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SUMMARY

There is a relationship between smell and taste disturbances and coronavirus infection.
These symptoms have been considered the best predictor of coronavirus infection, for
this reason, it was decided to evaluate the predictive value of the smell and taste test and
its association with the results of SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT and rapid diagnostic tests. in the
diagnosis of pathology. Methodology: 248 patients divided into 3 groups: asymptomatic,
symptomatic without chemosensory disorders, and chemosensory disorders alone. All of
them underwent SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT, a rapid diagnostic test and a test of Venezuelan
smell and basic taste at the beginning. Weekly follow-up with smell and taste test and
SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT until recovery. Results: 20.56% of patients had smell and taste
disorders to a variable degree and were positive by SARS-CoV-PCR-RT. 2.15.3% of
patients with chemosensory disorders were negative for COVID-19. The positive
predictive value of the smell and taste test was 57.3; Sensitivity 41.13% and specificity
69.35%. There were no statistically significant differences by age, sex and chemosensory
disorders. The predominant chemosensory disorder was the combination of mild
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hyposmia and hypogeusia and appeared in the company of other symptoms. Recovery
occurred in an average of 8.5 days, asynchronously with the SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR
negativization, which occurred up to more than 15 days after the senses recovered.
Maximum time of negativization of the RT-PCR of 34 days. Conclusion: chemosensory
disorders are a symptom and / or sign of coronavirus disease but cannot be considered
as predictors of said disease in this population studied. The gold standard remains the
SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT test. Rapid diagnostic tests should be used for follow-up.
Recommendations: it is necessary to expand the sample, include routine psychophysical
smell and taste tests to screen cases and take race and virus mutations into consideration
to explain behavior in certain populations.

Key words: Smell, taste, coronavirus, test, diagnosis.

INTRODUCTION

The incidence of smell and taste disorder in the early phase of SARS-CoV-2 infection
appears to be of predictive value in the course of the infection. Since the beginning of the
pandemic, multiple studies have reported a highly variable association between olfactory
dysfunction and the presence of other characteristic symptoms of coronavirus infection.
The first European multicenter study, which collects clinical data from 12 hospitals,
established that in an examined population of 417 patients with mild to moderate
presentation of COVID-19, the most common symptoms were cough, myalgia and loss
of appetite; while the symptoms related to otorhinolaryngology disorders were facial pain
and nasal obstruction. At least 86% of the cases had olfactory alterations and 88% had
taste alterations. Olfactory dysfunction appeared before another symptom in 11.8% of
cases (1)

The observation of a sudden loss of smell in association with the increase in cases of
coronavirus was reported in the United Kingdom, recently, however, the evidence seems
to be circumstantial since it was found as information provided in the social networks of
patients who presented this symptom in isolation. The authors reported 9 cases of sudden
anosmia without other associated symptoms in the first 3 weeks of the onset of the
coronavirus, and it should be noted that none of these patients was evaluated with a
specific test to assess the presence of the disorder. (2)

More recently, in another study carried out at the L. Sacco Hospital in Milan, ltaly, it is
established as a result of a survey of 59 patients out of 88 admitted that 33.9% had at
least one smell and / or taste disorder and 18.6 % both. Of this group of patients, 20.3%
presented olfactory symptoms prior to their admission to the hospital and 13.5% during
the stay. (3)
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The frequency of olfactory alterations associated with a viral infection is not new in
otorhinolaryngology; many viruses can cause olfactory dysfunction due to an
inflammatory process in the nasal mucosa and the development of rhinorrhea. Among
the viral agents that are associated with these alterations are rhinovirus, parainfluenza,
Epstein-Bar and some coronaviruses (4,5).

However, the observation that the olfactory dysfunction associated with SARS-CoV-2 is
not essentially associated with the appearance of rhinorrhea and nasal obstruction
suggests a different mechanism of action. Until now, the pathophysiology of taste and
smell disorders in SARS-CoV-2 infection is unknown. One of the most relevant evidences
on the mechanism of action of the coronavirus has been presented in an investigation
carried out in the olfactory mucosa of mice and analyzing data from human RNA
sequences, in which it was found that the 2 genes express the information for the ACE2
and TMPRSS2 receptors involved in the entry of COV-2 into the cell, are expressed in
the cells of the respiratory epithelium of the nasal cavity, support cells, Bowman's glands,
microvilli and stem cells of the olfactory mucosa, but not in olfactory sensory neurons,
suggesting that the olfactory damage mechanism is non-neural. Regarding damage to
the sense of taste, it seems to be directly on the taste receptor and the production of
cytokines that irritate the trigeminal and glossopharyngeal nerves related to the
transmission of the nerve signal to the central nervous system. (6)

