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Short-Communication
The olfactory system is one of our fundamental senses, responsible

for the detection of airborne chemicals from our surroundings. These
chemicals include small volatile molecules, proteins, peptides to
gaseous substances, such as carbon dioxide, and provide valuable
information regarding the location of food, mates and potential
danger. The ability of the olfactory system to detect and orchestrate
appropriate behavioral response to these chemicals is critical for the
organism’s survival. Given the vast array of chemical substances in the
environment, it seems inevitable that the olfactory system uses a large
repertoire of odorant receptors (ORs), signaling pathways and
olfactory subsystems to sample its surroundings.

Over recent decades, the molecular and cellular mechanism
underlying odor signal transduction has been studied in great detail
and is well established. We now know that in vertebrates and C.
Elegans, odorants interact primarily with ORs, which are G-protein
coupled receptor (GPCRs) located on the membrane of olfactory
receptor neurons (ORNs). Binding of an odor to an OR triggers the
activation of second messenger cascades, of which, adenosine 3', 5'-
cyclic monophosphate (cAMP) was one of the first second messengers
proposed to mediate olfactory transduction at ORNs. Experiments
using biochemical and molecular biological techniques provided
evidence that when an odor binds to an OR, it stimulates the rapid
synthesis of cAMP via the activation of GPCRs and adenyl cyclase
[1-2]. Increased levels of cAMP cause the opening of cyclic-nucleotide-
gated channels (CNGC) [3-4], which are highly permeable to Ca2+ [5]
and their opening enhances Ca2+ concentration within the ORNs
[6-7]. cAMP-mediated Ca2+ increase has been shown to activate a
second conductance, such as Cl- or K+ [8-9], which ultimately results
in the generation of action potentials that carry odor-information to
the first-order olfactory centre (e.g. olfactory bulb) in the brain.

Studies carried out in the last decade also indicate that cAMP is not
the only second messenger mediating olfactory transduction at ORNs.
There is considerable evidence indicating that some odorants do not
induce an increase in cAMP but rather the concentration of inositol, 1,
4, 5-triphosphate (InsP3) is increased [1,10]. InsP3 formation can
increase intracellular Ca2+ [11] and activate Ca2+-dependent K+

channels or Ca2+-dependent non-specific cation channels [1,12-13],
which in turn generate receptor potential and depolarize the olfactory
neuron, thus providing a signal for further neuronal processing. In
addition to cAMP and InsP3, diverse olfactory transduction pathways,
such as the activation of cAMP/cGMP-gated channels [14] or the
generation of receptor potentials via activation or blockage of K+-
channels [15], have been reported to mediate olfactory transduction at
ORNs.

Unlike in vertebrates and C.elegans, in insects, the mechanism
underlying odor signal transduction remains somewhat controversial.
In insects, both metabotropic [16-18] and inotropic [19-20] mode of
signaling have been proposed to mediate olfactory transduction at
ORNs. Until recently, insect ORs were considered to be a member of
GPCRs [21-22]; however, new evidence suggests that insect ORs
exhibit a different membrane topology and differ in OR protein
sequence from vertebrate ORs [23-24]. Most insect ORs consist of a
heteromeric complex and express two distinct receptors: a universal
co-receptor Or83b, and one of the common ORs [25]. Insect ORs have
been shown to function both as odorant receptors and as ion channels
[20]; nevertheless, there are conflicting reports on whether the
ionotrophic insect ORs use intracellular messengers during odor
transduction processes. For instance, a study by Sato et al. [19]
reported a fast ionotrophic response and found no evidence of the
involvement of G-protein or cAMP, cGMP or InsP3 while Wicher et al.
[20] showed that insect ORs induce the synthesis of cAMP through a
G-protein that in turn activates Or83b, which serves as a cAMP-gated
ion channel.

