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A B S T R A C T

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a neurodegenerative disorder in which there is a decline of cholinergic func-
tion. The symptomatic AD treatment involves the use of ChEIs (cholinesterase inhibitors) as rivastigimine,
a dual inhibitor. The human butyrylcholinesterase (BChE) is an enzyme that has specific roles in cholin-
ergic neurotransmission and it has been associated with AD. In the serum, BChE is found in four main
molecular forms: G1 (monomer); G1-ALB (monomer linked to albumin); G2 (dimer); and G4 (te-
tramer). The interaction between the products of BCHE gene and CHE2 locus results in CHE2 C5+ and CHE2
C5- phenotypes. CHE2 C5+ phenotype and BChE-K are factors that influence on BChE activity. This work
aimed to verify the proportions of BChE molecular forms, total and relative activity in 139 AD patients
and 139 elderly controls, taking into account K variant, CHE2 locus, rivastigmine treatment and clinical
dementia rating (CDR) of AD patients. Phenotypic frequencies of CHE2 C5+ and frequency of the carriers
of the K allele were similar between groups. Total BChE activity in plasma was significantly lower in AD
patients than in elderly controls. Furthermore, we found that reduction on plasma BChE activity is as-
sociated directly with AD progression in AD patients and that rivastigmine treatment has a stronger effect
on BChE activity within the CDR2 group. The reduction in BChE activity did not occur proportionally in
all molecular forms. Multiple regression analysis results confirmed that AD acts as the main factor in
plasma BChE activity reduction and that severe stages are related with an even greater reduction. These
findings suggest that the reduction of total plasma BChE and relative BChE molecular forms activity in
AD patients is probably associated with a feedback mechanism and provides a future perspective of using
this enzyme as a possible plasmatic secondary marker for AD.

© 2014 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a neurodegenerative disorder and the
most common cause of dementia. It is characterized pathological-
ly by the presence of amyloid plaques and neurofibrillary tangles
in the brain besides decline of cholinergic function. The choliner-
gic deficits in AD are strongly correlated with cognitive impairment
(Roberson and Harrell, 1997) which led to the formulation of the
“cholinergic hypothesis” (Davies and Maloney, 1976). This hypoth-
esis states that the inability to transmit neurologic impulses across
brain synapses is the cause of cognitive, global, and behavioral dys-
functions associated with dementia (Ladner and Lee, 1998).

Cholinesterases (ChE) are a family of enzymes that catalyze the
hydrolysis of acetylcholine (ACh) into choline and acetic acid, an es-
sential process for the restoration of the cholinergic neuron. There
are two cholinesterase types: acetylcholinesterase (AChE; EC 3.1.1.7)
and butyrylcholinesterase (BChE; EC 3.1.1.8). Both enzymes partic-
ipate in cholinergic neutrotransmission by hydrolyzing acetylcholine
in the central and peripheral nervous systems (Pohanka, 2011).

Based on cholinergic deficits in AD, cholinesterase inhibitors
(ChEIs) are the first-line drugs in the symptomatic treatment of AD
by inhibiting cholinesterase and thus resulting in increased syn-
aptic levels of acetylcholine neurotransmitter. Currently the most
prescribed ChEIs are donepezil, galantamine and rivastigmine. These
drugs are commonly used to treat patients with mild-to-moderate
AD (Qaseem et al., 2008) although Ferris et al.’s (2013) post-hoc anal-
ysis reinforces that rivastigmine may be an effective therapy in the
treatment of severe AD. Individual ChEIs differ from each other with
respect to their pharmacologic properties. Donepezil and galantamine
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are short-acting reversible competitive inhibitors, whereas
rivastigmine is actively metabolized by cholinesterase, thus making
it an intermediate-acting or ‘pseudo-irreversible’ inhibitor with an
intermediate duration of action (Jann et al., 2002). Although the
primary target of these agents is acetylcholinesterase (donepezil and
galantamine), rivastigmine shows equal affinity for both AChE and
BChE enzymes (Jann et al., 2002). These agents do not stop disease
progression, but clinical studies have shown that they temporari-
ly stabilize cognitive impairment and help to maintain global
function, often delaying the need for patient placement in nursing
homes by several months (Michaelis, 2003).

Human butyrylcholinesterase (BChE; EC 3.1.1.8) is the second-
ary acetylcholine (ACh)-hydrolyzing enzyme encoded by the BCHE
gene (3q26.1-q26.2) (Arpagaus et al., 1990) and it is found in the
neurofibrillary tangles and amyloid plaques of AD (Gómez-Ramos
and Morán, 1997), which suggests that it functions as a potential
modulator in the process. BChE is synthesized in the liver and dis-
tributed to several parts of the organism, including brain (Wescoe
et al., 1947). The butyrylcholinesterase activity is increased in elderly
brain (60–90 years) (Perry et al., 1978) and in AD patients’ brain,
mainly in the hippocampus and temporal cortex, suggesting a re-
lationship with the loss of episodic memory in AD (Arendt et al.,
1992; Perry et al., 1978) and cognitive decline in dementias (Perry
et al., 2003), respectively. Acetylcholinesterase (AChE) activity,
however, is reduced in AD brain and there was no correlation
between age and AChE activity (Perry et al., 1978). Studies suggest
that BChE may participate in the transformation of beta-amyloid
(Aβ) from an initially benign form to an eventually malignant form
associated with neuritic tissue degeneration and clinical demen-
tia (Darvesh et al., 2011; Guillozet et al., 1997). However, other
researchers found that BChE attenuates amyloid fibril formation and
its presence in amyloid plaques implies that this enzyme incorpo-
rates into Aβ fibrils at a late phase of their formation (Diamant et al.,
2006; Podoly et al., 2010).