Netland et al, determined in some transgenic mice an extensive replication of the virus in
the brain, with some regional differences and that this brain infection, in turn, was an
important factor in the aspiration pneumonia observed in some of the mice studied. The
generalized neuronal infection occurred after intranasal inoculation, which suggests that
its entry point may be through the olfactory bulb. This raises questions about the possible
future effects of the coronavirus in patients suffering from SARS-CoV-2 infection (7).

However, the mechanisms by which taste and olfactory tissue damage occurs during
SARS-CoV-2 infection remain unclear.

A large majority of initial reports on alterations in smell and taste in relation to coronavirus
infection were based on results collected by patient surveys, without corroborating the
diagnosis by psychophysical tests of chemosensory alterations. Patients were not
followed up systematically until recovery, nor was an association established with
diagnostic tests such as SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR or rapid diagnostic tests. These factors
have been able to influence the overestimation of the symptom as a predictor of the
disease. Similarly, the use of olfactory tests not adapted to the population studied may
lead to the presence of false positives and consequently an overestimation of the
diagnosis of chemosensory alterations.
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The previously described has motivated us to carry out an investigation, whose distinctive
character is the determination of the predictive value of the smell and taste tests in the
diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 infection and its relationship with other diagnostic tests such
as CRP -RT SARS-CoV-2 and rapid diagnostic tests as well as monitoring and
comprehensive observation of the patient's recovery from coronavirus infection.

In Venezuela, the first case of COVID-19 was reported in March of this year with a linear
behavior and a low number of cases reported until May, in which patients increased
exponentially and the severity of the clinical presentation has varied in some foci of the
country in relation to others, so that the results obtained may change due to the
penetration of the virus in the population and some predominant migratory characteristics
in the country.

METHODOLOGY

POPULATION AND SAMPLE

During the massive screening for SARS-CoV-2 infection, 500 suspected cases of COVID-
19 were evaluated, from the Capital District and the states of Miranda, La Guaira and
Nueva Esparta, which presented the highest concentration of positive cases while it was
carried ou this investigation. All individuals were: a. SARS-CoV-2 Rapid Diagnostic Test;
b. Test of the Venezuelan smell and basic taste. Of these, the individuals who gave their
informed consent to participate in the study were selected and excluded: a. patients with
acute or chronic rhinosinusitis, allergic rhinitis, obstructive rhinopathy previously known
to the patient; b. patients with a history of exposure to toxic, irritating chemicals that cause
alterations in the smell and taste and; c. patients with diabetic neuropathy of more than 1
year of evolution.

Of the 248 individuals who met the selection criteria, they were divided into three groups
(Table 1) and the following were performed: 1. Complete medical history that included
age, sex, epidemiological history of travel and contacts with positive cases, questioning
of suggestive respiratory symptoms and other symptoms, presence or absence of smell
and / or taste disorders. 2. General ENT physical examination, Venezuelan smell test and
basic taste test. 3. Rapid Diagnostic Tests for SARS-CoV-2 and nasopharyngeal sample
collection for SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR at the time of protocol entry. Then, weekly follow-up
of SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR tests and psychophysical tests were carried out until recovery
of the chemosensory disorder and negative RT-PCR. (Table 1)
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Subjects n (%) Description

104(41,93%) | Patient who previously did not present symptoms or

Asymptomatic signs related to the coronavirus

Patients who presented some of the following
symptoms: headache, cough, fever, general malaise,
chest pain, dyspnea, myalgia, arthralgia, chills,
hyporexia, nausea, vomiting, diarrhea and any
. o symptoms that have been described in the literature
Symptomatic 55(22,17%) | that were present and / or was suggestive of SARS-
Cov-2 infection, not involving smell and / or taste
disorders.

They presented some alteration of smell and / or taste,
Smell and taste 89(35,38%) | determined by the corresponding psychophysical
disorders tests.