It is clear that there are fundamental differences in odor-
transduction machinery between vertebrates and insects; however,
despite these differences, the odor-coding strategy remains similar
between these two groups. In both vertebrates and insects, odorants
are encoded by the activation of spatially distinct neural ensembles,
which respond with characteristic temporal dynamics. At the level of
ORNs, it has been shown that odorants belonging to one chemical
family are detected by ORNs expressing the same OR. The expression
of ORs follows the one receptor-one neuron rule according to which, a
given ORN expresses only one receptor gene [26-28]. ORNs expressing
the same OR extend axons that converge on the same glomerulus in
the primary olfactory center in the brain [29-31] and in this manner;
information about each odorant is conveyed via a segregated pathway
to the brain. Each odor is encoded in combinatorial fashion, and
different odorants are recognized by different combinations of ORs
[32-33]. At the level of antennal lobe/olfactory bulb, major neural
computations occur as the ORNs make synaptic connection with
projection neurons (PNs), which are the principal output neurons
(analogous to mitral/tufted cells in vertebrates), and the local
interneurons that provide lateral inhibition [34-35]. Odor information
is then relayed via projection neurons/mitral tufted neurons to higher
order brain centers for further processing [34-35].

At present, it is well established that the transduction mechanism at
ORNs is mediated by cAMP and/or InsP3-signaling pathway in an
odorant-dependent manner [36]; however, what is not completely
understood is how these two signaling systems interact during odor-
processing to affect the overall perception and adaptation to odorants.
In our recent study [37], we performed experiments to disrupt cAMP
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either alone or in conjunction with the InsP3-signaling pathway and
examined how it affected odor-evoked neural responses, and the ability
of flies to detect or adapt to an odor stimulus. Interfering-RNAi was
used to selectively knockdown adenyl cyclase gene (rutabaga), or
phosphodiesterase gene (dunce), and InsP3-signaling pathway cellular
targets, such as InsP3 receptor gene (e.g. itpr) or ryanodine receptor
gene (Ryr), at ORNs axon terminal at antennal lobe. Next, using in-
vivo bioluminescence Ca2+ imaging technique, the dynamics of ORNs
axon terminal response to three different odorants (e.g. spearmint,
citronella, octanol) was monitored. This was followed by olfactory
behavioral assay to study how perturbation of cAMP with or without
InsP3 affects perception (i.e. response that occurs after first odor-
exposure) and adaptation (i.e. response to repetitive odor-exposure)
behaviors. The findings of this study showed that cAMP disruption
results in a smaller amplitude and shorter duration Ca2+ response at
ORNs axon terminal at antennal lobe, an effect which is substantially
amplified if both cAMP and InsP3 are disrupted. Repeated
presentation of a given odorant leads to a gradual decrease in odor-
evoked Ca2+ response in wild-type flies indicating that the ORNs of
control flies adapts to an odor. Conversely, the ORNs of flies with
disrupted cAMP or cAMP and InsP3 failed to adapt to an odor.

Figure 1: Functional interaction between cAMP and the InsP3-
signaling pathway during odor-processing and olfactory-driven
behaviors. During olfactory transduction, odorants act via olfactory
receptors, G-protein and enzymes [e.g. adenylyl cyclase (AC) or
phospholipase (PLC)], to form second messengers, cAMP and
InsP3. Second messengers activate cyclic-nucleotide-gated-channels
(CNGC) or non-selective cation channels, and their opening
increases intracellular Ca2+ concentration. The resulting increase in
Ca2+ activates a second conductance (e.g. Cl-, K+ or cation),
leading to the generation of receptor potential. Simultaneous
activation of cAMP and the InsP3-signaling pathway allows the
animal to perceive and adapt to odorants due to the bi-phasic Ca2+-

response exhibited by the ORNs: activation of cAMP generates the
first-phase and is necessary for odor-perception while the InsP3-
signaling pathway triggers the second-phase and underlies
adaptation to odorants.

We had very few groups, however, which showed some degree of
adaptation, indicating that odor-adaptation impairments occur in an
odor and genotype-specific manner. In behavioral assay, the wild-type
flies were repelled by all three odorants, and following pre-exposure,
they displayed reduced repellence to odorants mainly due to
adaptation. In contrary, flies that had defective cAMP or cAMP and
InsP3 were unable to correctly detect or adapt to an odor stimulus. In
summary, in this study, we were able to directly assess the strength and
duration of ORNs axon terminal response to odorants while
manipulating cAMP and InsP3 in an intact, living fly and establish a
direct relationship between ORNs axon terminal calcium response and
odor-perception and odor-adaptation behaviors.