In the serum, BChE is found in four molecular forms: G1
(monomer); G1-ALB (monomer linked to albumin); G2 (dimer) and
the most common form, G4 (tetramer) (Masson, 1979). The inter-
action between BChE tetramer and a protein encoded by CHE2 locus
(2q33-35) results in a complex named C5 band, identified in elec-
trophoresis only in 10.3% of a Southern Brazilian population
(Chautard-Freire-Maia et al., 1991). The CHE2 C5+ and CHE2 C5− phe-
notypes correspond to the presence and absence of the band,
respectively (Harris et al., 1962). CHE2 C5+ individuals have BChE
activity approximately 30% higher than CHE2 C5− individuals
(Chautard-Freire-Maia et al., 1991). Over 65 genetic variants were
described for the BCHE gene (Souza et al., 2005), and the K variant
(BChE-K; 1615A; rs1803274) is the most studied as a risk factor for
AD and it was primarily associated with 33% reduction of BChE mol-
ecules in plasma (Rubinstein et al., 1978).

Considering the debate about the change in BChE expression and
hydrolytic activity and the role on AD neuropathology, this work
aims to verify the proportions of BChE molecular forms (G1, G1-
ALB, G2 and G4), total and relative activities in AD patients and
elderly controls, taking into account K variant and CHE2 locus. More-
over, this study has the purpose to assess the total and molecular
forms activity of butyrylcholinesterase in AD patients treated and
not treated with rivastigmine at different stages of the disease.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Sample

Blood samples were collected from 139 patients with Alzheim-
er’s disease from the Clinical Hospital of the Federal University of
Paraná (HC-UFPR) and Curitiba Neurology Institute (INC); and 139
elderly controls cognitively healthy, both groups constituted mainly

of euro-Brazilian from Southern Brazil. The present work was de-
signed as a case–control study and both groups were paired for sex,
age and years of schooling. Other forms of dementia have been ex-
cluded in the patient group with AD. All subjects read, accepted and
signed the term of informed consent. This study was previously ap-
proved by the ethical committee from HC-UFPR under registration
1192.117.11.08. The AD patients were diagnosed according to the
NIA-AA (National Institute on Aging and Alzheimer’s Association)
criteria for probable AD (McKhann et al., 2011). Clinical Dementia
Rating (CDR) originally developed by Hughes et al. (1982) and
adapted by Morris (1993) was used to classify the degree of de-
mentia in mild (CDR1), moderate (CDR2) and severe (CDR3). The
mini-mental state examination (MMSE) is a screening test that was
used to detect cognitive impairment in patients and controls. It was
originally published by Folstein et al. (1975) and the Portuguese
version used in the present study was developed by Bertolucci et al.
(1994). The control group was screened by neuropsychological tests
and submitted to an evaluation of impairment of daily activities,
and then selected according to reference values for the correspond-
ing age group.

2.2. Laboratory analysis

The samples were coded and processed to obtain the plasma.
Plasma BChE activity was measured using propionylthiocholine as
substrate at 25 °C as the protocol of Dietz et al. (1972) modified by
Evans and Wroe (1978). CHE2 locus phenotypes were identified by
acid agar gel electrophoresis (pH: 6.50) (Van Ros and Vervoot, 1973).
The detection of BChE bands in plasma was made according to
Boberg et al. (2010). Relative Intensity (RI) of each band was mea-
sured using KODAK 1D Image Analysis Software produced by KODAK,
and the relative activity (RA) of each band (G1, G1-ALB, G2 and G4)
was the result of multiplication of total BChE plasma activity by the
RI of each band detected in the polyacrylamide gel. DNA extrac-
tion was performed by a salting-out method (Lahiri and Nurnberger,
1991) and then diluted to a final concentration of 20 ng/μL.
Genotyping of K variant (rs1803274) was obtained by TaqMan SNP
Genotyping Assay produced by Life Technologies according to
Simão-Silva et al. (2013).

2.3. Statistical analysis

Allele and genotype frequencies of the K variant and pheno-
type frequencies of the CHE2 locus were obtained by direct counting
and compared between groups with χ2 test with assistance of the
Clump program (Clump Sham and Curtis, 1995). Kolmogorov–
Smirnov test was used to test for normality of variables distribution.
The comparisons between means were performed by t-test (para-
metric variables) or by Mann–Whitney test (non- parametric
variables). Multiple regression analysis was performed to evaluate
the independent effect of variables. A 5% level of significance was
adopted for all the statistical analyses performed.

3. Results

3.1. Sample characterization

Patients and elderly control characteristics are shown in Table 1.
Women–men ratios were similar in patient and control group
(χ2 = 2.53, p = 0.11). The patient group was a compound of 52 men
and 87 women. In the rivastigmine treated patient group (n = 37),
all individuals treated with this drug were included. In the no-
rivastigmine treated group (n = 99), all patients who were not taking
this drug, while under treatment with another type of ChEI or
memantine, were included. The CDR groups analyzed were
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age-homogeneous (CDR1 = 71.2 ± 8.21; CDR2 = 72.3 ± 11.23;
CDR3 = 72.2 ± 9.02).

3.2. Case–control study: AD patients × elderly controls

Table 2 shows that mean total BChE activity in plasma was sig-
nificantly higher in elderly controls (6.45 KU/L ± 1.49) than in patients
with AD (5.52 KU/L ± 1.54; t = 5.17, p = 4.49 × 10−7) as the relative
mean activity of G4, G1-ALB and G1 bands. Mean total BChE activ-
ity and relative activity of G4 and G1 BChE bands remained
significantly lower in patients than in controls even when only no-
rivastigmine treated patients were considered (p = 0.0016; p = 0.0056;
p = 0.0095, respectively). The reduction in BChE activity did not occur
proportionally in all molecular forms, since the dimer showed no
significant difference in activity in patients and controls.