Total 248(100%)

Table no. 1. Distribution of study patients

CLINICAL ASSESSMENT
Smell and Taste Test

The smell test used is a short adaptation of the Test of the University of Pennsylvania
(UPSIT), which consists of 2 notebooks with 10 odorant substances (5 in each, for a total
of 10) typical of the Venezuelan that were obtained from a study made in more than 1000
people. The substances are: coffee, chocolate, baby cologne, scented talcum powder,
liquid detergent, coconut essence, powder detergent, cinnamon, acetone and rum (8,9).
The patient must identify the corresponding odor on each page of the booklet and
distinguish between the distractors that are specified. It was decided to use an adapted
and previously validated test for the Venezuelan population, because some of the odorant
substances from other psychophysical tests were not recognized by the patients and were
susceptible to diagnostic errors. Furthermore, the Venezuelan test is inexpensive, easy
to make, and can be applied on a large scale. The quantitative scale for the diagnosis of
olfactory alterations with the Venezuelan test is dependent on the number of recognized
odorants:

Normosmia: 8-10
Mild hyposmia: 6-7
Moderate hyposmia: 5-4

Severe hyposmia: 2-3
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Anosmia: 0-1

The taste test was performed with the 5 basic flavors universally described: sweet, salty,
acid, bitter and umami (10) and the patient was diagnosed with ageusia if he did not
recognize flavors and hypogeusia if the patient recognized up to 4 flavors.

There is a qualitative diagnostic category for both olfactory and taste alterations, but they
were not evaluated in this study.

TESTS FOR SARS-CoV-2 RAPID DIAGNQOSIS (PDR)

Diagnostic tests No. IFU-COVID3-01 were used. Brand ANHUI DEEPBLUE MEDICAL
TECHNOLOGY CO. LTD. Lot: 20200307 IgM-IgG.

It is an antibody test kit (Colloidal Gold) that is used for the qualitative detection of
antibodies against the new coronavirus IgG / IgM in human serum, plasma and whole
blood. The test uses the principle of the antigen of the new recombinant coronavirus
(COVID-19) labeled with colloidal gold. A nitrocellulose membrane (NC) is sensitized with
rat anti-human IgM and IgG antibodies and polyclonal sheep anti-rat antibodies; When
the sample contains IgM antibodies, it comes into contact with the membrane (NC), a
compound is produced with the coronavirus antigen labeled with colloidal gold, it is
captured by the rat anti-human IgM antibodies, resulting in a colored line. If the sample
contains IgG antibodies, it forms a compound with the antigen labeled with colloidal gold,
this compound is captured by the rat anti-human IgG antibody, also resulting in a colored
line. When the samples contain IgM and IgG at the same time, they form 2 lines. When
there are no IgM or IgG antibodies in the sample, only one quality control line is marked
and the result is negative.

These tests were performed for screening at the beginning of the study, however, patients
were not excluded just because they could present a negative result. On the contrary, it
was decided to make a correlation between the patients with the rapid tests, RT-PCR and
psychophysical tests of smell and taste to determine their usefulness in the diagnosis and
subsequent follow-up.

COLLECTION AND TRANSFER OF RT-PCR SAMPLES for SARS-CoV-2

Patient samples were obtained with strict biosafety protocol and nasopharyngeal swab.
They were placed in YOCON brand viral transport medium, lot Y25200101 and stored at
a temperature between 2-8 C until the reference laboratory.
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The SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RTs were processed and reported by the Rafael Rangel National
Hygiene Institute of the Ministry of Popular Power for Health.

ETHICAL APPROVAL

This research was reviewed and approved by the Bioethics Committee of the “Hospital
University“ Dr. Carlos Arvelo ”, in addition each individual was informed about the study
and voluntarily signed the informed consent.

Figure n°1. METHODOLOGICAL SCHEME

Individuals with suspected infection: positive case contacts, international travel in the last 14 days,
sudden onset anosmia or hyposmia and / or ageusia / hypogeusia, respiratory symptoms with fever,
cough, malaise, myalgias, arthralgias, headache, chills, diarrhea, asymptomatic....

!

Anamnesis, physical examination, Smell and Taste Test, Rapid Tests

v

l Positive or negative: PCR-RT
Positive Negative
Isolation for 14 days Weekly CRP and psychophysical tests until recovery Look for another cause of the disorder

PCR and weekly psychophysical tests until recovery

Treatment according to guidelines established by MPPS Refer to external consultation

STATISTIC ANALYSIS

Descriptive statistics and measures of central tendency were used for the analysis for the
age groups and type of chemosensory disorder. In calculating the Predictive Value,
Sensitivity and Specificity of the diagnostic tests used, the Wilson points method was
used through the Openepi program, version 3. Open source calculator Diagnostic Test.