The above described study has provided new insights into the field
of olfactory transduction in insects. Firstly, it has provided in-vivo
functional evidence that cAMP and the InsP3-signaling pathway act in
synergy to mediate olfactory perception and adaptation mechanisms
in drosophila. Second, it has demonstrated the exact roles of these two
signaling pathways in generating odor-evoked neural response at
ORNs axon terminal at antennal lobe, and on odor-perception and
odor-adaptation behaviors. For instance, a model that was proposed in
the study by Murmu & Martin [37] suggested that odorants generate a
bi-phasic Ca2+ response at ORNs axon terminal, in which cAMP plays
an important role in the generation of first-phase response, while the
second-phase is mediated by the InsP3-signaling pathway. These
conclusions were drawn by combining the results of that study and a
previous study [38], where it was shown that under control conditions,
odorants generate a bi-phasic Ca2+ response. Disruption of the InsP3-
signaling pathway completely abolished the second-phase response,
whereas the first-phase remained unaffected. At the behavioral level,
exposing naive control flies to an odor caused avoidance behavior, and
a similar response was found in InsP3-disrupted flies; however,
following pre-exposure, control flies showed odor-adaptation while the
InsP3-disrupted flies were unable to adapt to an odor [38]. These
results suggest that InsP3 disruption mainly impairs odor-adaptation
and not the odor-perception process [38]. Interestingly, in our recent
study [37], we found that unlike InsP3, cAMP disruption does affect
the first-phase response, and impairs the fly’s ability to detect/perceive
an odor. Based on these results, we proposed that cAMP modulates the
first-phase of the bi-phasic Ca2+ response that is observed at ORNs
axon terminal and is important for olfactory perception, while the
InsP3-signaling pathway modulates the second-phase and is important
for odor-adaptation behaviors (Figure 1).

In view of the current controversy regarding whether or not second
messengers are involved in odor signal transduction in insects, the
findings of the above described study seems particularly important
since it provides in-vivo functional evidence that cAMP and the InsP3-
signaling pathway are involved in olfactory processing in drosophila.
Our recent study strongly suggests that odorants simultaneously
activate cAMP and the InsP3-signaling pathway. Activation of cAMP
and InsP3 do not simply serve the role of faithfully transducing
information about an odor stimulus; these two signaling systems
interact with each other to influence odor-coding, and olfactory-driven
behaviors.

Acknowledgement
I thank Andy McCourt for language corrections.

Citation: Murmu MS (2017) New Insights into the Roles of cAMP and InsP3 on Odor-Processing and Olfactory-Driven Behaviors. J Cell Signal 2:
136. 

Page 2 of 3

J Cell Signal, an open access journal Volume 2 • Issue 1 • 1000136



References
1. Schild D, Restrepo D (1998) Transduction mechanisms in vertebrate

olfactory receptor cells. Physiol Rev 78: 429-466.
2. Bargmann CI (2006) Comparative chemosensation from receptors to

ecology. Nature 444: 295-301.
3. Nakamura T, Gold GH (1987) A cyclic nucleotide-gated conductance in

olfactory receptor cilia. Nature 325: 442-444.
4. Persaud KC, Heck GL, DeSimone SK, Getchell TV, DeSimone JA (1988)

Ion transport across the frog olfactory mucosa: the action of cyclic
nucleotides on the basal and odorant-stimulated states. Biochim Biophys
Acta 944: 49-62.

5. Frings S, Seifert R, Godde M, Kaupp UB (1995) Profoundly different
calcium permeation and blockage determine the specific function of
distinct cyclic nucleotide-gated channels. Neuron 15: 169-179.

6. Restrepo D, Miyamoto T, Bryant BP, Teeter JH (1990) Odor stimuli
trigger influx of calcium into olfactory neurons of the channel catfish.
Science 249: 1166-1168.

7. Leinders-Zufall T, Rand MN, Shepherd GM, Greer CA, Zufall F (1997)
Calcium entry through cyclic nucleotide-gated channels in individual
cilia of olfactory receptor cells: spatiotemporal dynamics. J Neurosci 17:
4136-4148.

8. Kleene SJ, Gesteland RC (1991) Calcium-activated chloride conductance
in frog olfactory cilia. J Neurosci 11: 3624-3629.

9. Kurahashi T, Yau KW (1993) Co-existence of cationic and chloride
components in odorant-induced current of vertebrate olfactory receptor
cells. Nature 363: 71-74.

10. Bruch RC (1996) Phosphoinositide second messengers in olfaction.
Comp Biochem Physiol B Biochem Mol Biol 113: 451-459.

11. Restrepo D, Miyamoto T, Bryant BP, Teeter JH (1990) Odor stimuli
trigger influx of calcium into olfactory neurons of the channel catfish.
Science 249: 1166-1168.

