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Abstract: Pesticides affect different organs and tissues according to their bioavailability, chemical
properties and further molecular interactions. In animal models exposed to several classes of pesti-
cides, neurotoxic effects have been described, including the reduction of acetylcholinesterase activity
in tissue homogenates. However, in homogenates, the reduction in enzymatic activity may also
result from lower enzymatic expression and not only from enzymatic inhibition. Thus, in this work,
we aimed to investigate the neurotoxic potential of four distinct pesticides: glyphosate (herbicide),
imazalil (fungicide), imidacloprid (neonicotinoid insecticide) and lambda-cyhalothrin (pyrethroid
insecticide), by assessing their inhibitory effect on the activity of acetylcholinesterase (AChE), bu-
tyrylcholinesterase (BChE) and tyrosinase, by using direct in vitro enzymatic inhibition methods. All
pesticides dose-dependently inhibited AChE activity, with an inhibition of 11 ± 2% for glyphosate,
48 ± 2% for imidacloprid, 49 ± 3% for imazalil and 50 ± 3% for lambda-cyhalothrin, at 1 mM. Only
imazalil inhibited BChE. Imazalil induced dose-dependent inhibition of BChE with identical pattern
as that observed for AChE; however, for lower concentrations (up to 500 µM), imazalil showed higher
specificity for AChE, and for higher concentrations, the same specificity was found. Imazalil, at
1 mM, inhibited the activity of BChE by 49 ± 1%. None of the pesticides, up to 1 mM, inhibited
tyrosinase activity. In conclusion, the herbicide glyphosate shows specificity for AChE but low
inhibitory capacity, the insecticides imidacloprid and λ-cyhalothrin present selective AChE inhibition,
while the fungicide IMZ is a broad-spectrum cholinesterase inhibitor capable of inhibiting AChE and
BChE in an equal manner. Among these pesticides, the insecticides and the fungicide are the ones
with higher neurotoxic potential.

Keywords: glyphosate; imidacloprid; imazalil; lambda-cyhalothrin; acetylcholinesterase;
butyrylcholinesterase; tyrosinase; neurotoxicity

1. Introduction

The use of pesticides in agricultural activities is widespread worldwide for the control
of undesired species of plants, insects, and fungi. With the exponential growth in pesticide
use, the environmental, animal and human exposure to these chemicals increases propor-
tionally [1–3]. While pesticides are a valuable tool to increase yield, profit and, in some
cases, food quality, they also arise as toxic components to non-target species, despite often
being labeled as non-toxic or presenting minimal risk [4]. Pesticide exposure for the general
population is mainly due to contaminated food products and water, whose long-term expo-
sure has an impact on human health, particularly on the nervous system. Various pesticides
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have been shown to bioaccumulate in the central nervous system (CNS) and induce neuro-
toxicity. For example, an increased risk of developing Parkinson’s and Alzheimer’s diseases
has been linked to pesticide exposure [5–7]. In the case of Alzheimer’s disease, the mecha-
nisms behind the pesticide effect are most likely connected to oxidative stress induction,
hyper-phosphorylation of tau protein and interaction/disruption of amyloid-beta protein
homeostasis [6]. In Wistar rats, glyphosate (GLY; Figure 1) was shown to dose-dependently
alter the brain levels of serotonin, dopamine and norepinephrine. These changes were
dependent on the brain region, which is an indication that the herbicide is able to permeate
the blood-brain barrier and supposedly accumulate in the brain, causing neurotoxicity [8].
Additionally, GLY-based herbicides modulated amino acid metabolism at the brain level in
Wistar rats, elevating the levels of excitatory neurotransmitters aspartate and glutamate,
indicating the neurotoxic effect of GLY-based herbicides [9]. Many toxicological studies
reporting the toxicity of GLY use GLY-based herbicides, such as Roundup, and not the pure
compound, but recent studies highlight that the surfactant used in GLY-based herbicides
(POEA, polyethoxylated tallow amine) is the main cause of toxicity [3,10]. Indeed, in vivo
studies using a fish model showed about 10-fold higher toxicity when using GLY-based
herbicides compared to the GLY standard [10]. Additionally, GLY-based herbicide and
aminomethylphosphonic acid (AMPA; glyphosate metabolite) induced pronounced cyto-
toxicity and neurotoxicity in SH-SY5Y cells (human neuroblastoma) through increasing
intracellular reactive oxygen species (ROS) and by altering the expression of genes related to
neuronal development, apoptosis and autophagy [11]. For fungicides such as imazalil (IMZ;
Figure 1), also referred to as enilconazole, it produced neurotoxicity in larval zebrafish,
which was observed by changes in locomotor behavior being attributed to a decrease in
acetylcholinesterase (AChE) expression and activity, to a decrease in dopamine content, and
modulation of neurotoxicity related genes [12]. IMZ induced oxidative stress in PC12 cells
(rat pheochromocytoma cell line), a model often used in neurotoxicological studies [13].
More relevant to neurotoxicity are insecticides, as they often target insects’ nervous sys-
tems, such as imidacloprid (IMD, a neonicotinoid) and λ-cyhalothrin (LCT, a pyrethroid)
(Figure 1). IMD targets nicotinic acetylcholine receptors (nAChR) in insects with theoretical
minimal toxicity to vertebrates [14]. However, studies conducted in rats showed that IMD
reduced the levels of the neurotransmitters: serotonin, gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA)
and dopamine [15] and also the activity of AChE in the brain and plasma [16]. IMD also
induced oxidative damage in the rats’ brain while reducing the expression of antioxidant
defense enzymes, supporting its neurotoxicity [15,17,18]. Findings concerning LCT, whose
primary target is the voltage-sensitive sodium channels of insects [19], indicated a strong
effect on rat brain oxidative stress by reducing the activity of antioxidant enzymes and of
glutathione content resulting in increased oxidative damage. LCT also reduced rat’s brain
AChE activity [20] and AChE expression in the hippocampus [21]. Additionally, Channa
punctatus (snakehead fish) exposed for 96 h to sub-lethal doses of CLT showed decreased
activity of AChE in the brain, gills and muscle [22].
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As seen above, although not being the structural target, AChE seems to be a target
for many pesticides, and due to the primary role of AChE in neuronal physiology, i.e.,
in terminating neuronal signaling between synapses and transmission, its homeostasis
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disturbance leads to several diseases, namely those involving memory and neuromotor
function, such as Alzheimer’s disease [23] and other disorders involving dementia [24].
Additionally, in peripheral tissues, such as erythrocytes, AChE disturbance is implicated in
several pathologies and is a biomarker of Hirschsprung’s disease and of inflammation [25].

