This study has demonstrated for the first time that
intercellular gap junctional communication between
mature ORNs and other epithelial cells (ORNs and/or
sustentacular cells) or hemichannel activity has func-
tional implications in olfactory sensation under normal
physiological conditions. I have provided evidence that
gap junctional coupling modulates olfactory coding. The
conclusion is drawn based on two independent studies:
functional characterization of a dominant negative trans-
genic mouse OlfDNCX and calcium imaging to indivi-
dual neurons situated in intact turbinates. Data from
these studies demonstrate that gap junctional coupling
is critical for maintaining olfactory sensitivity in subsets
of olfactory neurons. Dysfunction of gap junctions in
the peripheral pathway leading to reduced olfactory
responses and altered odor maps indicates that gap
junctions modulate quantitative and qualitative odor
perception.

Methods
Generation of OlfDNCX transgenic mice
The transgene construct utilizes the OMP promoter to
drive expression of Cx43/b-gal in mature ORNs (Figure
1). Dr. Cecilia Lo at the National Heart Lung and Blood
Institute, National Institutes of Health provided us with
the pEFZ vector used to produce their dominant nega-
tive transgenic mice [28]. The pEFZ vector uses the
human elongation factor-1a promoter to drive expres-
sion of Cx43/b-gal gene. The Cx43/b-gal gene contains
entire coding region of Cx43 and the Kozak consensus
initiation sequence. The full length coding sequence of
b-gal was directly appended in frame to the C-terminus
of Cx43 by deleting the stop codon of Cx43 and the
start codon of b-gal [28]. In this study, the human elon-
gation factor-1a promoter was replaced by 880 bp of
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the proximal region of the OMP promoter (-829 to +51,
where +1 is the transcription start site) (Figure 1) using
HindIII and XbaI restriction sites. The fragment of the
OMP promoter was obtained by PCR amplification of
FVB mouse genomic DNA with the forward primer
CCCAAGCTTGGGATCTCTGTCTCCACCACTC and
reverse primer GCTCTAGAGCCTACAGCGATTGC-
CACTG (added HindIII and XbaI restriction sites are
shown in bold). Previous studies have shown that var-
ious sizes of OMP promoters are effective in driving
expression of foreign genes in mature ORNs [86-88],
suggesting that the OMP promoter driven Cx43/b-gal
would be expressed only in mature ORNs in the olfac-
tory epithelium.
To produce transgenic mice, the construct was linear-

ized by removing back bone of the vector before injecting
into fertilized FVB mouse oocytes. Perinuclear injection of
the transgene yielded 32 offspring, four of which were
positive for the transgene. However, only two survived to
establish lines. There was no difference between experi-
ments performed with the two transgenic lines, and all
data presented in the manuscript are from the same trans-
genic line. Insertion of the transgene in the genome was
confirmed by Southern analysis and PCR amplification of
the region that bridges the proximal OMP promoter and
Cx43 coding regions using the primer pair
ATCTCTGTCTCCACCACTC and TTAGATCTC-
CAGGTCATCA. Mice in the study had mixed FVB and
C57BL/6J background. Experimental animals were at least
8 wks old. All procedures were performed under protocols
approved by the Animal Care and Use Committee of the
University of Colorado at Denver and Animal Care and
Use Committee of the Illinois Institute of Technology.

Reverse transcription PCR
Total RNA from mouse turbinates was isolated with the
TRIzol reagent according to the manufacturer’s direc-
tions (Invitrogen, CA). Aliquots of 5 μg of total RNA
were digested with RQ1 RNase-free DNase (Promega,
WI) to eliminate genomic DNA contaminations.
Digested RNA was divided into two groups for reverse
transcription. In one group, SuperScript II (Invitrogen,
CA) was omitted as the control. A unique region of
cDNA complementary to mRNA encoding for Cx43/b-
gal was amplified using a primer pair spanning the
regions encoding for the two proteins fused in the con-
struct (Cx43 and b-gal): TCCTGGGTACAAGCTGGT-
CACT and TAATTCGCGTCTGGCCTTCCTGT. The
PCR product from olfactory turbinates was subcloned
into pCRII (Invitrogen, CA) and sequenced.