Regarding the correlations and statistical significance tests of the groups by gender, sex,
and diagnosis of chemosensory disorders, the SPSS v20 program was used.

RESULTS

Of a total of 500 patients in whom an initial screening was performed with rapid tests and
chemosensory tests, 248 subjects were chosen. It is important to note that it was decided
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to reduce the study population, because it was observed that in the first 252 individuals,
rapid tests were negative in 100% of cases, despite showing suspicious symptoms in
many of them, which it included smell and taste disorders. These initial patients could not
recover to complete the evaluation with RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2 and their follow-up was
difficult because some of them lived in areas with difficult access or in the interior of the
country. Of the 248 subjects who completed the study, the following characteristics were
observed:

Table No. 2. Age and Sex of patients evaluated

18-24 afios  25(10,08%)  13(5,24% 38 (15,32%)
25-31 afios  39(15,72%) 30(12,09%) 69(27,82%)
32-38 afios  29(11,68%) 27(10,88%) 56(22,58%)
39-45afios  13(5,24%)  17(6,85%)  30(12,09%)
46-52 afios  16(6,45%)  4(1,61%)  20(8,06%)
53-50 afios  16(6,45%)  7(2,82%)  23(9,27%)
60-66 afios  3(1,20%)  9(3,62%)  12(4,83%)

Total 141(56,85%) 107(43,14%) 248(100%)

The predominant age groups were 25-38 years (50.4%) and males with 56.85%. Age
average of 35.86 years.
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Table n°2 SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT tests, rapid diagnostic tests (PDR), general symptoms
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and chemosensory disorders upon entering the protocol.

Symptomatic
without
Asymptomatic | chemosensory [ Chemosensory .
Test disorders disorders Total n (%)
n (%) n(%) n(%)
PCR+/PDR+ 17(6,85%) 13(5,24%) 16(6,45%) | 46(18,54%)
PCR+/PDR- 25(10,08%) 18(7,25%) 35(14,11%)| 78(31,45%)
PCR-/PDR+ 25(10,08%) 3(1,20%) 2(0,8%)| 30(12,09%)
PCR-/PDR- 37(14,91%) 21(8,46%) 36(14,51%)| 94(37,90%)
Total 104(41,93%) 55(22,17%) 89(35,88%)| 248(100%)

Of the 248 individuals evaluated with smell and taste tests, RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2 and
PDR IgM / 1gG, 124 (50%) were SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT positive, 42 (33.87%) of them
were asymptomatic, 51 (41.12%) patients had smell and / or taste disorders or both
verified by the test. The other 31 (25%) positive patients were general symptomatic. Note
that there are 38 (15.32%) of the total cases that have smell and taste disorders and are
negative by SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR. 24 (9.6%) of negative symptomatic patients are also
observed.

Regarding the results of the PDR tests, it can be seen that of the 248 cases, 172 were
negative rapid test. This equates to 69.35% of the sample and only 30.64% (76) were
SARS-CoV-2 PDR positive. From this, it is important to note that in 30 (12.9%) patients
who were positive by rapid test, the definitive diagnosis by RT-PCR confirmed that they
were negative for SARS-CoV-2. Reverse situation in 78 patients (31.45%) in whom the
rapid test was negative and who finally were PCR-RT positive for SARS-CoV-2. This
shows a limited usefulness of rapid tests for the initial diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 infection.

Table n°3. Presence or absence of symptoms and SARS-CoV-2 infection.
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Asymptomatic
N(%)

Symptomatic
N(%)

Chemosensory disorders
N (%)

Total N (%)

PCR+ 42(16,93%) |31(12,5%) |51(20,56%) 124(50%)
PCR- 62(25%) 24(9,67%) | 38(15,32%) 124(50%)
total 104(41,93%) |55(22,17%) |89(35,88%) 248(100%)

Table 3 shows that of the 248 individuals studied, 89 (35.88%) had taste and / or smell
disorders, of these only 51 (20.56%) had SARS-Cov-2 infection by PCR -RT. Of the
positive cases, 16.93% reported having no symptoms during the questioning, while 12.5%
patients presented another symptom associated with COVID-19 that was not related to
smell and / or taste disorders.