In the case of AChE inhibition in animals, accumulation of acetylcholine affects ner-
vous impulse transmission, with symptoms that include blood vessels vasodilation, de-
creased heart rate, vomiting, sweating, intestinal cramps, muscle contraction, eye pupil
constriction and, ultimately, cardiac failure, paralysis and death. Pesticide-contaminated
water has been reported to affect AChE in fish species by reducing their mobility and
spatial awareness, reducing both the ability to feed and evade predators [26,27].

Carbamates and organophosphates are within the group of pesticides with higher
cholinesterase inhibition; AChE is considered a molecular target for these compounds. For
this reason, cholinesterases have been proposed as biomarkers to assess the environmental
risk of these pesticides [28]. Various methods have been applied to organophosphates
detection in environmental and food samples using AChE, constructing biosensors that
present significant advantages such as fast results detection and which are being im-
proved using micro and nanotechnology [29]. Advanced systems such as disposable
membrane chips have been developed based on organophosphate-dependent AChE inhibi-
tion. Nevertheless, other enzymes may be potential targets for pesticides, such as other
cholinesterases, e.g., butyrylcholinesterase (BChE), or tyrosinase, the latter is involved in
dopamine metabolism and potentially involved in Parkinson’s disease [30]. BChE, also
known as pseudocholinesterase or nonspecific cholinesterase, hydrolyzes esters of choline,
including butyrylcholine, propionylcholine and acetylcholine; it hydrolyses butyrylcholine
four times faster than acetylcholine and is also inhibited by organophosphate and carba-
mate pesticides [31]. Since butyrylcholine does not occur in the body naturally, it is not a
physiological substrate for cholinesterases [31,32]. BChE is produced in the liver and is
then disturbed by other tissues via plasma [23,32,33], being present at the neuromuscular
junction, synapses, blood and other tissues [34,35].

AChE and BChE present 65% similarity in their structure [32]. In the brain, BChE
is thought to represent 10% of total cholinesterase activity, performing support to AChE
activity. These enzymes have different activity rates depending on substrate concentration:
at low acetylcholine concentrations, AChE presents higher efficiency, whereas BChE has
higher performance at high concentrations of the neurotransmitter, as AChE is inhibited by
the substrate [32]. Both enzymes have been seen as therapeutic targets for the treatment
of Alzheimer’s disease and diabetes mellitus neurological complications [32]. On the
other hand, unwanted inhibition, such as that made by toxicological agents, has been well
studied; an example of those studies is the action of pesticides in healthy individuals, in
which the inhibition of cholinesterases impairs motor and cognitive functions.

Among the known AChE isoforms found in various vertebrates, AChE isoforms
obtained from electric eel (Electrophorus electricus) or from Torpedo genus (electric ray)
present high similarity to the human isoforms and thus being used in in vitro screening
assays [36]. Electric ray’s AChE active site presents high similarity to human’s AChE,
being an established form to be used in pesticide-induced inhibition of this enzyme [37].
Electric ray AChE active site differs in one amino acid when compared to human AChE,
a change from Tyr337 to Phe330, which is reported as not significant [38]. This differs
from other models used in neurotoxicity, such as Drosophila melanogaster, which present
a higher number of structural differences that affect the electrostatic properties of the
enzyme [39]. Regarding BChE, the common isoform used in vitro is obtained from equine
serum, shares more than 90% similarity with the human isoform, lacking a cysteine residue
and an N-glycosylation site [40]. Concerning pesticide effect on AChE activity, it is known
that organophosphates, whose primary target in neurotoxicity is AChE, are performed by
interacting with Ser203, a key amino acid in acetylcholine hydrolysis [37]. Nevertheless,
there is considerably little information regarding the neurotoxicity induced by other classes
of pesticides, namely their ability to inhibit AChE or BChE.
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Tyrosinase is a key enzyme in the melanin synthesis in skin and hair, but it is also
involved in the neuromelanin synthesis, which is used to identify susceptible neurons in
Parkinson’s disease, and also generates dopamine-quinones [41], which are involved in ox-
idative stress. Although neuromelalin has been reported as neurotoxic, its neuroprotective
effect was attributed to it sequestering metal ions that can be highly cytotoxic [41].

Therefore, it is clear that specific groups of pesticides can specifically inhibit AChE,
but fewer studies have considered different cholinesterases or other enzymes relevant
to neurotoxicity/neuroprotection such as tyrosinase in assays with easier correlation to
human toxicity. Furthermore, some studies reported inhibition of AChE activity in tissue
homogenates obtained from various animal models after exposure to different pesticides,
as mentioned above. However, when evaluating AChE activity in homogenates, the
results of reduced enzymatic activity may not only be related to direct enzyme inhibition
but may also be the result of decreased enzyme levels, as pesticides can modulate gene
expression. Thus, the main aim of this research was to evaluate the direct in vitro inhibitory
effect of an herbicide, glyphosate, a fungicide, imazalil, and two non-carbamates and
non-organophosphate insecticides, imidacloprid and λ-cyhalothrin, in AChE, BChE and
tyrosinase. In addition, a comparison between the specificity of these pesticides to these
enzymes was performed, aiming to predict neurotoxicity or to develop new sensor devices
based on the specific interaction of pesticides with key enzyme systems.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials and Reagents