Frequencies of loco CHE2 phenotypes and of carriers of the K allele
were similar between patients and controls (χ2 = 0.46, p = 0.50 and
χ2 = 0.63, p = 0.43, respectively). The genotype distributions were in
Hardy–Weinberg equilibrium.

Since mean total BChE activity was significantly higher in the
control group than in the AD patient group, a multiple regression
analysis was conducted considering AD presence, sex, CHE2 phe-
notype, K variant presence and rivastigmine treatment as
independent variables and total BChE activity as the dependent vari-
able. These results confirmed that AD and K variant are independent
factors for decreasing total BChE activity in plasma (β = 0.29 ± 0.06,
p = 2.43 × 10−6; β = 0.19 ± 0.06, p = 0.0018, respectively).

Whereas significant difference was found between the means of
molecular forms activity in patients and controls, it was con-
ducted another regression analysis considering each molecular form
as a dependent factor. Thus, about G1 and G1-ALB, both AD and K
variant act as independent factors in the decrease of activity. On
the other hand, considering G4 as the dependent variable, only AD
is a significant factor in the decrease of tetramer activity
(β = 0.28 ± 0.06, p = 7.09 × 10-6). Regarding the dimer, only K variant
acts in the decrease of this molecular form activity (β = −0.17 ± 0.06,
p = 0.0053).

3.3. Patients study: rivastigmine treated × no-rivastigmine treated
and AD progression

Table 3 shows means of MMSE score, total BChE activity and rel-
ative activities of BChE bands (G4, G2, G1-ALB and G1) in each CDR
group. The means of MMSE score were significantly different
between CDR1 and CDR2 (t = 5.71; p = 1.37 × 10−7); CDR1 and CDR3
(t = 14.83; p = 1.5 × 10−25) and CDR2 and CDR3 (t = 8.31;
p = 1.23 × 10−12). Means of ATV were significantly different only
between CDR1 and CDR3 (t = 2.47; p = 0.015) and the same was true
for means of relative activity of G4 (t = 2.47; p = 0.016) and G1
(t = 2.61; p = 0.011).

Mean total BChE activity and mean relative activity of G4, G2 and
G1-ALB BChE bands were significantly higher in the no-rivastigmine
treated patients than in the rivastigmine-treated patients. The means
of MMSE scores were not different between rivastigmine-treated
and no-rivastigmine treated patients (Table 4).

There were no significant differences in total BChE activity and
mean MMSE scores between rivastigmine-treated and no-
rivastigmine treated patients in CDR1 and CDR3 groups. However,
in the CDR2 group, the mean total BChE activity was significantly
lower in the rivastigmine-treated patients (4.28 KU/L ± 1.19) than
no-rivastigmine treated patients (6.07 KU/L ± 1.50; t = 3.98,
p = 0.0003) (Table 5) as the relative activities of all BChE molecu-
lar forms (Table 6).

Since mean total BChE activity was different among CDRs groups
and between rivastigmine-treated and no-rivastigmine treated pa-
tients, a multiple regression analysis was conducted considering
CDR, sex and rivastigmine treatment as independent variables
and total BChE activity as the dependent variable. This analysis
confirmed that CDR acts as an independent factor in the decrease
of total plasma BChE activity (β = 0.21 ± 0.09, p = 0.0259). Consid-
ering G4 and G1 as dependent variables, similar results were
obtained.

Table 1
Means ± standard deviations (S.D.) for age, years of schooling and Mini Mental State
Examination (MMSE) scores in patients and controls and p values for comparisons
between means.

Patients
n = 139

Controls
n = 139

p2

Mean ± S.D. Mean ± S.D.

Age1 72.16 ± 9.54 71.17 ± 8.08 0.37
Years of schooling 5.99 ± 5.08 7.13 ± 4.9 0.06
MMSE 14.33 ± 8.29 27.09 ± 2.39 0.00

1 Patient’s age was determined according to the age of onset of AD symptoms
(n = 116).

2 t-test for parametric variable; Mann–Whitney U test for non-parametric variable.

Table 2
Means ± standard deviations (S.D.) and p value of total BChE activity (ATV) and rel-
ative activity of BChE bands (G4, G2, G1-ALB and G1) in patients and controls.

Patients
n = 139

Controls
n = 139

p (t-test)

Mean (KU/L) ± S.D. Mean (KU/L) ± S.D.

ATV 5.52 ± 1.54 6.45 ± 1.49 4.49 × 10−7

G4 3.24 ± 0.93 3.78 ± 1.06 9.17 × 10−6

G2 0.77 ± 0.36 0.84 ± 0.54 0.1100
G1 – ALB 0.73 ± 0.38 0.87 ± 0.39 0.0028
G1 0.78 ± 0.45 0.97 ± 0.49 0.0008

Table 3
Means ± standard deviations (S.D.) of MMSE scores, total BChE activity (ATV) (KU/L)
and relative activity of BChE bands (G4, G2, G1-ALB and G1) (KU/L) within each CDR
patient group.

CDR1
n = 48

CDR2
n = 47

CDR3
n = 41

Mean ± S.D. Mean ± S.D. Mean ± S.D.

MMSE 21.23 ± 4.79 15.11 ± 5.64 5.37 ± 5.30
ATV 5.88 ± 1.39 5.54 ± 1.63 5.11 ± 1.56
G4 3.39 ± 0.93 3.33 ± 1.02 2.94 ± 0.77
G2 0.79 ± 0.32 0.74 ± 0.40 0.79 ± 0.38
G1-ALB 0.77 ± 0.35 0.73 ± 0.41 0.70 ± 0.38
G1 0.93 ± 0.47 0.74 ± 0.41 0.67 ± 0.46

Table 4
Means ± standard deviations (S.D.) of total BChE activity (ATV), relative activity of
BChE bands (G4, G2, G1-ALB and G1) and MMSE score in rivastigmine-treated pa-
tients (RVG) and no-rivastigmine treated patients (No-RVG).