Real time quantitative PCR
qPCR was used to determine whether insertion of the
dominant negative transgene induced overall changes of

gene expression in the olfactory epithelium. Expression
levels of a few gene transcripts in the olfactory epithe-
lium were compared between WT and OlfDNCX using
qPCR. Total RNA was extracted from mouse turbinates
and digested with RQ1 RNase-free DNase as mentioned
before. One-step qPCR was processed in the Research
Technology Support Facility at Michigan State Univer-
sity with the primer pairs listed in Table 1. With excep-
tion of Cx43, all primers were designed to amplify
fragments of coding regions (Table 1). Primer pairs of
Cx43 anneal Cx43-3U to exclude transcripts of the
transgene. For normalization, GAPDH gene was ana-
lyzed as an endogenous control. qPCR reactions were
performed on an ABI 7700 real time PCR thermal cycler
using SYBR Green master mix (Applied Biosystems, CA)
under the following conditions: 48°C for 30·min, 95°C
for 10·min, and 40 cycles of 95°C for 15·s followed by
60°C for 1·min. Each qPCR analysis was done in
triplicate.
The Ct values of qPCR were analyzed using the com-

parative Ct (ΔΔCt) method described by the manufac-
turer. ΔCt values were calculated by normalizing Ct
values to that of the endogenous control (GAPDH), and
by subsequently calculating ΔΔCt values against the ΔCt
value of a control mouse. Fold changes of gene expres-
sion for a particular gene between OlfDNCX and WT
were then compared.

In situ hybridization
The method was essentially the same as described in
Zhang et al. [23]. Adult mice were anesthetized and per-
fused intracardially with 4% paraformaldehyde. Mouse
snouts were then dissected, fixed overnight in 4% paraf-
ormaldehyde containing 25% sucrose, embedded in Tis-
sue-Tek O.C.T. compound (Sakura Finetek, CA), and
cut on a cryostat at -18°C. Tissue sections (12 μm) were
stored at -80°C before use. Every 5th section was pro-
cessed in each series.
A 369 bp DNA template corresponding to a portion

of the b-gal coding sequence (nucleotides 2264 to 2632
in GenBank accession number U46491) was used to
synthesize digoxigenin-labeled sense and antisense RNA
probes. For in situ hybridization, tissue sections were
brought to room temperature, treated with proteinase K
(15 μg/ml in phosphate buffered saline (PBS)) for 5 min
and post fixed for 15 min in 4% paraformaldehyde. Sec-
tions were rinsed in PBS three times for 10 min each
prior to a 2 hr incubation in prehybridization solution
(50% deionized formamide, 1× Denhart’s solution,
750 mM sodium chloride, 25 mM ethylenediamine-tet-
raacetic acid (EDTA), 25 mM piperazine-N,N’-bis[2-
ethane-sulfonic acid] (PIPES), pH 7.0, 0.25 mg/ml sal-
mon sperm DNA, 0.25 mg/ml poly A acid and 0.2%
SDS). Sections were then hybridized overnight with

Zhang BMC Neuroscience 2010, 11:108
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2202/11/108

Page 12 of 16



sense (as the control) or antisense digoxigenin-labeled
RNA probes in hybridization solution (prehybridization
solution containing 5% dextran sulfate) at 60°C. After
hybridization, sections were washed three times for 10
min intervals in 2 × SSC/0.3% polyoxyethylene sorbitan
monolaurate (Tween-20) followed by three washes in
0.2 × SSC/0.3% Tween-20 at 65°C. Detection of digoxi-
genin-labeled probes was based on the procedures sug-
gested by the manufacturer (Roche, IN). The tissue
sections were blocked for 2 hr in 10% sheep serum/2%
bovine albumin/0.3% Tween-20. The sections were then
incubated for 4 hr with alkaline phosphatase-conjugated
anti-digoxigenin Fab fragments (1:1000 in blocking solu-
tion). Unbound Fab fragments were removed and the
sections were incubated in nitroblue tetrazolium chlor-
ide and 5-bromo-4-chloro-3-indolyl phosphate substrate
(NBT/BCIP). Control studies, using sense RNA as the
probe, were performed under identical conditions each
time.

Western analysis
Mouse turbinates were homogenized in PBS and centri-
fuged at 2000 × g for 1 min in the presence of a cocktail
of protease inhibitors (Sigma Cat No P8340). Aliquots of
60 μg protein were denatured and solubilized by boiling
in SDS loading buffer (pH 6.8) and resolved in 8% poly-
acrylamide minigels. Western blots were performed
according to Sambrook et al. [89]. Polyclonal rabbit
anti-b-gal (ICN Pharmaceuticals, OH) and monoclonal
mouse anti-Cx 43 (Chemicon International, CA) were
used for western analysis.

Immunohistochemistry
Immunofluorescence was used for the immunohisto-
chemical localization of b-gal immunoreactivity. A pri-
mary antibody polyclonal rabbit anti-b-gal or guinea pig
anti-b-gal (courtesy of Drs. Cindy Yee and Tom Finger)
was visualized by indirect immunofluoresence with a
secondary antibody linked to Rhodamine Red (Jackson
ImmunoResearch Laboratories, PA). A confocal laser-
scanning microscope (Olympus Fluoview) was used to
examine the immunofluoresence. Incubations without
primary antibodies resulted in no staining.