Glyphosate (PESTANAL®, analytical standard; CAS N. 1071-83-6; MW: 169.07), Imi-
dacloprid (PESTANAL®, analytical standard; CAS N. 138261-41-3; MW: 255.66), Imazalil
(PESTANAL®, analytical standard; CAS N. 35554-44-0; MW: 297.18), lamba-cyhalothrin
(PESTANAL®, analytical standard; CAS N. 91465-08-6: MW: 449.8), acetylcholinesterase
from Electrophorus electricus (CAS N. 9000-81-1; E.C. 3.1.1.7), butyrylcholinesterase from
equine serum (CAS N. 9001-08-5; E.C. 3.1.1.8), tyrosinase from mushroom (CAS N. 902-10-2;
E.C. 1.14.18.1), acetylthiocholine iodide (CAS N. 1866-15-5; MW: 289.18), butyrylthiocholine
iodide (CAS N. 1866-16-6; MW: 317.23), 5,5′-dithiobis(2-nitrobenzoic acid) (DTNB; CAS
N. 69-78-3; MW: 396.35), 3,4-dihydroxy-L-phenylalanine (CAS N. 59-92-7; MW: 197.19)
and kojic acid (CAS N. 501-30-4; MW: 142.11) were purchased from Merck (Darmstadt,
Germany). All other reagents and salts were of analytical grade and were also obtained
from Merck (Darmstadt, Germany).

2.2. Enzyme Inhibition Assays

Stock solution of GLY (at 40 mM) was made in distilled water, and the stock solutions
of IMD, IMZ and LCT (all at 20 mM) were made in DMSO. All further dilutions were
made in ultrapure distilled water. DMSO percentage at the highest tested concentration
was 5%, and an enzymatic dose–response inhibition of DMSO was made in all assays.
When inhibition occurred, the % of inhibition due to DMSO was subtracted from the
respective sample.

2.2.1. Cholinesterase Inhibition Assay

Pesticide-induced inhibition of cholinesterases was performed for AChE and BChE
using Elman’s method [42]. Elman´s method is based on the reaction between the thiol
group of thiocholine and DTNB (5,5′-dithiobis (2-nitrobenzoic acid) ion forming 5-thio(2-
nitrobenzoic acid) that presents yellow color and thus can be quantified by spectrophotom-
etry. Thiocholine is a product of acetylthiocholine and butyrylthiocholine hydrolysis by
AChE and BChE, respectively. Thus, the activity of AChE and BChE is directly proportional
to the formation of 5-thio(2-nitrobenzoic acid).

The enzyme inhibition assays were performed in 96-well plates as described by
Taghouti, et al. [43]. For the AChE inhibition assay, to 50 µL of GLY, IMD, IMZ or LCT
test solutions (at 10 to 1000 µM) were added: 125 µL of 0.3 mM DTNB [5,5′-dithiobis
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(2-nitrobenzoic acid); prepared in 50 mM Tris–HCl, pH 8] and 25 µL of 1.5 mM ATCI
(acetylthiocholine iodide; prepared in 20 mM Tris-HCl, pH 7.5), and the mixture was in-
cubated for 2 min, at room temperature, in the dark. Then, 25 µL of 0.026 U/mL AChE
(prepared in 20 mM Tris-HCl, pH 7.5) was added to each well, followed by a 20 min
incubation. The absorbance (Abs) was then measured at 405 nm using a microplate spec-
trophotometer (Multiskan SkyHigh from Thermo-Fisher Scientific; Waltham, MA, USA).
Each assay was performed in triplicates, and n = 3 independent assays were made.

For BChE inhibition, an identical experimental procedure was performed (same buffers
and incubation conditions), but using as enzyme substrate BCTI (butyrylthiocholine iodide;
prepared in 20 mM Tris-HCl, pH 7.5) and using BChE (25 µL; 0.026 U/mL; prepared in
20 mM Tris-HCl, pH 7.5) as enzyme. In both assays, distilled water was used as negative
control. The enzyme inhibition (%) was calculated according to Equation (1):

Inhibition (%) =

(
Abs control−Abs sample

Abs control

)
× 100 (1)

2.2.2. Tyrosinase Inhibition Assay

Tyrosinase inhibition by selected pesticides was performed using the L-DOPA (3,4-
dihydroxy-L-phenylalanine) enzymatic oxidation assay [43]. Tyrosinase catalyzes the
oxidation of L-DOPA into dopaquinone and then into dopachrome, which presents a brown
color and allows a spectrophotometric quantified [44]. In each well, to 25 µL of GLY, IMD,
IMZ or LCT test solutions (10–1000 µM) were added: 80 µL of phosphate buffer (50 mM;
pH 6.8) and 40 µL of 2.5 mM L-DOPA (prepared in 50 mM phosphate buffer at pH 6.8). The
mixture was incubated for 2 min (37 ◦C; in the dark; using a benchtop incubator; Labnet-
Corning, Corning, NY, USA). Then, 40 µL of tyrosinase solution (40 U/mL; prepared in
50 mM phosphate buffer at pH 6.5) was added to initiate the reaction, and the mixture
was incubated for 10 min (37 ◦C; in the dark). The absorbance (Abs) was then measured at
492 nm using a microplate spectrophotometer (Multiskan SkyHigh from Thermo-Fisher
Scientific; Waltham, MA, USA). Distilled water was used as negative control and kojic acid
as positive control. The inhibition (%) was calculated according to Equation (1).

2.3. Data and Statistical Analysis

The data are reported as mean ± SD (n = 3 independent experiments, each one in
triplicates). Statistical significance of differences between samples and the control, or
between different concentrations, was assessed by the analysis of variance (ANOVA) with
Tukey’s multiple comparison test (α = 0.05), using the tools of GraphPad Prism version 7
(GraphPad Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA). Statistical significance between the results
of the two enzymes was assessed by two-way ANOVA with Sidak´s multiple comparison
test (α = 0.05), using the tools of GraphPad Prism version 7. Results from ANOVA analysis,
namely degrees of freedom, F-value and p-value, are presented in Supplementary Table S1.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Pesticide-Induced Cholinesterase Inhibition

Cholinesterases (ChE) enzyme family are a group of hydrolases that break down esters
of choline, such as acetylcholine, butyrylcholine or propionylcholine [31]. Acetylcholine
(ACh) is a neurotransmitter with many functions in the brain as well as in other organs,
intervening in many physiological processes, being the main neurotransmitter at the neuro-
muscular junction, but also intervening in the autonomic nervous system and others [45].
ACh is released from pre-synaptic neurons into the synaptic cleft (or neuromuscular junc-
tion), diffusing and then binding to the acetylcholine receptors in the post-synaptic cells.
Cholinergic signaling is also regulated by cholinesterases, which hydrolyze the neuro-
transmitter into choline and acetate (ACh hydrolysis), thus terminating the transmission
at cholinergic synapses [32,33]. Due to the relevance of cholinergic signaling in several
physiological targets and due to the high exposure to different classes of pesticides, either
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from environmental or food exposure, it is necessary to assess the effect of the various
pesticides on cholinesterase activity.