If only positive cases of SARS-CoV-2 infection are taken into account, which correspond
to 124, then 41.12% (51) presented smell and taste disorders.

Table No. 4. Predictive Value of Chemosensory tests vs RT-PCR in the Diagnosis of
Infection by SARS-Cov-2.

Diagnostic Tests PCR-RT positive PCR-RT negative | Total
Test QS* positive | 51 38 89
Test QS* negative | 73 86 159

*QS test: Chemosensory test of smell and taste

The following values were obtained with a 95% confidence interval, using the Wilson
points method: sensitivity of 41.13% and specificity of 69.35% of the chemosensory test
in the diagnosis of COVID-19. The positive Predictive Value of the smell and taste test is
57.3% and the Negative Predictive Value is 54.09% .This means that a patient positive
by RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2 has 57.3% chances of having smell and taste disorders.
The diagnostic accuracy of the chemosensory test versus the SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR
application is 55.24%.

Table No. 5. General symptoms and chemosensory disorders in SARS-CoV-2 infection
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PCR-RT+
Symptom type (%)
Chemosensory disorders alone 15(18,29%)
Chemosensory disorders associated with other 36(43,90%)
symptoms
General symptoms 31(37,80%)
Total 82(100%)

Only 15 (18.29%) of the patients reported the smell and taste disorder before carrying out
the molecular diagnosis and before hospital admission as the only symptom and later
corroborated by the psychophysical smell and taste tests (Table 5). To be detailed
regarding the type of chemosensory alteration they presented, 5 (9.8%) had olfactory
alterations alone, 2 only with anosmia, 9 (17.64%) combined alterations of smell and taste
in variable degrees and 1 (1, 96%) taste alteration alone of the hypogeusia type.

43.90% (36) of the subjects, presented alterations of smell and taste in different degrees,
associated with other symptoms such as fever (5), headache, myalgia, arthralgia, chills,
odynophagia, hyporexia (20), dyspnea, dry cough and chest pain (2), myalgia alone (1),
fever, headache, and general malaise (8). Of this group of symptomatic subjects, only 10
(27.77 %%) manifested chemosensory disorder before hospital admission. 26 patients
(72.22%) required the chemosensory test to make the diagnosis of the alteration.

37.8% (31) SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR positive individuals presented general symptoms
without olfactory or taste disorders.

It should be noted that the analysis of this table has been carried out from the total number
of patients with symptoms associated with COVID-19 (82/124 positive cases), excluding
asymptomatic cases (42/124).

Table n°6. Age, sex and type of chemosensory disorder in SARS-CoV-2 patients.
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Female Male
Type of disorder 18-35 afios 36-51 afos > 52 afios 18-35 afos 36-51 afos > de 52 afios | Total
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) N(%) N(%)
Anosmia 0(0%) 2(3,92%) 1(1,96%) 0 1(1,96%) 1(1,96%) 5 (9,8%)
Mild hyposmia 5(9,8%) 1(1,96%) 1(1,96%) 5(9,8%) 4(7,84%) 1(1,96%) | 17(33,33%)
Moderate
hyposmia 1(1,96%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 1(1,96%) 0(0%) 1(1,96%) 3(5,88%)
Severe hyposmia 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 1(1,96%) 2(3,92%) 0(0%) 3(5,88%)
Hypogeusia 3(5,88%) 0(0%) 1(1,96%) 1(1,96%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 5(9,8%)
Both of them 3(5,88%) 3(5,88%) 1(1.96%) 7(13,72%) 1(1,96%) 3(5,88%) 18(35,29%)
Total 12(23,52%) 6(11.76%) 4(7,84%) 15(29,41%) 8(15,68%) 6(11,76%) 51(100%)

The presence of chemosensory disorders was observed in 29 male patients (56.86%)
and 43.14% of cases (22) in female. This does not represent a statistically significant

difference.