Electrophysiology
Underwater EOG recordings were performed to exam-
ine olfactory responses to odors [90]. The decapitated
mouse head was opened along the midline, and the
endoturbinates were exposed by removing the septum
(Figure 3A). Ringer’s saline containing 145 mM NaCl,
5 mM KCl, 20 mM N-2-hydroxyethylpiperazine-N’-2-
ethanesulfonic acid buffer (HEPES), 1 mM MaCl2, 1
mM CaCl2, 1 mM Na pyruvate and 5 mM D-glucose
(pH 7.2) was perfused continuously over the surface of

the turbinates. Saline and odorants were delivered by a
glass capillary through a gravity-fed computer-controlled
perfusion system with an approximate flow rate of
0.23 ml/s. Each odorant was presented 1 s for three times
in 1 min intervals. The second response was used for
analysis. Following stimulation with an odorant, the
capillary was washed with saline for 2-3 min until EOG
responses to saline were back to the basal level. Local
field potential was recorded under current clamp using
an Axopatch 200 B amplifier controlled by a PC compu-
ter with axon software (Clampex 8, Axon Instruments,
CA). The recording electrode was filled with 0.9% agar
made in Ringer’s saline with 1% neutral red. The elec-
trode was placed on the apical surface of endoturbinate
IIb (Figure 3A), and the reference Ag/AgCl electrode was
connected to bath saline. The recorded signals were low-
pass-filtered at 20 Hz, digitized at 500 Hz and analyzed
using the Axon software Clampfit. The EOG data were
presented as normalized response magnitudes calculated
as the magnitude of a test odorant divided by that of
immediately preceding benzaldehyde. The data are
shown as means and standard errors.

Calcium imaging to the intact olfactory epithelium
The decapitated mouse head was opened along the mid-
line, and the endoturbinates were exposed as described
above. The olfactory bulb and bones around ectoturbinates
were removed and the turbinates were loaded with fure-2
AM (Invitrogen, CA) similar to described before [91]. In
brief, the turbinates were incubated in oxygen-saturated
Ringer’s saline containing 5 μM Ca2+-sensitive dye fura-2
AM and 160 μg/ml nonionic dispersing agent Pluronic F-
127 at 37°C for 1 hr. They were mounted in a recording
chamber with endoturbinates face up as shown in Figure
3A and continuously perfused with saline throughout the
experiments. Ratiometric calcium imaging was performed
at excitations of 340 nm (F340) and 380 nm (F380) in an
Olympus upright microscope equipped with a 20×, 0.9
numerical aperture water immersion objective, a filter
wheel (Sutter Instruments, Novato, CA), a 175w xenon
lamp and a cooled CCD camera (SensiCam; Cooke Cor-
poration, MI). Images were collected every 4 s using a data
acquisition software Imaging Workbench 5.2 (Indec Bio-
systems, CA). The interval of stimuli was 15-40 s after the
previous response returned to baseline. There was no wait-
ing period immediately after BGA application because the
study was to examine if gap junction uncoupling by BGA
changes neuronal responses. Data were binned every four
frames after recordings using the Excel program and
presented as the ratio of F340/F380.

Odor exposure and odor map analysis
Odor exposures prior to determination of c-fos expres-
sion were as described previously [49] with minor
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modification. Individual mice were placed in a 5 l glass
jar and exposed to humidified fresh air for 40 min at
3.5 l/min and then exposed to octaldehyde delivered by
the same fresh air 3 min at 5 min intervals over a
30min period. The odor source was from a 47 mm
diameter beaker equilibrated with 0.001% of octaldehyde
diluted in odorless mineral oil.
Mice were sacrificed immediately after odor exposure,

perfused with 4% paraformaldehyde, and the olfactory
bulbs were harvested. Transverse sections (18 μm) of
the olfactory bulbs were cut in a plane perpendicular to
the olfactory tract [92]. Antisense cRNA transcribed
from a mouse recombinant cDNA clone corresponding
to positions 1842-1944 and 2061-2493 of the mouse
c-fos gene (MUSFOS) was used to determine expression
of c-fos mRNA in the juxtaglomerular cells surrounding
glomeruli. Glomeruli were scored as positive when an
arc of labeled juxtaglomerular cells spanning either 180°
in any orientation or two 90° arcs spanning any region
were identified.
The coordinates for each positive glomerulus are given

in rostrocaudal distance and radial angle around a section
where the anatomical landmarks served to determine the
origins for the radial measurements [92]. The first section
was defined by the point at which complete mitral cell
and external plexiform layers can be identified. The
0-180° axis was drawn parallel to the ventral aspect of the
subependymal layer. For the rostral sections, the origin
was taken as one-third the distance from the dorsal to
the ventral mitral cell layer. In sections containing the
accessory olfactory bulb (AOB), the origin was defined as
the point just ventral to the AOB. Posterior to the AOB,
the origin was placed at the granular cusp. Activated glo-
merular locations in cylindrical coordinates were deter-
mined using a plugin for ImageJ and the data were then
visualized as a color contour plot constructed in Microcal
Origin without normalization. A point to point Mann-
Whitney test was performed as in Schaefer et al. [49] to
compare the difference of odor maps. A detail descrip-
tion of an upgraded odor mapping program is described
elsewhere [48].