In this study, we analyzed the anti-cholinesterase activity of glyphosate (GLY), imazalil
(IMZ), imidacloprid (IMD) and lambda-cyhalothrin (LCT), using in vitro inhibition assays
with the potential to be extrapolated to human exposure. Concerning human exposure
to these pesticides, limited information is available unless to GLY. For example, after
accidental exposure to GLY, a concentration of ~0.52 mM (89 µg/mL) was found in hu-
man serum [46]. Considering GLY exposure through food products, values between
2954 µg/day (i.e., 17.47 µmol/day) and 3142 µg/day (18.59 µmol/day) were reported for
healthy diets [47], and in cereals values reached 230 mg/kg (i.e., 1.36 mmol) [48]. Regarding
IMZ, concentrations up to 10 mg/kg were found in post-harvest citrus fruit [49]. Concern-
ing IMD, this insecticide was quantified in many food products, and a daily intake of IMD
was estimated to be 0.004–0.131µg/kg body weight [50]. According to cell-based assays,
besides dose-dependent toxicity, cytotoxicity is also dependent on the pesticide, the cell
type and exposure time [51,52]. In order to compare the effects of the four pesticides, the
same range of concentrations (up to 1 mM) was used in the experiments.

Figure 2 shows the results obtained for GLY-induced inhibition of AChE and BChE.
The herbicide GLY shows a low capacity to inhibit AChE as only at the higher tested con-
centrations inhibition is observed, being 4.5% and 11% at 750 µM and 1000 µM, respectively
(Figure 2A). Concerning BChE (Figure 2B), GLY was not able to inhibit the enzyme at
concentrations up to 1 mM. From these data, GLY shows a higher affinity to AChE, as
evidenced in Figure 2C; however, statistical differences are only observed at 750 µM and
1000 µM (p < 0.05), as depicted. The available literature concerning AChE inhibition by
GLY presents very distinct results. Samanta et al. Samanta, et al. [53] reported that in two
fish species (Anabas testudineus and Heteropneustes fossilis), a glyphosate-based herbicide
increased AChE activity in the brain, muscle and spinal cord, while a study by Braz-Mota
et al. Braz-Mota, et al. [54] reported that a fish species (Colossoma macropomum) exposed to
Roundup® (containing glyphosate at 360 g/L) presented a reduced AChE activity. Similar
findings were reported in other fish species (Leporinus obtusidens and Cyprinus carpio), also
using Roundup®, with an observed decrease in AChE activity [55,56]. Nevertheless, the
contribution of the excipients and adjuvants present in glyphosate-based herbicides to the
observed toxicity has been highly addressed before [3], which is evidenced by variation
in LC50 values between glyphosate and glyphosate-based formulations [10], thus being
difficult to correlate the data available in the literature to a GLY-dependent inhibition of
AChE as the action of GLY-based formulations is different from the action o GLY standard
molecule. As shown in Figure 2, pure GLY is a weak inhibitor of AChE and has no effect on
BChE at concentrations up to 1 mM.

Using human erythrocytes exposed to GLY for 1 h, inhibition of AChE activity by 13%
at 0.5 mM GLY was observed, but at 5 mM, the inhibition only increased to 17.6% [57], a
low inhibition rate as that here reported. El-Demerdash et al. El-Demerdash, et al. [58]
reported an IC50 value of 714.3 mM (~120 g/L) to human serum AChE exposed to GLY;
a concentration significantly higher than the ones here tested and far above GLY concen-
trations found in human serum [3]. Concerning BChE, a case study involving a patient
that ingested a GLY-based herbicide revealed a decrease in serum levels of BChE [59],
while in an assay using a freshwater fish species (Labeo rohita) exposed to Roundup®, an
increase in BChE level was observed and correlated to a potential detoxification activity [60].
Other species, such as toads, have been shown to present inhibition of BChE activity when
exposed to GLY-based herbicides [61]. This reveals the high heterogeneity of results, most
likely derived from different toxicities among vertebrates and from the potential effect of
other compounds present in commercial formulations containing GLY (such as Roundup®).
Therefore, it is necessary to evaluate the toxicity of pure GLY (standard compound) using
assays that allow a good correlation of its effect on cholinesterase activity and neurotoxicity.
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affinity (C). Values are expressed as mean ± SD. Significant statistical differences between samples
and the respective control are denoted by “*” when p < 0.05 (A,B), and statistical differences between
enzymes at the same concentration are denoted by “#” when p < 0.05 (C). Different letters were used
to denote significant differences between concentrations when p < 0.05 (A). Statistical analysis details
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The other studied pesticide was the fungicide imazalil. Figure 3 presents IMZ-
dependent inhibition of AChE (Figure 3A) and of BChE (Figure 3B), together with the effect
on both cholinesterases aiming to assess IMZ specific effect (Figure 3C).
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enzymes at the same concentration are denoted by “#” when p < 0.05 (C). Different letters were used
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As observed in Figure 3, IMZ induced the most distinguished inhibition pattern for
cholinesterases, being the only pesticide analyzed in this study that inhibited both enzymes,
AChE and BChE. At 500 µM, IMZ inhibited AChE activity by about 48%, being this the
higher inhibition value obtained (Figure 3A). As observed, IMZ concentrations above
500 µM and up to 1 mM did not increase the inhibition of AChE (p > 0.05, comparison
between concentrations). Nevertheless, it is worth mentioning that concentrations as low
as 10 µM produced 22.5% inhibition of AChE activity (p < 0.05), thus demonstrating the
high neurotoxic potential of this fungicide (Figure 3A). Regarding BChE (Figure 3B), IMZ
induced dose-dependent inhibition. Contrarily to AChE, BChE was not inhibited at the
lower IMZ concentration, being the inhibitory extent only comparable to IMZ at 250 µM or
higher (Figure 3C). Concentrations of IMZ equal to or above 750 µM produced a similar
inhibitory effect for both cholinesterases (Figure 3C), revealing a similar affinity for both
enzymes. Regardless of the conformational similarities between the two cholinesterases,
their active site presents significant differences in size and micro-environment that influence
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the binding of inhibitors [62]. Thus, it is likely that IMZ inhibition is not performed in the
active site, although further studies should be performed to clarify the mechanism behind
IMZ-induced inhibition.