The most frequent chemosensory disorder was the combination of both disorders in 18
subjects (35.29%), followed by mild hyposmia in 17 patients (33.33%), hypogeusia in 9
patients (9.8%), moderate hyposmia in 3 cases (5.88%), severe hyposmia in 3 cases

(5.88%)

The presence of both disorders in both sexes did not show statistically significant
differences. Nor were significant differences by age observed. (p. <955 from 18 to 35

years old, p <.510 from 36 to 51 years old, p <.736 from over 52 years old) Table n°6
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Table No. 7. Evolution of chemosensory disorders in patients with SARS-CoV-2 infecti
on. Negative CRP-

Olfactory disorder recovery time PCR-RT-
< 6 days 19 0
7-14 days 22 7
15-20 days 6 19
>21 days 3 20
No improvement 1 0
(120days)

Undefined 0 S

20

Number of Patients
=S

i
\
§
\

A
g
§

N

0 1 2 3 1 5
Olfactory Index Grade

um U3 EE Day3 22 Days & Day7 @ Day8 [ Day10

Day of Testing

Figure 2: Olfactory index and average recovery from the disorder.In this image the data
grouped by olfactory index are observed (mild hyposmia 6-7, moderate hyposmia 4-5,
severe hyposmia 2-3, anosmia 0-1, normosmia 8- 10) and days of recovery. The
predominant type of olfactory disorder was mild hyposmia, with an average of 8.5 days
recovery.
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The average number of days of recovery from chemosensory disorder is 8.5 days and
the RT-CRP becomes 76% negative in a period greater than 15 days after the
improvement of the disorder. The patient with the shortest time of negative PCR was 7
days and the longest 34 days. There were 5 undefined cases, because they have
persisted positive to date or the correct follow-up was not carried out. Average time to
negative results by SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR of 20 days. Maximum time of negativization of
the RT-PCR of 34 days (table 7 and figure 3).
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Fig. 3 Progression of RT-PCR in patients with altered smell and taste

Discussion

The objective of this research was to determine the predictive value of the smell and taste
test in coronavirus infection and to characterize the symptoms and chemosensory
disorders in the study population, both patients infected and not infected by SARS-CoV-
2. A fundamental difference of this research in relation to other series, is that they were
evaluated with smell and taste tests, rapid diagnostic tests and SARS-CoV-2 PCR-RT in
3 groups of patients, asymptomatic, general symptomatic and with disorders
chemosensory disorders and from there we proceeded to determine their characteristics.
We observed that chemosensory disorders are present during the coronavirus infection,
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but not as predictive factors of the disease as described in most series and may also be
present in a significant number of patients without demonstrating a positive result for
SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR, which is a reason future research or further monitoring.

Series such as those published by Lechien et al (1) Gane et al (2) Spinato et al (11)
revealed a high frequency of smell and taste alterations that ranged between 19.4 and
88% in patients with coronavirus infection In these studies, objective assessment of
symptoms was not performed, but data were collected through surveys. It is important to
note that targeting the symptom is a priority to corroborate the diagnosis, since there are
patients who may perceive that they have a disorder but in fact, when examining it
exhaustively, it is not. The opposite can also happen, the person is considered
asymptomatic, but may carry a mild or qualitative disorder manifested by the inability to
discriminate or confuse certain smells and / or flavors.

Vaira et al. (12) performed smell and taste tests in 72 positive patients at the University
Hospital of Sassari, and 73.6% of the patients reported having chemosensory alterations.
This work showed hyposmia to a variable degree in 60 cases and anosmia in 2 patients.
The taste evaluation showed hypogeusia in 33 cases and complete ageusia in 1 patient.

Moein et al. (13) reported that 98% (59 of 60) of the patients had some type of olfactory
loss using the UPSIT test. We included 248 patients divided into the 3 groups, as
explained initially. We found that, of 124 positive cases for COVID-19, only 51 patients
had smell and taste disorders, to detail 28 patients with smell disorders to varying
degrees, 5 with anosmia, 17 with mild hyposmia, 3 with moderate hyposmia and 3 with
severe hyposmia. 18 patients presented a combination of smell and taste disorders (7
with anosmia, 2 with moderate hyposmia and 9 with mild hyposmia. The associated taste
disorder was hypogeusia) and 5 subjects had taste alterations only of the type
hypogeusia. We did not find ageusia in any case. The 51 patients affected with
chemosensory disorders correspond to 41.12% of the infected population. These data
contrast with the information of the previously mentioned authors. It is possible that the
type of olfactory test used in the evaluation of the cases has relevance in the results,
since there are some substances that the patients cannot recognize because they do not
belong to their olfactory and / or taste culture. For example, in the UPSIT test there are
substances such as lilac, turpentine or peanut butter that are not identified by many of the
Venezuelan patients and can sometimes be mistakenly considered pathological. Hence,
in our country we designed a smell test adapted to the Venezuelan population (8,9) The
other explanation for these results is related to the period of time in which this report was
made, since the rate of coronavirus infections in Venezuela, it began to show exponential
growth since May of this year.