Acknowledgements
I thank Dr. Cecilia Lo for providing me with the pEFZ vector, Drs. Cindy Yee
and Tom Finger for guinea pig anti-b-galactosidase antibody, Dr. David
Young for statistical assistance in performing power calculations to
determine the sample size for EOG experiments, Yuanyuan Li, Eric Valesio
and Honghong Zhang for technical assistance, Dr. Robin Michaels for
comments on the manuscript and discussions, and Dr. Diego Restrepo for
help in designing some of the experiments and for stimulating discussions.
Some of this work was performed at the University of Colorado Denver in
Dr. Restrepo’s laboratory under NIH grants DC00566 DC00244, and DC04657
(to DR). The work was also supported by NIH grant DC04952 (to CZ) and
startup funds from Illinois Institute of Technology.

Authors’ contributions
CZ designed and performed the experiments.

Authors’ information
CZ is an assistant professor at the Illinois Institute of Technology. Her work
on functions of gap junctions in olfactory sensation started a decade ago at
the Rocky Mountain Taste and Smell Center, University of Colorado Denver.

Received: 16 February 2010 Accepted: 27 August 2010
Published: 27 August 2010

References
1. Buck LB: The molecular architecture of odor and pheromone sensing in

mammals. Cell 2000, 100:611-618.
2. Mombaerts P: Molecular biology of odorant receptors in vertebrates.

Annual Review of Neuroscience 1999, 22:487-509.
3. Wachowiak M, Cohen LB: Representation of odorants by receptor neuron

input to the mouse olfactory bulb. Neuron 2001, 32:723-735.
4. Bozza T, McGann JP, Mombaerts P, Wachowiak M: In vivo imaging of

neuronal activity by targeted expression of a genetically encoded probe
in the mouse. Neuron 2004, 42:9-21.

5. Spors H, Wachowiak M, Cohen LB, Friedrich RW: Temporal dynamics and
latency patterns of receptor neuron input to the olfactory bulb.
J Neurosci 2006, 26:1247-1259.

6. De Saint JD, Westbrook GL: Disynaptic amplification of metabotropic
glutamate receptor 1 responses in the olfactory bulb. J Neurosci 2007,
27:132-140.

7. Firestein S, Picco C, Menini A: The relation between stimulus and
response in olfactory receptor cells of the tiger salamander. J Physiol
(Lond) 1993, 468:1-10.

8. Reisert J, Matthews HR: Response properties of isolated mouse olfactory
receptor cells. J Physiol 2001, 530:113-122.

9. Ma M, Chen WR, Shepherd GM: Electrophysiological characterization of
rat and mouse olfactory receptor neurons from an intact epithelial
preparation. J Neurosci Methods 1999, 92:31-40.

10. Grosmaitre X, Vassalli A, Mombaerts P, Shepherd GM, Ma M: Odorant
responses of olfactory sensory neurons expressing the odorant receptor
MOR23: a patch clamp analysis in gene-targeted mice. Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA 2006, 103:1970-1975.

11. Duchamp-Viret P, Duchamp A, Chaput MA: Peripheral odor coding in the
rat and frog: Quality and intensity specification. J Neurosci 2000,
20:2383-2390.

12. Dermietzel R: Gap junction wiring: a ‘new’ principle in cell-to-cell
communication in the nervous system? Brain Res Brain Res Rev 1998,
26:176-183.

13. Lynch JW, Barry PH: Action potentials initiated by single channels
opening in a small neuron (rat olfactory receptor). Biophys J 1989,
55:755-768.

14. Maue RA, Dionne VE: Patch-clamp studies of isolated mouse olfactory
receptor neurons. J Gen Physiol 1987, 90:95-125.

15. Spray DC: Physiological properties of gap junction channels in the
nervous system. In Gap Junction in the Nervous System. Edited by: Spray
DC, Dermietzel R. R. G. Landes Company; 1996:39-58.

16. Maxeiner S, Dedek K, Janssen-Bienhold U, Ammermuller J, Brune H, Kirsch T,
Pieper M, Degen J, Kruger O, Willecke K, et al: Deletion of connexin45 in
mouse retinal neurons disrupts the rod/cone signaling pathway
between AII amacrine and ON cone bipolar cells and leads to impaired
visual transmission. J Neurosci 2005, 25:566-576.

17. Deans MR, Volgyi B, Goodenough DA, Bloomfield SA, Paul DL: Connexin36
is essential for transmission of rod-mediated visual signals in the
mammalian retina. Neuron 2002, 36:703-712.