Using larval stage zebrafish, Jin et al. Jin, et al. [12] observed that IMZ induced a
decrease in AChE activity. Literature analysis revealed that, so far, the inhibitory effect of
IMZ in AChE and BChE activity with relevance to human exposure has not been addressed.
Thus, to the best of our knowledge, we here report for the first time the neurotoxic potential
of the fungicide imazalil in a cholinesterase-dependent manner.

Additionally, and as discussed above, cholinesterases can be useful tools to develop
biosensors for ecotoxicological assessment. Unlike the other pesticides analyzed here,
IMZ presents affinity to BChE, which can be considered as a potential molecule to use in
biosensors development to detect this compound and discriminate between other pesticides.
However, additional studies are needed using a wider range of pesticides to access BChE-
specific inhibition relative to other common pesticides.

In this study, we also used two insecticides, IMD and LCT, to assess their inhibitory
effect against AChE and BChE. Results of cholinesterase inhibition by IMD are shown
in Figure 4 and of LCT are shown in Figure 5. Similar to GLY, IMD only inhibited the
activity of AChE (Figure 4A). However, the dose-dependent inhibition pattern of IMD
as well as the degree of inhibition is identical to IMZ where 500 µM induces the higher
inhibition. As observed, IMD did not inhibit the activity of BChE at concentrations up to 1
mM (Figure 4B), as inhibition values were similar to control (p > 0.05), as depicted.
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Figure 4. Imidacloprid-induced inhibition of AChE (A) and BChE (B), and comparison of
cholinesterases affinity (C). Values are expressed as mean ± SD. Significant statistical differences
between samples and the respective control are denoted by “*” (A,B) when p < 0.05, and differences
between enzymes at the same concentration are denoted by “#” when p < 0.05 (C). Different letters
were used to denote significant differences between concentrations when p < 0.05 (A). Statistical
analysis details are described in methods (Section 2.3) and in Table S1.

These results reveal that IMD has a higher affinity to AChE, which may potentially
be linked to the differences between the two enzymes’ active sites. As observed to IMZ,
IMD-induced inhibition reaches its maximum at 500 µM, being the inhibition about to
50% of control, and from 500 µM up to 1 mM, identical inhibition was obtained (p > 0.05).
At low concentrations (10 µM), IMD is potentially neurotoxic through AChE inhibition
(~15% inhibition; Figure 4A). AChE and BChE modulatory effect of IMD was reported for
Wistar rats exposed for 28 days to low doses of IMD (up to 2.25 mg/kg b.w./day); however,
no statistically significant changes were observed for the activity of both cholinesterases
present in plasma or brain [63]. Rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) exposed to IMD (up
to 20 mg/L) for 21 days showed brain AChE inhibition, with 35% inhibition at the highest
concentration [64], while a study using shrimp (Penaeus monodon) reported elevated AChE
activity, in all examined tissues, after 21 days of exposure to IMD [65]. As described above,
the IMD effect seems to be organism-dependent. IMD intoxication causes a response similar
to nicotine, as neonicotinoids are agonists of the nicotinic ACh receptors (presumably with
high selectivity against insect receptors) with toxicity cases presenting vomits, hypertension
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and tachycardia, evolving cardiac arrest, respiratory failure and death [66]. IMD has been
reported to be found in human fluid samples such as blood [67] or urine [68], but also in
food products such as cocoa [69] or wine [70]. In the latter, IMD was observed to resist the
vinification process, being present in the final product. For these reasons, it is critical to
understand the molecular targets and the mechanisms behind IMD neurotoxicity and to
find biomarkers for IMD exposure, such as AChE.
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Figure 5 shows the effect of the other insecticide, LCT, against AChE (Figure 5A) and
BChE (Figure 5B).

The pyrethroid insecticide LCT produced a similar pattern of AChE and BChE inhibi-
tion (Figure 5) as the other tested insecticide (IMD, Figure 4). Selective inhibition of AChE
was observed when compared to BChE (Figure 5C). Indeed, LCT did not inhibit BChE
as inhibition values are not different from the control (p > 0.05), as depicted in Figure 5B.
LCT produced, on average, the highest inhibition of AChE, being the enzyme inhibition
at 750 µM of 53 ± 2%; higher than IMZ (p < 0.05) but not statistically different from IMD
(p < 0.05). Nevertheless, when compared to IMZ and IMD, at 10 µM, LCT produced the
lowest AChE inhibition (~7%; p < 0.05). To the best of our knowledge, the data here
presented reports for the first time on the in vitro inhibition of AChE by LCT in a system
designed for extrapolation to human toxicity. Concerning other animal ecotoxicity studies,
LCT was found to decrease cholinesterase activity in Rana cyanophlyctis (a frog species)
at brain, liver and kidney level, using tissue homogenates [71]. In rats, LCT reduced the
expression of AChE in the hippocampus [21]. In Channa punctatus (snakehead fish), brain,
gills and muscle AChE activity was reduced after LCT exposure [22].