RVG
n = 37*

NO-RVG
n = 99*

p (t-test)

Mean (KU/L) ± S.D. Mean (KU/L) ± S.D.

MMSE 14.27 ± 8.18 14.47 ± 8.34 0.90
ATV 4.76 ± 1.52 5.84 ± 1.45 0.0002
G4 2.82 ± 0.85 3.41 ± 0.92 0.0009
G2 0.64 ± 0.30 0.82 ± 0.37 0.0067
G1 – ALB 0.59 ± 0.35 0.79 ± 0.38 0.0054
G1 0.72 ± 0.54 0.82 ± 0.42 0.2600

* In the “Patients study”, the total number of patients was 136 because there was
no information on the treatment for all 139.
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4. Discussion

The evidence of the BCHE knockout mouse has an essentially
normal phenotype (Li et al., 2000; Mesulam et al., 2002) and that
numerous human BChE mutations, many that silence the enzyme
with minimal physiological effect, suggest that the enzyme may be
redundant. However, according to Johnson and Moore’s (2012)
review, structurally and functionally, BChE is neither a vestigial nor
a degenerate AChE, but a unique enzyme with detoxification and
synaptic efficiency. Phylogenetic analysis of BChE and AChE expres-
sion indicates that these two enzymes have emerged from a common
precursor whose function was to hydrolyze acetylcholine. There-
fore, the ACHE and BCHE genes arose by gene duplication after the
emergence of cholinergic systems (Chatonnet and Lockridge, 1989;
Hall and Spierer, 1986; Pritchard et al., 1994; Toutant, 1989). Thus,
BCHE appears to be a good example of a gene that has survived by
subfunctionalization, the proposal in which two genes, original and
duplicate, split the functions of the original gene between them
(Johnson and Moore, 2012).

It is noteworthy that BChE is found in the central and periph-
eral nervous systems and it is the major ACh hydrolyzing enzyme
in plasma (Lampón et al., 2012) which is virtually free of AChE
(Brimijoin and Hammond, 1988). BChE levels in the body exceed
those of AChE in all tissues except muscle and brain (Li et al., 2000).
The human body contains ten times more molecules of BChE than
AChE (Manoharan et al., 2007). In the Alzheimer’s disease, acetyl-
cholinesterase is lost up to 85% in specific brain regions, whereas
butyrylcholinesterase levels, chiefly the G1 form, rise with disease
progression (Arendt et al., 1992; Perry et al., 1978).

Our results showed that there is a reduction in total plasma BChE
activity in AD patients when compared to elderly controls (Table
2). Furthermore, we also found that there is a reduction in the total
plasma BChE activity with the AD progression as well as in the MMSE
scores in AD patients. The decrease in total BChE activity was par-
ticularly significant between mild (CDR1) and severe AD stage (CDR3)
patient groups (Table 3). Interestingly, the regression analysis results
showed that AD is the main factor that influences the BChE activ-
ity in the case–control study, and the stage of disease (CDR) is the
main factor that acts further reducing the plasma activity of this

enzyme among patients. This fact highlights that Alzheimer’s disease
is the first element that alters the homeostasis of the peripheral BChE
activity while the evolution of the disease is the second one that
exacerbates this decline in patients.

These results may be explained by BChE kinetic response to con-
centrations of ACh. It is known that BChE is less efficient in ACh
hydrolysis at low concentrations but highly efficient at higher ones,
a situation in which AChE becomes substrate inhibited (Silver, 1974).
Considering that AD is characterized by a cholinergic neuron loss
and a progressive decline in acetylcholine (ACh) levels, the periph-
eral higher BChE activity becomes unnecessary in this condition,
remaining at lower levels by a feedback mechanism. This hypoth-
esis is supported by the fact that the activity of this enzyme is
reduced peripherally with disease progression while high levels are
progressively found in the brain with AD. According to Giacobini
et al. (2002), the absolute levels of BChE activity in plasma and CSF
(cerebrospinal fluid) were not significantly associated. This sug-
gests that the BChE activity and its changes measured in CSF of AD
patients does not have its origin from plasma, but most likely from
the brain, presumably as a consequence of the higher BChE activ-
ity found in the brain of AD patients.

Additionally, we found that the decrease in the activity of BChE
in patients was not homogeneously distributed to all molecular
forms. We observed a significant reduction in G4, G1 and G1-ALB
relative activities, but this did not occur with the G2 band (Table
2). Similarly, we found that this reduction was also not homoge-
neous when considering disease progression in patients. In this case,
there were no significant reductions in the relative activity of G2
and G1-ALB between CDR1 and CDR3 patient groups (Table 3). These
results differ from those of Boberg et al. (2010) and Silva et al. (2012)
who reported a homogeneous reduction of all molecular forms, in
a case–control study with obese and in a physical exercise
intervention study with obese adolescents, respectively. Consider-
ing the different results found in the present study, it is possible that
AD interferes in the regulation of proportionality between the rel-
ative activities of BChE molecular forms, which may further affect
the role of this enzyme in the peripheral cholinergic system in AD
progression.

Whereby BChE activity appears to be involved in the transfor-
mation of Aβ plaques from a benign diffuse state to the compact
malignant form (Guillozet et al., 1997), non-selective inhibition may
therefore help to slow down the formation of these plaques in AD
patients’ brain (Giacobini, 2000). Evidence suggests that inhibi-
tion of both AChE and BChE by rivastigmine may be beneficial in
treating the cognitive decline of AD (Giacobini et al., 2002) and might
have the potential to provide the greatest long-term benefits
(Darreh-Shori and Soininen, 2010).