18. Shelley J, Dedek K, Schubert T, Feigenspan A, Schultz K, Hombach S,
Willecke K, Weiler R: Horizontal cell receptive fields are reduced in
connexin57-deficient mice. Eur J Neurosci 2006, 23:3176-3186.

19. Schubert T, Maxeiner S, Kruger O, Willecke K, Weiler R: Connexin45
mediates gap junctional coupling of bistratified ganglion cells in the
mouse retina. J Comp Neurol 2005, 490:29-39.

20. Christie JM, Westbrook GL: Lateral excitation within the olfactory bulb. J
Neurosci 2006, 26:2269-2277.

21. Christie JM, Bark C, Hormuzdi SG, Helbig I, Monyer H, Westbrook GL:
Connexin36 mediates spike synchrony in olfactory bulb glomeruli.
Neuron 2005, 46:761-772.

22. Schoppa NE, Westbrook GL: AMPA autoreceptors drive correlated spiking
in olfactory bulb glomeruli. Nat Neurosci 2002, 5:1194-1202.

Zhang BMC Neuroscience 2010, 11:108
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2202/11/108

Page 14 of 16

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10761927?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10761927?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10202546?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11719211?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11719211?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15066261?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15066261?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15066261?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16436612?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16436612?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17202480?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17202480?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8254501?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8254501?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11136863?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11136863?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10595701?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10595701?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10595701?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16446455?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16446455?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16446455?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10704512?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10704512?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9651521?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9651521?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2470428?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2470428?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2442298?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2442298?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15659592?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15659592?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15659592?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15659592?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12441058?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12441058?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12441058?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16820008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16820008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16041717?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16041717?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16041717?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16495454?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15924862?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12379859?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12379859?dopt=Abstract


23. Zhang C, Finger TE, Restrepo D: Mature olfactory receptor neurons
express connexin 43. J Comp Neurol 2000, 426:1-12.

24. Zhang C, Restrepo D: Heterogeneous expression of connexin 36 in the
olfactory epithelium and glomerular layer of the olfactory bulb. J Comp
Neurol 2003, 459:426-439.

25. Zhang C: Expression of connexin 57 in the olfactory system in mice
[abstract]. Chem Senses 2008, 33:S60.

26. Zhang C, Restrepo D: Expression of connexin 45 in the olfactory system.
Brain Res 2002, 929:37-47.

27. Rash JE, Davidson KG, Kamasawa N, Yasumura T, Kamasawa M, Zhang C,
Michaels R, Restrepo D, Ottersen OP, Olson CO, et al: Ultrastructural
localization of connexins (Cx36, Cx43, Cx45), glutamate receptors and
aquaporin-4 in rodent olfactory mucosa, olfactory nerve and olfactory
bulb. J Neurocytol 2005, 34:307-341.

28. Sullivan R, Huang GY, Meyer RA, Wessels A, Linask KK, Lo CW: Heart
malformations in transgenic mice exhibiting dominant negative
inhibition of gap junctional communication in neural crest cells. Dev Biol
1998, 204:224-234.

29. Sullivan R, Lo CW: Expression of a connexin 43/beta-galactosidase fusion
protein inhibits gap junctional communication in NIH3T3 cells. J Cell Biol
1995, 130:419-429.

30. Das Sarma J, Lo CW, Koval M: Cx43/beta-gal inhibits Cx43 transport in the
Golgi apparatus. Cell Adhes Commun 2001, 8:249-252.

31. Das Sarma J, Meyer RA, Wang F, Abraham V, Lo CW, Koval M: Multimeric
connexin interactions prior to the trans-Golgi network. J Cell Sci 2001,
114:4013-4024.

32. Graziadei PP, Graziadei GA: Neurogenesis and neuron regeneration in the
olfactory system of mammals. I. Morphological aspects of differentiation
and structural organization of the olfactory sensory neurons. J Neurocytol
1979, 8:1-18.

33. Gonzales F, Farbman AI, Gesteland RC: Cell and explant culture of
olfactory chemoreceptor cells. J Neurosci Methods 1985, 14:77-90.

34. Margolis FL: A marker protein for the olfactory chemoreceptor neuron. In
Proteins of the Nervous System. Edited by: Bradshaw RA, Schneider DM. New
York: Raven Press; 1980:59-84.

35. Su T, Ding X: Regulation of the cytochrome P450 2A genes. Toxicol Appl
Pharmacol 2004, 199:285-294.

36. Piras E, Franzen A, Fernandez EL, Bergstrom U, Raffalli-Mathieu F, Lang M,
Brittebo EB: Cell-specific expression of CYP2A5 in the mouse respiratory
tract: effects of olfactory toxicants. J Histochem Cytochem 2003,
51:1545-1555.