12. Okada Y, Teeter JH, Restrepo D (1994) Inositol 1,4,5-trisphosphate-gated
conductance in isolated rat olfactory neurons. J Neurophysiol 71:
595-602.

13. Inamura K, Kashiwayanagi M, Kurihara K (1997) Inositol-1,4,5-
trisphosphate induces responses in receptor neurons in rat vomeronasal
sensory slices. Chem Senses 22: 93-103.

14. Pietrobon M, Zamparo I, Maritan M, Franchi SA, Pozzan T, et al. (2011)
Interplay among cGMP, cAMP, and Ca2+ in living olfactory sensory
neurons in vitro and in vivo. J Neurosci 31: 8395-8405.

15. Dubin AE, Dionne VE (1993) Modulation of Cl-, K+, and nonselective
cation conductances by taurine in olfactory receptor neurons of the
mudpuppy Necturus maculosus. J Gen Physiol 101: 469-485.

16. Gomez-Diaz C, Martin F, Alcorta E (2004) The cAMP transduction
cascade mediates olfactory reception in Drosophila melanogaster. Behav
Genet 34: 395-406.

17. Gomez-Diaz C, Martin F, Alcorta E (2006) The Inositol 1,4,5-
triphosphate kinase1 gene affects olfactory reception in Drosophila
melanogaster. Behav Genet 36: 309-321.

18. Kain P, Chakraborty TS, Sundaram S, Siddiqi O, Rodrigues V, et al. (2008)
Reduced odor responses from antennal neurons of G(q)alpha,
phospholipase Cbeta, and rdgA mutants in Drosophila support a role for
a phospholipid intermediate in insect olfactory transduction. J Neurosci
28: 4745-4755.

19. Sato K, Pellegrino M, Nakagawa T, Nakagawa T, Vosshall LB, et al. (2008)
Insect olfactory receptors are heteromeric ligand-gated ion channels.
Nature 452: 1002-1006.

20. Wicher D, Schäfer R, Bauernfeind R, Stensmyr MC, Heller R, et al. (2008)
Drosophila odorant receptors are both ligand-gated and cyclic-
nucleotide-activated cation channels. Nature 452: 1007-1011.

21. Clyne PJ, Warr CG, Freeman MR, Lessing D, Kim J, et al. (1999) A novel
family of divergent seven-transmembrane proteins: candidate odorant
receptors in Drosophila. Neuron 22: 327-338.

22. Gao Q, Chess A (1999) Identification of candidate Drosophila olfactory
receptors from genomic DNA sequence. Genomics 60: 31-39.

23. Smart R, Kiely A, Beale M, Vargas E, Carraher C, et al. (2008) Drosophila
odorant receptors are novel seven transmembrane domain proteins that
can signal independently of heterotrimeric G proteins. Insect Biochem
Mol Biol 38: 770-780.

24. Lundin C, Käll L, Kreher SA, Kapp K, Sonnhammer EL, et al. (2007)
Membrane topology of the Drosophila OR83b odorant receptor. FEBS
Lett 581: 5601-5604.

25. Benton R, Sachse S, Michnick SW, Vosshall LB (2006) A typical
membrane topology and heteromeric function of Drosophila odorant
receptors in vivo. PLoS Biol 4: e20.

26. Mombaerts P (2004) Genes and ligands for odorant, vomeronasal and
taste receptors. Nat Rev Neurosci 5: 263-278.

27. Couto A, Alenius M, Dickson BJ (2005) Molecular, anatomical, and
functional organization of the Drosophila olfactory system. Curr Biol 15:
1535-1547.

28. Vosshall LB, Wong AM, Axel R (2000) An olfactory sensory map in the
fly brain. Cell 102: 147-159.

29. Vassar R, Chao SK, Sitcheran R, Nuñez JM, Vosshall LB, et al. (1994)
Topographic organization of sensory projections to the olfactory bulb.
Cell 79: 981-991.

30. Mombaerts P, Wang F, Dulac C, Chao SK, Nemes A, et al. (1996)
Visualizing an olfactory sensory map. Cell 87: 675-686.