Activities of AChE in CSF and of BChE in plasma and CSF are
stronglyinhibited by rivastigmine, and this inhibition is associated
with improved cognitive performance (Giacobini et al., 2002). Sim-
ilarly, the Darreh-Shori et al. (2002) study verified that rivastigmine
causes persistent inhibition of AChE and BChE in CSF (by 36% for
AChE and 45% for BChE) as well as plasma (27% for AChE and 33%
for BChE) in eleven patients with mild AD. We found that patients

Table 5
Means ± standard deviations (S.D.) of MMSE and total BChE activity (ATV) in rivastigmine-treated patients (RVG) and no-rivastigmine treated patients (No-RVG) within each
CDR group.

CDR1
n = 48*

CDR2
n = 47*

CDR3
n = 41*

ATV (KU/L) MMSE ATV (KU/L) MMSE ATV (KU/L) MMSE

RVG 5.51 ± 1.36 22.5 ± 4.97 4.28 ± 1.19 15.71 ± 3.89 4.65 ± 1.88 5.75 ± 5.59
No-RVG 6.00 ± 1.41 20.92 ± 4.82 6.07 ± 1.50 14.85 ± 6.28 5.39 ± 1.39 5.18 ± 5.24
p (t-test) 0.3352 0.3650 0.0003 0.6356 0.1768 0.7625

* In the “Patients study”, the total number of patients was 136 because there was no information on the treatment for all 139.

Table 6
Means ± standard deviations (S.D.) of relative activity of the BChE bands (G4, G2, G1-
ALB AND G1) in rivastigmine-treated patients (RVG) and no-rivastigmine treated
patients (No-RVG) within the CDR2 group. All BChE bands activities are presented
in KU/L.

CDR2
n = 47

RVG
n = 14

No-RVG
n = 33

p (t-test)

G4 2.82 ± 0.88 3.55 ± 1.01 0.0235
G2 0.46 ± 0.27 0.86 ± 0.38 0.0009
G1- ALB 0.46 ± 0.21 0.84 ± 0.43 0.0023
G1 0.55 ± 0.28 0.83 ± 0.43 0.0323
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treated with rivastigmine have total BChE and G4, G2 and G1-ALB
activities significantly lower compared with patients not treated with
this inhibitor (Table 4), confirming the action of this drug on the
plasma BChE activity.

We found a significant reduction in plasma BChE activity in the
CDR2 group rivastigmine treated patients when compared with no-
rivastigmine treated ones (Table 5). Similar results occurred with
the relative activity of all the molecular forms of BChE in the CDR2
group (Table 6). These findings suggest that a stronger rivastigmine
effect is observed in patients with moderate AD than in mild and
severe stage patients. The peripheral BChE inhibition was not cor-
related with changes of performance in speed/attention- and
memory-related tasks (Giacobini et al., 2002) but the common side
effects (nausea, gastrointestinal upset, and diarrhea) observed due
to ChEIs acting in the peripheral nervous system are most notable
for rivastigmine (Bullock et al., 2006; Casey et al., 2010). Also, our
results show that the side effects may be intensified in the CDR2
patient group just because the rivastigmine peripheral action seems
to be more intense than in CDR1 and CDR3 groups. The reduction
in BChE activity observed in the moderate phase is a relevant clin-
ical finding, whereas the cholinergic signaling is involved in
peripheral homeostasis through activation of the parasympa-
thetic system and mediating both neuromuscular and inflammatory
responses (Ofek and Soreq, 2013).

The BChE-K (K variant) is characterized by the substitution A539T
in the tetramerization domain of the enzyme. Primarily, it was as-
sociated with 33% reduction of BChE molecules in plasma (Rubinstein
et al., 1978) and with a 30% decreased capacity of hydrolyzing
butyrylthiocholine (Bartels et al., 1992). However, Altamirano et al.
(2000) reported that BChE-K demonstrates no apparent differ-
ences from wild-type BChE and this mutation does not affect
hydrolytic activity neither tetramer formation. According to Podoly
et al. (2009) BChE-K is inherently unstable and shows impaired
quaternary organization when compared with the wild-type, re-
sulting in reduced hydrolytic activity and predicting prolonged
acetylcholine maintenance and protection from AD. However, other
findings demonstrated that K variant was considerably less effec-
tive in attenuating the accumulation of Aβ fibrils than BChE wild-
type (Diamant et al., 2006). Thus, this variant may pose either a
risk or a protective factor in AD (Podoly et al., 2009). This study
found no association between the K variant and AD, similar to the
study of Simão-Silva et al. (2013) in a southeastern Brazilian pop-
ulation. The debate of the BChE function on AD neuropathology
was accompanied by several studies that aimed to verify associa-
tion between BChE-K and Alzheimer’s disease. Some of them found
the BCHE-K was associated with AD (Lehmann et al., 1997; McIlroy
et al., 2000; Raygani et al., 2004; Tilley et al., 1999; Wiebusch et al.,
1999) and others found no association (Alvarez-Arcaya et al., 2000;
Ki et al., 1999; Singleton et al., 1998). Bizzarro et al. (2010), in turn,
suggest a protective effect of K variant, since the authors found it
in a lower frequency in AD patients when compared to healthy
controls and to fronto-temporal dementia (FTD) patients. In con-
trast to Podoly et al. (2009), in the present study it was verified
that the K variant acts by reducing G2, G1 and G1-ALB relative
activities and not the tetramer (G4), which suffered greater influ-
ence of AD itself.