37. Margolis FL, Verhaagen J, Biffo S, Huang FL, Grillo M: Regulation of gene
expression in the olfactory neuroepithelium: a neurogenetic matrix. Prog
Brain Res 1991, 89:97-122.

38. Ebrahimi FA, Chess A: Olfactory G proteins: Simple and complex signal
transduction. Current Biology 1998, 8:R431-R433.

39. Jones DT, Reed RR: Golf:an olfactory neuron specific-G protein involved in
odorant signal transduction. Science 1989, 244:790-795.

40. Araneda RC, Kini AD, Firestein S: The molecular receptive range of an
odorant receptor. Nat Neurosci 2000, 3:1248-1255.

41. Bozza T, Feinstein P, Zheng C, Mombaerts P: Odorant receptor expression
defines functional units in the mouse olfactory system. J Neurosci 2002,
22:3033-3043.

42. Kwak BR, Pepper MS, Gros DB, Meda P: Inhibition of endothelial wound
repair by dominant negative connexin inhibitors. Mol Biol Cell 2001,
12:831-845.

43. Getchell TV: Electrogenic sources of slow voltage transients recorded
from frog olfactory epithelium. J Neurophysiol 1974, 37:1115-1130.

44. Scott JW, Brierley T, Schmidt FH: Chemical determinants of the rat
electro-olfactogram. J Neurosci 2000, 20:4721-4731.

45. Curran-Everett D: Multiple comparisons: philosophies and illustrations.
Am J Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol 2000, 279:R1-R8.

46. Davidson JS, Baumgarten IM, Harley EH: Reversible inhibition of
intercellular junctional communication by glycyrrhetinic acid. Biochem
Biophys Res Commun 1986, 134:29-36.

47. Venance L, Premont J, Glowinski J, Giaume C: Gap junctional
communication and pahrmacological heterogeneity in astrocytes
cultured from the rat striatum. J Physiol 1998, 510:429-440.

48. Salcedo E, Zhang C, Kronberg E, Restrepo D: Analysis of training-induced
changes in ethyl acetate odor maps using a new computational tool to

map the glomerular layer of the olfactory bulb. Chem Senses 2005,
30:615-626.

49. Schaefer ML, Young DA, Restrepo D: Olfactory fingerprints for major
histocompatibility complex-determined body odors. J Neurosci 2001,
21:2481-2487.

50. White TW, Paul DL: Genetic diseases and gene knockouts reveal diverse
connexin functions. Annu Rev Physiol 1999, 61:283-310.

51. Dobrowolski R, Willecke K: Connexin-caused genetic diseases and
corresponding mouse models. Antioxid Redox Signal 2009, 11:283-295.

52. Desplantez T, Halliday D, Dupont E, Weingart R: Cardiac connexins Cx43
and Cx45: formation of diverse gap junction channels with diverse
electrical properties. Pflugers Arch 2004, 448:363-375.

53. Elenes S, Martinez AD, Delmar M, Beyer EC, Moreno AP: Heterotypic
docking of Cx43 and Cx45 connexons blocks fast voltage gating of
Cx43. Biophys J 2001, 81:1406-1418.

54. Gong X, Li E, Klier G, Huang Q, Wu Y, Lei H, Kumar NM, Horwitz J, Gilula NB:
Disruption of alpha3 connexin gene leads to proteolysis and
cataractogenesis in mice. Cell 1997, 91:833-843.

55. Miragall F, Hwang TK, Traub O, Hertzberg EL, Dermietzel R: Expression of
connexins in the developing olfactory system of the mouse. J Comp
Neurol 1992, 325:359-378.

56. Delay RJ, Dionne VE: Coupling between Sensory Neurons in the Olfactory
Epithelium. Chem Senses 2003, 28:807-815.

57. Deans MR, Gibson JR, Sellitto C, Connors BW, Paul DL: Synchronous activity
of inhibitory networks in neocortex requires electrical synapses
containing connexin36. Neuron 2001, 31:477-485.

58. Buntinas L, Zhang C, Restrepo D: Biophysical model of olfactory receptor
neuron pairs reveals mechanism for gap junction mediated
synchronized firing at threshold odor concentrations [abstract]. Chem
Senses 2005, 30:A83-A84.

59. Alexander DB, Goldberg GS: Transfer of biologically important molecules
between cells through gap junction channels. Curr Med Chem 2003,
10:2045-2058.

60. Veenstra RD, Wang HZ, Beblo DA, Chilton MG, Harris AL, Beyer EC, Brink PR:
Selectivity of connexin-specific gap junctions does not correlate with
channel conductance. Circ Res 1995, 77:1156-1165.

61. Harris AL: Connexin channel permeability to cytoplasmic molecules. Prog
Biophys Mol Biol 2007, 94:120-143.

62. Goldberg GS, Valiunas V, Brink PR: Selective permeability of gap junction
channels. Biochim Biophys Acta 2004, 1662:96-101.

