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Research Progress on the Effects of Pollutants on Acetylcholinesterase Activity in Invertebrates
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Abstract We summarized the characteristics of acetylcholinesterase and its research progress at home and abroad from the perspective of inver-

tebrates. The research foreground of this field was prospected, so as to provide scientific basis for environmental monitoring, pesticide residue,

disease treatment and so on.
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of active sites of acetylcholinesterase
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