In conclusion, we demonstrated that there is lower total plasma
BChE activity in AD patients than in elderly controls and that the
reduction on plasma BChE activity is associated directly with AD
progression. Thus, this work shows evidence that AD acts as a main
factor in lowering plasma BChE activity and that severe stages are
related with an even greater reduction. Another interesting finding
was the fact that rivastigmine showed a stronger effect in reduc-
ing peripheral BChE activity in patients with moderate AD, which
are, therefore, more likely to suffer side effects. Furthermore, we ob-
served that the reduction of relative activity of BChE molecular forms

was not homogeneous. The failure to maintain proportionality
between molecular forms of BChE in AD may suggest that the disease
interferes in the homeostasis regulation and may further affect the
role of this enzyme in the peripheral cholinergic system. We propose
that plasma BChE activity may be used as a secondary marker in
AD, and that periodic measurement of peripheral BChE activity may
be useful for evaluating AD progression, especially as this is an as-
sessment that lacks side effects.

Acknowledgement

Grants and scholarships were received from Coordination for Im-
provement of Higher Education (CAPES).

References

Altamirano, C.V., Bartels, C.F., Lockridge, O., 2000. The butyrylcholinesterase K-variant
shows similar cellular protein turnover and quaternary interaction to the wild
type enzyme. J. Neurochem. 74, 869–877.

Alvarez-Arcaya, A., Combarros, O., Llorca, J., et al., 2000. The butyrylcholinesterase
K variant is a protective factor for sporadic Alzheimer’s disease in women. Acta
Neurol. Scand. 102, 350–353.

Arendt, T., Bruckner, M., Lange, M., et al., 1992. Changes in acetylcholinesterase and
butyrylcholinesterase in Alzheimer’s disease resemble embryonic development
– a study of molecular forms. Neurochem. Int. 21, 381–396.

Arpagaus, M., Kott, M., Vatsis, K.P., et al., 1990. Structure of the gene for human
butyrylcholinesterase. Evidence for a single copy. Biochemistry 29, 124–131.

Bartels, C.F., Jensen, F.S., Lockridge, O., et al., 1992. DNA mutation associated with
the human butyrylcholinesterase K-variant and its linkage to the atypical variant
mutation and other polymorphic sites. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 50, 1086–1103.

Bertolucci, P.H., Brucki, S.M., Campacci, S.R., et al., 1994. O mini-exame do estado
mental em uma população geral: impacto da escolaridade. Arq. Neuropsiquiatr
52, 1–7.

Bizzarro, A., Guglielmi, V., Lomastro, R., et al., 2010. BChE K variant is decreased in
Alzheimer’s disease not in fronto-temporal dementia. J. Neural Transm. 117,
377–383.

Boberg, D., Furtado-Alle, L., Souza, R.L.R., et al., 2010. Molecular forms of
butyrylcholinesterase and obesity. Genet. Mol. Biol. 33, 452–454.

Brimijoin, S., Hammond, P., 1988. Butyrylcholinesterase in human brain and
acetylcholinesterase in human plasma: trace enzymes measured by two-site
immunoassay. J. Neurochem. 51, 1227–1231.

Bullock, R., Bergman, H., Touchon, J., et al., 2006. Effect of age on response to
rivastigmine or donepezil in patients with Alzheimer’s disease. Curr. Med. Res.
Opin. 22, 483–494.

Casey, D.A., Antimisiaris, D., O’Brien, J., 2010. Drugs for Alzheimer’s disease: are they
effective? P T 35, 208–211.

Chatonnet, A., Lockridge, O., 1989. Comparison of butyrylcholinesterase and
acetylcholinesterase. Biochem. J. 260, 625–634.

Chautard-Freire-Maia, E.A., Primo-Parmo, S.L., Picheth, G., et al., 1991. C5 isozyme
of serum cholinesterase and adult weight. Hum. Hered. 41, 330–339.

Clump Sham, P.C., Curtis, D., 1995. Monte Carlo tests for associations between disease
and alleles at highly polymorphic loci. Ann. Hum. Genet. 59, 97–105.

Darreh-Shori, T., Soininen, H., 2010. Effects of cholinesterase inhibitors on the activities
and protein levels of cholinesterases in the cerebrospinal fluid of patients with
Alzheimer’s disease: a review of recent clinical studies. Curr. Alzheimer Res. 7,
67–73.

Darreh-Shori, T., Almkvist, O., Guan, Z.Z., et al., 2002. Sustained cholinesterase
inhibition in AD patients receiving rivastigmine for 12 months. Neurology 59,
563–572.

Darvesh, S., Cash, M.K., Reid, G.A., et al., 2011. Butyrylcholinesterase is associated
with β-amyloid plaques in the transgenic APPSWE/PSEN1dE9 mouse model of
Alzheimer disease. J. Neuropathol. Exp. Neurol. 71, 2–14.

Davies, P., Maloney, A.J., 1976. Selective loss of central cholinergic neurons in
Alzheimer’s disease. Lancet 2, 1403.

Diamant, S., Podoly, E., Friedler, A., et al., 2006. Butyrylcholinesterase attenuates
amyloid fibril formation in vitro. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 103, 8628–8633.

Dietz, A.A., Rubinstein, H.M., Lubrano, T., et al., 1972. Improved method for the
differentiation of cholinesterase variants. Am. J. Genet. 24, 58–64.

Evans, R.T., Wroe, J., 1978. Is serum cholinesterase activity a predictor of succinyl
choline sensitivity? An assessment of four methods. Clin. Chem. 24, 1762–1766.

Ferris, S., Karantzoulis, S., Somogyi, M., et al., 2013. Rivastigmine in moderately
severe-to-severe Alzheimer’s disease: severe impairment battery factor analysis.
Alzheimers Res. Ther. 5, 63.

Folstein, M.F., Folstein, S.E., McHugh, P.R., 1975. Mini-Mental State: a practical method
for grading the cognitive state of patients for clinician. J. Psychiatr. Res. 12,
189–198.

Giacobini, E., 2000. Cholinesterase inhibitors: from the Calabar bean to Alzheimer
therapy. In: Giacobini, E. (Ed.), Cholinesterases and Cholinesterase Inhibitors.
Martin Dunitz, London, pp. 181–226. LIVRO.