63. Spray DC, Ye ZC, Ransom BR: Functional connexin “hemichannels": a
critical appraisal. Glia 2006, 54:758-773.

64. Bargiotas P, Monyer H, Schwaninger M: Hemichannels in cerebral
ischemia. Curr Mol Med 2009, 9:186-194.

65. Orellana JA, Saez PJ, Shoji KF, Schalper KA, Palacios-Prado N, Velarde V,
Giaume C, Bennett MV, Saez JC: Modulation of brain hemichannels and
gap junction channels by pro-inflammatory agents and their possible
role in neurodegeneration. Antioxid Redox Signal 2009, 11:369-399.

66. Gaietta G, Deerinck TJ, Adams SR, Bouwer J, Tour O, Laird DW, Sosinsky GE,
Tsien RY, Ellisman MH: Multicolor and electron microscopic imaging of
connexin trafficking. Science 2002, 296:503-507.

67. Valiunas V, Bukauskas FF, Weingart R: Conductances and selective
permeability of connexin43 gap junction channels examined in neonatal
rat heart cells. Circ Res 1997, 80:708-719.

68. Burra S, Jiang JX: Connexin 43 hemichannel opening associated with
Prostaglandin E(2) release is adaptively regulated by mechanical
stimulation. Commun Integr Biol 2009, 2:239-240.

69. Siller-Jackson AJ, Burra S, Gu S, Xia X, Bonewald LF, Sprague E, Jiang JX:
Adaptation of connexin 43-hemichannel prostaglandin release to
mechanical loading. J Biol Chem 2008, 283:26374-26382.

70. Hawat G, Baroudi G: Differential modulation of unapposed connexin 43
hemichannel electrical conductance by protein kinase C isoforms.
Pflugers Arch 2008, 456:519-527.

71. Ramachandran S, Xie LH, John SA, Subramaniam S, Lal R: A novel role for
connexin hemichannel in oxidative stress and smoking-induced cell
injury. PLoS One 2007, 2:e712.

72. DeVries SH, Schwartz EA: Hemi-gap-junction channels in solitary
horizontal cells of the catfish retina. J Physiol 1992, 445:201-230.

73. Fahrenfort I, Steijaert M, Sjoerdsma T, Vickers E, Ripps H, van AJ,
Endeman D, Klooster J, Numan R, ten EH, et al: Hemichannel-mediated

Zhang BMC Neuroscience 2010, 11:108
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2202/11/108

Page 15 of 16

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10980480?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10980480?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12687708?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12687708?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11852029?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16841170?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16841170?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16841170?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16841170?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9851855?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9851855?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9851855?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7542247?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7542247?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11739633?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11739633?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/438867?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/438867?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/438867?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3897728?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3897728?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15364544?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14566026?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14566026?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1839074?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1839074?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9637917?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9637917?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2499043?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2499043?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2499043?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11100145?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11100145?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11943806?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11943806?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11294890?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11294890?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4548085?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4548085?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10844041?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10844041?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10896857?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3947327?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3947327?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9705994?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9705994?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9705994?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16141292?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16141292?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16141292?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11264322?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11264322?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10099690?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10099690?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18831677?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18831677?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15048573?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15048573?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15048573?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11509355?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11509355?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11509355?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9413992?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9413992?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1332989?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1332989?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14654449?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14654449?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11516403?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11516403?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11516403?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12871102?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12871102?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7586229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7586229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17470375?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15033581?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15033581?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17006904?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17006904?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19275626?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19275626?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18816186?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18816186?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18816186?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11964472?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11964472?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9130452?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9130452?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9130452?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19641742?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19641742?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19641742?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18676366?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18676366?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18172602?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18172602?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17684558?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17684558?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17684558?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1380084?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1380084?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19564917?dopt=Abstract


and pH-based feedback from horizontal cells to cones in the vertebrate
retina. PLoS One 2009, 4:e6090.

74. Kamermans M, Fahrenfort I, Schultz K, Janssen-Bienhold U, Sjoerdsma T,
Weiler R: Hemichannel-mediated inhibition in the outer retina. Science
2001, 292:1178-1180.

75. Dando R, Roper SD: Cell-to-cell communication in taste buds through
ATP signaling from pannexin 1 gap junction hemichannels. J Physiol
2009, 587:5899-5906.

76. Huang YJ, Maruyama Y, Dvoryanchikov G, Pereira E, Chaudhari N, Roper SD:
The role of pannexin 1 hemichannels in ATP release and cell-cell
communication in mouse taste buds. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2007,
104:6436-6441.

77. Hegg CC, Greenwood D, Huang W, Han P, Lucero MT: Activation of
purinergic receptor subtypes modulates odor sensitivity. J Neurosci 2003,
23:8291-8301.