We did not find significant differences in terms of the type of disorder, age and sex,
although the predominant type of olfactory disorder was the combination of both
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disorders, in males. These results are similar to those observed by Mackenzie et al (14)
in the systematic review of several published series on smell and taste alterations due to
COVID-19.

In relation to the cases that presented smell and taste disorders and whose diagnostic
tests were negative, it is difficult to determine whether the finding is related to another
viral etiology or the moment in which the RT-PCR tests were performed for SARS-CoV-
2 and the rapid test corresponded to a window period and warranted a second or third
sample collection for follow-up and observation of seroconversion to that described in the
methodology. Negative results from the RT-PCR test do not necessarily indicate that the
person has not contracted an infectious disease, as other individual factors, such as risk
of exposure and possible laboratory errors, must also be considered. False negative
results may occur if the specimen has not been properly collected, transported, handled,
or treated, does not exclude infection, and should not be the sole basis for treating
patients. (15) After approximately one week from the first clinical manifestations, the
sensitivity of molecular diagnosis (PCR) gradually decreases for SARS-CoV-2 infections,
due to the decrease in the number of virus particles in the epithelium of the tract
respiratory. In such cases, patients may have false negative results, despite ongoing
infection. However, we also observed that in many patients, positive RT-PCR results
persisted for more than 21 days.

Detection of SARS-CoV-2-specific serum antibodies allows for a rapid, cost-effective, and
reasonably sensitive clinical diagnosis of COVID-19, as immunoglobulins such as IgM
provide the initial humoral response during the early stage of viral infection, prior to
initiation of the adaptive high-affinity IgG response essential for long-term immune
memory. Research indicates that after SARS infection, IgM class antibodies can be
detected in the patient's blood approximately 6 days after infection, while IgG can already
be detected after 8 days. Since SARS-CoV-2 belongs to the same large family of viruses,
which includes those that cause Middle East Respiratory Syndrome (MERS) and Severe
Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS), it must be assumed that the process of producing
antibodies it will be similar to that of other viruses belonging to this family, while the
detection of IgG antibodies and IgM antibodies that act against SARS-CoV-2 may be an
indication of infection. Furthermore, the detection of IgM antibodies generally indicates a
recent exposure to SARS-CoV-2, whereas the detection of IgG antibodies in the case of
COVID-19 indicates exposure to the virus some time ago (16)

When using tests that detect IgM and IgG antibodies, it should be remembered that a
positive result may be evidence of a past infection, not an active infection. Negative
results of serological tests do not exclude SARS-CoV-2 infection, as the 'window period'
(delay in the production of antibodies) can exceed 7 days. Serological tests can also give
false positive results. This may be the case of a past or ongoing infection with virus strains
other than SARS-CoV-2, such as the HKU1, NL63, OC43, or 229E coronavirus.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.31.20185298

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.31.20185298; this version posted September 2, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Therefore, serological tests are applied as a complementary method to monitor the
epidemiological situation, although they can be performed faster and are less expensive
than genetic tests. This diagnostic method has limited sensitivity, but efforts to improve it
are ongoing as it is useful in controlling the infection. Due to insufficient data on, inter alia,
the dynamics of the immune response to infection and the diagnostic value of the tests
available to detect IgM and IgG class antibodies (including sensitivity, specificity, positive
and negative predictive value), In many countries, the use of serologic tests for diagnostic
purposes is currently not recommended. (16) With our findings regarding patients who
were symptomatic and with smell and taste disorders but negative by RT-PCR for SARS-
CoV-2 With a positive rapid test and the situation in which they presented negative results
by SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR but with chemosensory disorders, we concluded two situations:
at the time of evaluation they did not present sufficient antibody titers for diagnosis and
later they could seroconvert or b. Not all symptomatic patients are COVID-19, nor should
all individuals with chemosensory disorders necessarily be classified as infected with
coronavirus.