61G.F. Bono et al./Neurochemistry International 81 (2015) 57–62

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0010"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0010"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0010"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0015"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0015"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0015"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0020"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0020"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0020"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0025"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0025"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0030"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0030"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0030"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0035"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0035"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0035"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0040"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0040"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0040"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0045"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0045"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0050"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0050"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0050"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0055"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0055"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0055"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0060"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0060"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0065"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0065"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0070"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0070"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0075"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0075"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0080"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0080"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0080"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0080"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0085"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0085"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0085"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0090"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0090"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0090"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0095"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0095"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0100"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0100"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0105"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0105"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0110"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0110"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0115"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0115"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0115"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0120"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0120"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0120"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0125"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0125"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0125"


Giacobini, E., Spiegel, R., Enz, A., et al., 2002. Inhibition of acetyl- and butyryl-
cholinesterase in the cerebrospinal fluid of patients with Alzheimer’s disease
by rivastigmine: correlation with cognitive benefit. J. Neural Transm. 109,
1053–1065.

Gómez-Ramos, P., Morán, M.A., 1997. Ultrastructural localization of
butyrylcholinesterase in senile plaques in the brains of aged and Alzheimer
disease patients. Mol. Chem. Neuropathol. 30, 161–173.

Guillozet, A.L., Smiley, J.F., Mash, D.C., et al., 1997. Butyrylcholinesterase in the life
cycle of amyloid plaques. Ann. Neurol. 42, 909–918.

Hall, L.M.C., Spierer, P., 1986. The Ace locus of Drosophila melanogaster: structural
gene for acetylcholinesterase with an unusual 5′ leader. EMBO J. v (5), 2949–2954.

Harris, H., Hopkinson, D.A., Robson, E.B., 1962. Two-dimensional electrophoresis of
pseudocholinesterase components in human serum. Nature 196, 1296–1298.

Hughes, C.P., Berg, L., Danziger, W.L., et al., 1982. A new clinical scale for the staging
of dementia. Br. J. Psychiatry 140, 566–572.

Jann, M.W., Shirley, K.L., Small, G.W., 2002. Clinical pharmacokinetics and
pharmacodynamics of cholinesterase inhibitors. Clin. Pharmacokinet. 41,
719–739.

Johnson, G., Moore, S.W., 2012. Why has butyrylcholinesterase been retained?
Structural and functional diversification in a duplicated gene. Neurochem. Int.
61, 783–797.

Ki, C.S., Na, D.L., Kim, J.W., et al., 1999. No association between the genes for
butyrylcholinesterase K variant and apolipoprotein E4 in late onset Alzheimer’s
disease. Am. J. Med. Genet. 88, 113–135.

Ladner, C.J., Lee, J.M., 1998. Pharmacological treatment of Alzheimer disease: the
cholinergic hypothesis revisited. J. Neuropathol. Exp. Neurol. 57, 719–731.

Lahiri, D.K., Nurnberger, J.L., Jr., 1991. A rapid non-enzymatic method for the
preparation of HMW DNA from blood for RFLP studies. Nucleic Acids Res. 19,
5444.

Lampón, N., Hermida-Cadahia, E.F., Riveiro, A., et al., 2012. Association between
butyrylcholinesterase activity and low-grade systemic inflammation. Ann.
Hepatol. 11, 356–363.

Lehmann, D.J., Johnston, C., Smith, A.D., 1997. Synergy between the genes for
butyrylcholinesterase K variant and apolipoprotein E4 in late-onset confirmed
Alzheimer’s disease. Hum. Mol. Genet. 6, 1933–1936.

Li, B., Stribley, J.A., Ticu, A., et al., 2000. Abundant tissue butyrylcholinesterase and
its possible function in the acetylcholinesterase knockout mouse. J. Neurochem.
75, 1320–1331.

Manoharan, I., Boopathy, R., Darvesh, S., et al., 2007. A medial health report on
individuals with silent butyrylcholinesterase in Vysya community of India. Clin.
Chim. Acta 378, 128–135.

Masson, P., 1979. Formes moleculaires multiples de la butyrylcholinesterase du
plasma humain. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 578, 493–504.

McIlroy, S.P., Crawford, V.L., Dynan, K.B., et al., 2000. Butyrylcholinesterase K variant
is genetically associated with late onset Alzheimer’s disease in Northern Ireland.
J. Med. Genet. 37, 182–185.

McKhann, G.M., Knopman, D.S., Chertkow, H., et al., 2011. The diagnosis of dementia
due to Alzheimer’s disease: recommendations from the National Institute on
Aging and Alzheimer’s Association workgroup. Alzheimers Dement. 7, 263–
269.

Mesulam, M.M., Guillozet, A., Shaw, P., Levey, A., Duysen, E.G., Lockridge, O., 2002.
Acetylcholinesterase knockouts establish central cholinergic pathways and can
use butyrylcholinesterase to hydrolyse acetylcholine. Neuroscience 110, 627–639.

Michaelis, M.L., 2003. Drugs targeting Alzheimer’s disease: some things old and some
things new. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 304, 897–904.

Morris, J., 1993. The Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR): current version and scoring
rules. Neurology 43, 2412–2414.

Ofek, K., Soreq, H., 2013. Cholinergic involvement and manipulation approaches in
multiple system disorders. Chem. Biol. Interact. 203, 113–119.

Perry, E., McKeith, I., Ballard, C., 2003. Butyrylcholinesterase and progression of
cognitive deficits in dementia with Lewy bodies. Neurology 60, 1852–1853.

Perry, E.K., Perry, R.H., Blessed, G., et al., 1978. Changes in brain cholinesterases in
senile dementia of Alzheimer type. Neuropathol. Appl. Neurobiol. 4, 273–277.