78. Simoes-de-Souza FM, Roque AC: A biophysical model of vertebrate
olfactory epithelium and bulb exhibiting gap junction dependent odor-
evoked spatiotemporal patterns of activity. BioSystems 2004, 73:25-43.

79. Nagao H, Yamaguchi M, Takahash Y, Mori K: Grouping and representation
of odorant receptors in domains of the olfactory bulb sensory map.
Microsc Res Tech 2002, 58:168-175.

80. Rubin BD, Katz LC: Optical imaging of odorant representations in the
mammalian olfactory bulb. Neuron 1999, 23:499-511.

81. Johnson BA, Leon M: Chemotopic odorant coding in a mammalian
olfactory system. J Comp Neurol 2007, 503:1-34.

82. Leon M, Johnson BA: Olfactory coding in the mammalian olfactory bulb.
Brain Res Brain Res Rev 2003, 42:23-32.

83. Xu FQ, Greer CA, Shepherd GM: Odor maps in the olfactory bulb. J Comp
Neurol 2000, 422:489-495.

84. Friedrich RW: Real time odor representations. Trends Neurosci 2002,
25:487-489.

85. Laurent G: Olfactory network dynamics and the coding of
multidimensional signals. Nat Rev Neurosci 2002, 3:884-895.

86. Walters E, Grillo M, Tarozzo G, Stein-Izsak C, Corbin J, Bocchiaro C,
Margolis FL: Proximal regions of the olfactory marker protein gene
promoter direct olfactory neuron-specific expression in transgenic mice.
J Neurosci Res 1996, 43:146-160.

87. Danciger E, Mettling C, Vidal M, Morris R, Margolis F: Olfactory marker
protein gene: its structure and olfactory neuron-specific expression in
transgenic mice. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 1989, 86:8565-8569.

88. Largent BL, Sosnowski RG, Reed RR: Directed expression of an oncogene
to the olfactory neuronal lineage in transgenic mice. J Neurosci 1993,
13:300-312.

89. Sambrook J, Fritsch EF, Maniatis T: Molecular cloning. A laboratory manual
New York: Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press 1989.

90. Chen S, Lane AP, Bock R, Leinders-Zufall T, Zufall F: Blocking adenylyl
cyclase inhibits olfactory generator currents induced by “IP3-odors”.
J Neurophysiol 2000, 84:575-580.

91. Restrepo D, Zviman MM, Rawson NE: Imaging of intracellular calcium in
chemosensory receptor cells. In Experimental Cell Biology of Taste and
Olfaction. Edited by: Spielman AI, Brand JG. Boca Raton: CRC Press;
1995:387-398.

92. Schaefer ML, Finger TE, Restrepo D: Variability of position of the P2
glomerulus within a map of the mouse olfactory bulb. J Comp Neurol
2001, 436:351-362.

doi:10.1186/1471-2202-11-108
Cite this article as: Zhang: Gap junctions in olfactory neurons modulate
olfactory sensitivity. BMC Neuroscience 2010 11:108. Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central

and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Zhang BMC Neuroscience 2010, 11:108
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2202/11/108

Page 16 of 16

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19564917?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19564917?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11349152?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19884319?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19884319?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17389364?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17389364?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12967991?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12967991?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14729280?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14729280?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14729280?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12203695?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12203695?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10433262?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10433262?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17480025?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17480025?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12668289?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10861521?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12220868?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12415296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12415296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8820963?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8820963?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2701951?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2701951?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2701951?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8423476?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8423476?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10899229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10899229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10899229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11438935?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11438935?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Expression of Cx43/&beta;-gal transcript and protein in the olfactory epithelium
	Cellular localization of Cx43/&beta;-gal mRNA and protein in the olfactory epithelium
	Introduction of the transgene does not alter expression of marker genes or other connexins in the olfactory epithelium
	OlfDNCX mice display altered electrophysiological responses to octaldehyde in ventral areas of the epithelium
	Calcium imaging reveals that octaldehyde-responsive neurons are susceptible to gap junction uncoupling reagents
	Octaldehyde-elicited odor activity maps differ between OlfDNCX and wild type mice

	Discussion
	Transgenic dominant negative approach to study the functional role of gap junctions
	Dysfunction of gap junctions alters olfactory responsiveness in the periphery
	Influence of connexin hemichannels in olfactory perception?
	Disruption of gap junctions may affect odor activity maps

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Generation of OlfDNCX transgenic mice
	Reverse transcription PCR
	Real time quantitative PCR
	In situ hybridization
	Western analysis
	Immunohistochemistry
	Electrophysiology
	Calcium imaging to the intact olfactory epithelium
	Odor exposure and odor map analysis

	Acknowledgements
	Authors' contributions
	Authors' information
	References