31. Gao Q, Yuan B, Chess A (2000) Convergent projections of Drosophila
olfactory neurons to specific glomeruli in the antennal lobe. Nat Neurosci
3: 780–785

32. Malnic B, Hirono J, Sato T, Buck LB (1999) Combinatorial receptor codes
for odors. Cell 96: 713-723.

33. Hallem EA, Carlson JR (2006) Coding of odors by a receptor repertoire.
Cell 125: 143-160.

34. Ng M, Roorda RD, Lima SQ, Zemelman BV, Morcillo P, et al. (2002)
Transmission of olfactory information between three populations of
neurons in the antennal lobe of the fly. Neuron 36: 463-474.

35. Uchida N, Poo C, Haddad R (2014) Coding and transformations in the
olfactory system. Annu Rev Neurosci 37: 363-385.

36. Boekhoff I, Breer H (1990) Differential stimulation of second messenger
pathways by distinct classes of odorants. Neurochem Int 17: 553-557.

37. Murmu MS, Martin JR (2016) Interaction between cAMP and
intracellular Ca(2+)-signaling pathways during odor-perception and
adaptation in Drosophila. Biochim Biophys Acta 1863: 2156-2174.

38. Murmu MS, Stinnakre J, Martin JR (2010) Presynaptic Ca2+-stores
contribute to odor-induced responses in Drosophila olfactory receptor
neurons. J Exp Biol 213: 4163-4173.

 

Citation: Murmu MS (2017) New Insights into the Roles of cAMP and InsP3 on Odor-Processing and Olfactory-Driven Behaviors. J Cell Signal 2:
136. 

Page 3 of 3

J Cell Signal, an open access journal Volume 2 • Issue 1 • 1000136

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/941e/0ad3b2b4faa1ebb8201664d04802d579ea7a.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/941e/0ad3b2b4faa1ebb8201664d04802d579ea7a.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/325442a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/325442a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0896-6273(95)90074-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0896-6273(95)90074-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0896-6273(95)90074-8
http://www.jneurosci.org/content/17/11/4136
http://www.jneurosci.org/content/17/11/4136
http://www.jneurosci.org/content/17/11/4136
http://www.jneurosci.org/content/17/11/4136
http://www.jneurosci.org/content/jneuro/11/11/3624.full.pdf
http://www.jneurosci.org/content/jneuro/11/11/3624.full.pdf
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v363/n6424/abs/363071a0.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v363/n6424/abs/363071a0.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v363/n6424/abs/363071a0.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0305-0491(95)02040-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0305-0491(95)02040-3
http://jn.physiology.org/content/71/2/595.long
http://jn.physiology.org/content/71/2/595.long
http://jn.physiology.org/content/71/2/595.long
http://jn.physiology.org/content/71/2/595.long
http://jn.physiology.org/content/71/2/595.long
http://jn.physiology.org/content/71/2/595.long
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6722-10.2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6722-10.2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6722-10.2011
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Modulation-of-Cl-K-and-nonselective-cation-Dubin-Dionne/a4b685b442c26bf0c56bb7840dad77f1be58268c
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Modulation-of-Cl-K-and-nonselective-cation-Dubin-Dionne/a4b685b442c26bf0c56bb7840dad77f1be58268c
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Modulation-of-Cl-K-and-nonselective-cation-Dubin-Dionne/a4b685b442c26bf0c56bb7840dad77f1be58268c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:BEGE.0000023645.02710.fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:BEGE.0000023645.02710.fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:BEGE.0000023645.02710.fe
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10519-005-9031-x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10519-005-9031-x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10519-005-9031-x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5306-07.2008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5306-07.2008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5306-07.2008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5306-07.2008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5306-07.2008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06850
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06850
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06850
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v452/n7190/full/nature06861.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v452/n7190/full/nature06861.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v452/n7190/full/nature06861.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/geno.1999.5894
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/geno.1999.5894
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2008.05.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2008.05.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2008.05.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2008.05.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2007.11.007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2007.11.007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2007.11.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn1365
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn1365
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.07.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.07.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.07.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)00021-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)00021-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81387-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81387-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/77680
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/77680
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/77680
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80581-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80581-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.01.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.01.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00975-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00975-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00975-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-neuro-071013-013941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-neuro-071013-013941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2016.05.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2016.05.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2016.05.014
http://jeb.biologists.org/content/213/24/4163
http://jeb.biologists.org/content/213/24/4163
http://jeb.biologists.org/content/213/24/4163

	Contents
	New Insights into the Roles of cAMP and InsP3 on Odor-Processing and Olfactory-Driven Behaviors
	Short-Communication
	Acknowledgement
	References