Podoly, E., Shalev, D.E., Shenhar-Tsarfaty, S., et al., 2009. The butyrylcholinesterase
K variant confers structurally derived risks for Alzheimer pathology. J. Biol. Chem.
284, 17170–17179.

Podoly, E., Hanin, G., Soreq, H., 2010. Alanine-to-threonine substitutions and amyloid
diseases: butyrylcholinesterase as a case study. Chem. Biol. Interact. 187, 64–71.

Pohanka, M., 2011. Cholinesterases, a target of pharmacology and toxicology. Biomed.
Pap. Med. Fac. Univ. Palacky Olomouc Czech. Repub 155, 219–230.

Pritchard, D., Brown, A., Toutant, J.-P., 1994. The molecular forms of
acetylcholinesterase from Neceuor americanus (Nematoda), a hookworm parasite
of the human intestine. Eur. J. Biochem. 219, 317–323.

Qaseem, A., Snow, V., Cross, J.T., Jr., 2008. Current pharmacologic treatment of
Dementia: a clinical practice guideline from the American College of Physicians
and the American Academy of Family Physicians. Ann. Intern. Med. 148, 370–378.

Raygani, A.V., Zahrai, M., Soltanzadeh, A., et al., 2004. Analysis of association between
Butyrylcholinesterase K variant and apolipoprotein E genotypes in Alzheimer’s
disease. Neurosci. Lett. 371, 142–146.

Roberson, M., Harrell, L.E., 1997. Cholinergic activity and amyloid precursor protein
metabolism. Brain Res. Rev. 25, 50–69.

Rubinstein, H.M., Dietz, A.A., Lubrano, T., 1978. Ek1 another quantitative variant at
cholinesterase locus 1. J. Med. Genet. 15, 27–29.

Silva, I.M.W., Leite, N., Boberg, D., et al., 2012. Effects of physical exercise on
butyrylcholinesterase in obese adolescents. Genet. Mol. Biol. 35, 4.

Silver, A., 1974. The Biology of Cholinesterases. Elsevier Agricultural Research Council
Institute, New York, pp. 426–447.

Simão-Silva, D.P., Bertolucci, P.H., Labio, R.W., et al., 2013. Association analysis between
K and −116A variants of butyrylcholinesterase and Alzheimer’s disease in a
Brazilian population. Chem. Biol. Interact. 203, 358–360.

Singleton, A.B., Smith, G., Gibson, A.M., et al., 1998. No association between the K
variant of the butyrylcholinesterase gene and pathologically confirmed
Alzheimer’s disease. Hum. Mol. Genet. 7, 937–939.

Souza, R.L.R., Mikami, L.R., Maegawa, R.O.B., et al., 2005. Four new mutations in the
BCHE gene of human butyrylcholinesterase in a Brazilian blood donor sample.
Mol. Genet. Metab. 84, 349–353.

Tilley, L., Morgan, K., Grainger, J., et al., 1999. Evaluation of polymorphisms in the
presenilin- 1 gene and the butyrylcholinesterase gene as risk factors in sporadic
Alzheimer’s disease. Eur. J. Hum. Genet. 7, 659–663.

Toutant, J.-P., 1989. Insect acetylcholinesterase: catalytic properties, tissue distribution
and molecular forms. Prog. Neurobiol. 32, 423–446.

Van Ros, G., Vervoot, T., 1973. Frequencies of the “atypical” and C5 variants of serum
cholinesterase in Zairians and Belgians. Detection of the C5 variant by agar gel
electrophoresis with an acid buffer. Ann. Soc. Belg. Med. Trop. 53, 633–644.

Wescoe, W.C., Hunt, C.H., Riker, W.F., et al., 1947. Regeneration rates of serum
cholinesterase in normal individuals and in patients with liver damage. Am. J.
Physiol. 149, 549–551.

Wiebusch, H., Poirier, J., Sevigny, P., et al., 1999. Further evidence for a synergistic
association between APOE ε4 and BCHE-K in confirmed Alzheimer’s disease. Hum.
Genet. 104, 158–163.

62 G.F. Bono et al./Neurochemistry International 81 (2015) 57–62

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0130"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0130"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0130"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0130"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0135"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0135"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0135"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0140"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0140"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0145"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0145"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0150"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0150"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0155"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0155"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0160"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0160"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0160"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0165"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0165"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0165"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0170"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0170"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0170"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0175"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0175"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0180"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0180"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0180"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0185"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0185"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0185"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0190"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0190"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0190"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0195"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0195"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0195"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0200"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0200"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0200"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0205"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0205"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0210"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0210"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0210"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0215"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0215"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0215"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0215"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0220"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0220"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0220"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0225"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0225"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0230"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0230"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0235"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0235"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0240"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0240"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0245"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0245"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0250"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0250"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0250"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0255"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0255"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0260"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0260"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0265"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0265"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0265"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0270"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0270"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0270"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0275"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0275"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0275"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0280"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0280"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0285"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0285"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0290"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0290"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0295"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0295"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0300"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0300"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0300"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0305"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0305"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0305"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0310"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0310"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0310"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0315"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0315"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0315"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0320"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0320"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0325"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0325"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0325"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0330"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0330"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0330"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0335"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0335"
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0197-0186(14)00256-3/sr0335"

	 Butyrylcholinesterase: K variant, plasma activity, molecular forms and rivastigmine treatment in Alzheimer's disease in a Southern Brazilian population
	 Introduction
	 Materials and methods
	 Sample
	 Laboratory analysis
	 Statistical analysis
	 Results
	 Sample characterization
	 Case–control study: AD patients × elderly controls
	 Patients study: rivastigmine treated × no-rivastigmine treated and AD progression
	 Discussion
	 Acknowledgement
	 References