Recently Brann et al. (2020) have published the possible mechanisms by which olfactory
and taste alterations can occur in patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection and it has been
advocated that these represent the best predictor factor for coronavirus infection,
however the Positive predictive value of chemosensory disorders in our population does
not coincide with these statements. The sensitivity shown was 39.29% and specificity of
67.23% of the chemosensory test in the diagnosis of COVID-19. The positive Predictive
Value of the smell and taste test is 57.3% and the Negative Predictive Value is 54.09%.
This means that the probability that an individual with a positive RT-PCR test for SARS-
CoV-2 and a chemosensory test is positive is 57%. These findings also do not agree with
the Moein-Vaira series, where chemosensory disorder is considered. as a predictor of
disease.

18.29% of symptomatic patients reported chemosensory disorders before doing the RT-
PCR test for SARS-CoV-2, most of them manifested it during their hospitalization and it
was corroborated with the test (see table 5). These findings do not coincide with large
series such as those described by Mackenzie et al (2020) where chemosensory
alterations are the best predictors of coronavirus infection. The proportion of patients with
general symptoms such as fever, headache, myalgias, arthralgias, chills, hyporexia,
general malaise, not associated with smell and taste disorders (31 cases), is similar to
the patients who have these symptoms associated with the disorder (see table 5) in
contrast to the large series reported by Mackenzie et al.

Regarding the recovery time for smell and taste alterations, Hopkins (2020) reports that
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they are transitory and the recovery time varies between 5 days and 4 weeks, depending
on the severity of the symptoms. (17) These findings they were carried out through patient
surveys which are subjective and whose follow-up is doubtful. In this investigation, there
were 12 patients with anosmia (2 as the only manifestation of the disease). In the 124
positive patients for SARS-CoV-2, we were able to carry out a complete follow-up with
smell and taste tests and RT-PCR from the beginning, corroborating their spontaneous
recovery in the vast majority of them. Only one patient persists with anosmia-type smell
disorder, and in her other types of evaluations were carried out to establish the real cause
of it. At this point there is a similarity with what is reported in the literature, in terms of
recovery time. In our review of other investigations, we did not find any relationship
between the persistence of chemosensory alterations and the negativization of RT-PCR.
There appears to be no relationship between improvement in the disorder and viral load
detected by molecular and / or serological tests.

The low positive predictive value between the positivity of the chemosensory disorder and
the coronavirus infection or the presence of 42 asymptomatic patients positive for SARS-
CoV-2 in our study, could be due to several factors previously described, such as the time
in which the test began. study, early at the peak of infections, the lack of performance of
2 or more PCR-RT SARS-CoV-2 tests to follow-up suspected cases or hypothetical
factors among which the race, aspects related to the type of genetic mutations of the virus
and migratory movement. The mutation of the SARS-CoV-2 spike, which mediates
infection in human cells, has been described. Korber et al (2020) have specified 13
mutations, which are considered in a broader phylogenetic spectrum and can change with
geography and over time, which may confer some selective advantages in transmission
or resistance to infection of some populations. In the case of Europe, the Spike (spike)
D614G mutation was the dominant one and began to spread in February 2020, causing
such aggressive behavior in the population. There is evidence of recombination of strains
that circulate locally and that are indicative of infections by multiple strains (18) This
aspect is currently being investigated in Colombia and Venezuela (18) Rodriguez-
Morales et al. (18) described 3 genomic sequences of coronavirus mutations that can
explain the behavior of the disease in Venezuela, in specific areas such as Zulia, (in which
a significant migratory movement of people to and from Colombia and Brazil has been
observed) where the severity of the infection has been greater than those of other
geographical areas of the country (18) This hypothesis could provide an explanation to
understand why infections are mild or asymptomatic in some areas, severe in others, or
why the penetrance of chemosensory disorders is lower than in other reports.

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

In this research we cannot consider smell and taste disorders as predictive factors of
SARS-CoV-2 disease, but rather as clinical manifestations that patients may have during
the coronavirus infection and that are associated with other symptoms The patients
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evolve spontaneously and recover in a period between 3 days to 5 weeks with an average
of 8.5 days. We only observed one patient who had not recovered her sense of smell until
the end of this research phase, which corresponds to 120 days. More than 30% of the
positive population is asymptomatic, so it is recommended to carry out SARS-CoV-2 RT-
PCR on a large scale, and / or the implementation of the smell and taste test that allow
screening of a larger number of people , for diagnosis and control of disease progression.
It is recommended to expand the sample of future research to corroborate the findings
presented in this study.
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