3.2. Pesticide-Induced Tyrosinase Inhibition

Although the most common function attributed to tyrosinase is the production of the
skin pigment melanin, this enzyme is also involved in the production of neuromelanin, a
pigment found in neurons and associated with neurodegeneration. However, the presence
of neuromelanin has also been associated with neuroprotection against heavy metal toxicity.
Among the neurons affected by neuromelanin toxicity, loss of dopaminergic neurons is
correlated with Parkinson’s disease onset [30]. Nevertheless, the association between
tyrosinase and Parkinson’s disease is not clear. In the skin, tyrosinase, a monophenol
monooxygenase, promotes tyrosine hydroxylation and L-DOPA oxidation [72], and its role
in neuromelanin synthesis is still being unveiled, although its expression in the brain and
its overexpression in age-dependent neuromelanin production and in increase dopamine
toxicity has been reported [30,41,72,73].
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Nevertheless, none of the pesticides tested in the present research modulated tyrosi-
nase activity; thus, it is possible to assume that any toxicity observed by these pesticides is
not due to a direct effect on the activity of tyrosinase. Regardless, it cannot be excluded the
potential effect of the pesticides on the protein expression, which may induce a different
outcome in vivo assays.

A previous study using GLY revealed that the herbicide modulated melanin produc-
tion in insect species but in a tyrosinase-independent pathway, interacting with L-DOPA
oxidation [73]. Ford et al. Ford, et al. [74] analyzed the effect of various neonicotinoid
insecticides on plant tyrosinase activity; none of the compounds were active against plant
tyrosinase; however, some of the pesticide metabolites were. Regarding IMZ, a study
using zebrafish hypothesized that this fungicide may inhibit tyrosinase as the mechanism
behind loss of pigmentation, but this hypothesis was not tested [75]. LCT was able to
inhibit tyrosinase activity in Micromelalopha troglodyte; however, no studies were reported
regarding extrapolation to human toxicity [76]. We report here for the first time, to the best
of our knowledge, the non-inhibitory effect of imazalil against tyrosinase.

4. Conclusions

Concerning the effect of toxicants, some in vitro assays may have limited extrapola-
tion to in vivo (e.g., human exposure to pesticides). As in vivo effects may be impaired by
absorption and metabolism processes, which decrease bioavailability, the effective concen-
trations of pesticides in target tissues are lower than the tested concentrations, making the
concentration-effect correlation difficult. Thus, in vitro enzymatic inhibition assays provide
a valuable tool to screen compounds for neurotoxicity dependent on key enzyme inhibi-
tion. A significant number of commonly used pesticides described to have low toxicity to
animals has yet not been screened for their modulatory effect on cholinesterase-dependent
neurological processes, and most studies concerning this topic are focused on ecotoxicolog-
ical application. In this research, we report the comparison of AChE, BChE and tyrosinase
inhibition by glyphosate, imazalil, imidacloprid and λ-cyhalothrin. It was observed that
glyphosate presented the lowest neurotoxic activity, with low inhibition of AChE activity
in concentrations up to 1 mM. The insecticides imidacloprid and λ-cyhalothrin present
selective AChE inhibition, while the fungicide IMZ is a broad-spectrum cholinesterase
inhibitor, capable of inhibiting AChE and BChE in an equal manner. None of the pesticides
tested was able to modulate tyrosinase activity. While additional studies should be carried
out to further understand the mechanism behind cholinesterase inhibition, we here report
the use of in vitro enzyme-based methodologies to screen pesticides for their neurotoxicity.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/toxics10080448/s1, Table S1. “Results for ANOVA statistical analysis”.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.M.S.; methodology, C.M.-G., T.E.C. and A.M.S.; writ-
ing—original draft preparation, C.M.-G. and A.M.S.; writing—review and editing, C.M.-G., T.E.C.,
T.L.S., T.A. and A.M.S.; formal analysis C.M.-G., T.E.C. and A.M.S.; investigation, C.M.-G., T.L.S.,
T.E.C., T.A. and A.M.S.; resources, A.M.S.; data curation A.M.S., C.M.-G. and T.A.; supervision,
A.M.S.; project administration, A.M.S. and T.A. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Portuguese Science and Technology Foundation (FCT) and
NORTE 2020 through European and National funds, through the research project SafeNPest–Synthesis
and Environmental Safety of Nanopesticides, through POCI-01-0145-FEDER-029343, POCI-FEDER.
FCT is also acknowledged under the project UIDB/04033/2020 (CITAB). C.M.-G. was supported by
(BIM/UTAD/13/2019) and T.L.S. by (BII/UTAD/2/2021) from the SafeNPest project.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/toxics10080448/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/toxics10080448/s1


Toxics 2022, 10, 448 11 of 13

References
1. Caldas, E.D. Toxicological Aspects of Pesticides. In Sustainable Agrochemistry: A Compendium of Technologies; Sílvio, V., Jr., Ed.;

Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2019; pp. 275–305.
2. Aktar, W.; Sengupta, D.; Chowdhury, A. Impact of pesticides use in agriculture: Their benefits and hazards. Interdiscip. Toxicol.

2009, 2, 1–12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Martins-Gomes, C.; Silva, T.L.; Andreani, T.; Silva, A.M. Glyphosate vs. Glyphosate-Based Herbicides Exposure: A Review on

Their Toxicity. J. Xenobiotics 2022, 12, 21–40. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Damalas, C.A.; Ilias, G.E. Pesticide exposure, safety issues, and risk assessment indicators. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2011,

8, 402–419. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Freire, C.; Koifman, S. Pesticide exposure and Parkinson’s disease: Epidemiological evidence of association. NeuroToxicology 2012,

33, 947–971. [CrossRef]
6. Tang, B.L. Neuropathological Mechanisms Associated with Pesticides in Alzheimer’s Disease. Toxics 2020, 8, 21. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
7. Yan, D.; Zhang, Y.; Liu, L.; Yan, H. Pesticide exposure and risk of Alzheimer’s disease: A systematic review and meta-analysis.

Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 32222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Martínez, M.-A.; Ares, I.; Rodríguez, J.-L.; Martínez, M.; Martínez-Larrañaga, M.-R.; Anadón, A. Neurotransmitter changes in rat

brain regions following glyphosate exposure. Environ. Res. 2018, 161, 212–219. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
9. Limberger, C.; Ferreira, P.C.; Fontella, F.U.; Oliveira, A.C.L.J.; Salles, G.B.; Souza, D.O.; Zimmer, E.R.; De Souza, D.G. Glyphosate-

based herbicide alters brain amino acid metabolism without affecting blood-brain barrier integrity. Alzheimer’s Dement. 2020,
16, e043847. [CrossRef]

10. Kafula, Y.A.; Philippe, C.; Pinceel, T.; Munishi, L.K.; Moyo, F.; Vanschoenwinkel, B.; Brendonck, L.; Thoré, E.S. Pesticide sensitivity
of Nothobranchius neumanni, a temporary pond predator with a non-generic life-history. Chemosphere 2021, 291, 132823.
[CrossRef]

11. Martínez, M.A.; Rodríguez, J.L.; Lopez-Torres, B.; Martínez, M.; Martínez-Larrañaga, M.R.; Maximiliano, J.E.; Anadón, A.; Ares, I.
Use of human neuroblastoma SH-SY5Y cells to evaluate glyphosate-induced effects on oxidative stress, neuronal development
and cell death signaling pathways. Environ. Int. 2020, 135, 105414. [CrossRef]

12. Jin, Y.; Zhu, Z.; Wang, Y.; Yang, E.; Feng, X.; Fu, Z. The fungicide imazalil induces developmental abnormalities and alters
locomotor activity during early developmental stages in zebrafish. Chemosphere 2016, 153, 455–461. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Heusinkveld, H.J.; Westerink, R.H. Comparison of different in vitro cell models for the assessment of pesticide-induced dopamin-
ergic neurotoxicity. Toxicol. Vitr. 2017, 45, 81–88. [CrossRef]

14. Tomizawa, M.; Casida, J.E. Molecular Recognition of Neonicotinoid Insecticides: The Determinants of Life or Death. Accounts
Chem. Res. 2008, 42, 260–269. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Abd-Elhakim, Y.M.; Mohammed, H.H.; Mohamed, W.A.M. Imidacloprid Impacts on Neurobehavioral Performance, Oxidative
Stress, and Apoptotic Events in the Brain of Adolescent and Adult Rats. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2018, 66, 13513–13524. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

16. Vohra, P.; Khera, K.S.; Sangha, G.K. Physiological, biochemical and histological alterations induced by administration of
imidacloprid in female albino rats. Pestic. Biochem. Physiol. 2014, 110, 50–56. [CrossRef]

17. Sheets, L.P. Chapter 95—Imidacloprid: A Neonicotinoid Insecticide. In Hayes’ Handbook of Pesticide Toxicology, 3rd ed.;
Krieger, R., Ed.; Academic Press: New York, NY, USA, 2010.

18. Lonare, M.; Kumar, M.; Raut, S.; Badgujar, P.; Doltade, S.; Telang, A. Evaluation of imidacloprid-induced neurotoxicity in male
rats: A protective effect of curcumin. Neurochem. Int. 2014, 78, 122–129. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Tian, X.; Liu, J.; Guo, Z.; Hu, B.; Kibe, M.D.; Wang, S.; Wei, Q.; Su, J. The characteristics of voltage-gated sodium channel and the
association with lambda cyhalothrin resistance in Spodoptera exigua. J. Asia-Pacific Èntomol. 2018, 21, 1020–1027. [CrossRef]

20. Ali, Z.Y. Neurotoxic effect of lambda-cyhalothrin, a synthetic pyrethroid pesticide: Involvement of oxidative stress and protective
role of antioxidant mixture. NY Sci. J. 2012, 9, 93–103.

21. Ansari, R.W.; Shukla, R.K.; Yadav, R.S.; Seth, K.; Pant, A.B.; Singh, D.; Agrawal, A.K.; Islam, F.; Khanna, V.K. Cholinergic
Dysfunctions and Enhanced Oxidative Stress in the Neurobehavioral Toxicity of Lambda-Cyhalothrin in Developing Rats.
Neurotox. Res. 2012, 22, 292–309. [CrossRef]

22. Kumar, A.; Rai, D.K.; Sharma, B.; Pandey, R.S. λ-cyhalothrin and cypermethrin induced in vivo alterations in the activity of
acetylcholinesterase in a freshwater fish, Channa punctatus (Bloch). Pestic. Biochem. Physiol. 2009, 93, 96–99. [CrossRef]

23. Pohanka, M. Acetylcholinesterase inhibitors: A patent review (2008–present). Expert Opin. Ther. Patents 2012, 22, 871–886.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Winek, K.; Soreq, H.; Meisel, A. Regulators of cholinergic signaling in disorders of the central nervous system. J. Neurochem. 2021,
158, 1425–1438. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Saldanha, C. Human Erythrocyte Acetylcholinesterase in Health and Disease. Molecules 2017, 22, 1499. [CrossRef]
26. Umar, A.M.; Aisami, A. Acetylcholinesterase Enzyme (AChE) as a Biosensor and Biomarker for Pesticides: A Mini Review. Bull.

Environ. Sci. Sustain. Manag. 2020, 4, 7–12. [CrossRef]
27. Lionetto, M.G.; Caricato, R.; Calisi, A.; Giordano, M.E.; Schettino, T. Acetylcholinesterase as a Biomarker in Environmental and

Occupational Medicine: New Insights and Future Perspectives. BioMed Res. Int. 2013, 2013, 321213. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.2478/v10102-009-0001-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21217838
http://doi.org/10.3390/jox12010003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35076536
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph8051402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21655127
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuro.2012.05.011
http://doi.org/10.3390/toxics8020021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32218337
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep32222
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27581992
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2017.10.051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29156344
http://doi.org/10.1002/alz.043847
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.132823
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.105414
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2016.03.085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27035382
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2017.07.030
http://doi.org/10.1021/ar800131p
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19053239
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.8b05793
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30501185
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pestbp.2014.02.007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuint.2014.09.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25261201
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.aspen.2018.07.013
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12640-012-9313-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pestbp.2008.12.005
http://doi.org/10.1517/13543776.2012.701620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22768972
http://doi.org/10.1111/jnc.15332
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33638173
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules22091499
http://doi.org/10.54987/bessm.v4i1.526
http://doi.org/10.1155/2013/321213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23936791


Toxics 2022, 10, 448 12 of 13

28. Lotti, M.; Johnson, M.K. Neurotoxicity of organophosphorus pesticides: Predictions can be based on in vitro studies with hen and
human enzymes. Arch. Toxicol. 1978, 41, 215–221. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Pundir, C.S.; Chauhan, N. Acetylcholinesterase inhibition-based biosensors for pesticide determination: A review. Anal. Biochem.
2012, 429, 19–31. [CrossRef]

30. Carballo-Carbajal, I.; Laguna, A.; Romero-Giménez, J.; Cuadros, T.; Bové, J.; Martinez-Vicente, M.; Parent, A.; Gonzalez-
Sepúlveda, M.; Peñuelas, N.; Torra, A.; et al. Brain tyrosinase overexpression implicates age-dependent neuromelanin production
in Parkinson’s disease pathogenesis. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10, 973. [CrossRef]

31. Wilson, B.W. Chapter 68—Cholinesterases. In Hayes’ Handbook of Pesticide Toxicology, 3rd ed.; Krieger, R., Ed.; Academic Press:
New York, NY, USA, 2010.

32. Mushtaq, G.; Greig, N.H.; Khan, J.; Kamal, M.A. Status of Acetylcholinesterase and Butyrylcholinesterase in Alzheimer’s Disease
and Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus. CNS Neurol. Disord.-Drug Targets 2014, 13, 1432–1439. [CrossRef]

33. Colovic, M.B.; Krstic, D.Z.; Lazarevic-Pasti, T.D.; Bondzic, A.M.; Vasic, V.M. Acetylcholinesterase Inhibitors: Pharmacology and
Toxicology. Curr. Neuropharmacol. 2013, 11, 315–335. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Darvesh, S.; Hopkins, D.A.; Geula, C. Neurobiology of butyrylcholinesterase. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 2003, 4, 131–138. [CrossRef]
35. Nordberg, A.; Ballard, C.; Bullock, R.; Darreh-Shori, T.; Somogyi, M. A Review of Butyrylcholinesterase as a Therapeutic Target in

the Treatment of Alzheimer’s Disease. Prim. Care Companion CNS Disord. 2013, 15, PCC.12r01412. [CrossRef]
36. Dvir, H.; Silman, I.; Harel, M.; Rosenberry, T.L.; Sussman, J.L. Acetylcholinesterase: From 3D structure to function. Chem. Interact.

2010, 187, 10–22. [CrossRef]
37. Soares, S.F.D.C.X.; Vieira, A.A.; Delfino, R.T.; Figueroa-Villar, J.D. NMR determination of Electrophorus electricus acetyl-

cholinesterase inhibition and reactivation by neutral oximes. Bioorganic Med. Chem. 2013, 21, 5923–5930. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
38. De Boer, D.; Nguyen, N.; Mao, J.; Moore, J.; Sorin, E. A Comprehensive Review of Cholinesterase Modeling and Simulation.

Biomolecules 2021, 11, 580. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
39. Wiesner, J.; Kříž, Z.; Kuča, K.; Jun, D.; Koča, J. Acetylcholinesterases—The structural similarities and differences. J. Enzym. Inhib.

Med. Chem. 2007, 22, 417–424. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
40. Moorad, D.; Chunyuan, L.; Ashima, S.; Bhupendra, D.; Gregory, G.; Moorad, C.L.D.R. Purification and determination of the

amino acid sequence of equine serum butyrylcholinesterase. Toxicol. Methods 1999, 9, 219–227. [CrossRef]
41. Greggio, E.; Bergantino, E.; Carter, D.; Ahmad, R.; Costin, G.-E.; Hearing, V.J.; Clarimón, J.; Singleton, A.; Eerola, J.;

Hellstrom, O.; et al. Tyrosinase exacerbates dopamine toxicity but is not genetically associated with Parkinson’s disease. J.
Neurochem. 2005, 93, 246–256. [CrossRef]

42. Ellman, G.L.; Courtney, K.D.; Andres, V., Jr.; Featherstone, R.M. A new and rapid colorimetric determination of acetyl-
cholinesterase activity. Biochem. Pharmacol. 1961, 7, 88–95. [CrossRef]

43. Taghouti, M.; Martins-Gomes, C.; Schäfer, J.; Félix, L.M.; Santos, J.A.; Bunzel, M.; Nunes, F.M.; Silva, A.M. Thymus pulegioides
L. as a rich source of antioxidant, anti-proliferative and neuroprotective phenolic compounds. Food Funct. 2018, 9, 3617–3629.
[CrossRef]

44. Agarwal, P.; Singh, M.; Singh, J.; Singh, R.P. Chapter 1—Microbial Tyrosinases: A Novel Enzyme, Structural Features, and
Applications. In Applied Microbiology and Bioengineering; Pratyoosh, S., Ed.; Academic Press: New York, NY, USA, 2019.

45. Sam, C.; Bordoni, B. Physiology, Acetylcholine. In StatPearls; StatPearls Publishing: Treasure Island, FL, USA, 2022.
46. Yoshioka, N.; Asano, M.; Kuse, A.; Mitsuhashi, T.; Nagasaki, Y.; Ueno, Y. Rapid determination of glyphosate, glufosinate,

bialaphos, and their major metabolites in serum by liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry using hydrophilic
interaction chromatography. J. Chromatogr. A 2011, 1218, 3675–3680. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Louie, F.; Jacobs, N.F.; Yang, L.G.; Park, C.; Monnot, A.D.; Bandara, S.B. A comparative evaluation of dietary exposure to
glyphosate resulting from recommended U.S. diets. Food Chem. Toxicol. 2021, 158, 112670. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Gotti, R.; Fiori, J.; Bosi, S.; Dinelli, G. Field-amplified sample injection and sweeping micellar electrokinetic chromatography in
analysis of glyphosate and aminomethylphosphonic acid in wheat. J. Chromatogr. A 2019, 1601, 357–364. [CrossRef]

49. Vass, A.; Korpics, E.; Dernovics, M. Follow-up of the fate of imazalil from post-harvest lemon surface treatment to a baking
experiment. Food Addit. Contam. Part A 2015, 32, 1875–1884. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Kapoor, U.; Srivastava, M.; Srivastava, A.K.; Patel, D.; Garg, V.; Srivastava, L. Analysis of imidacloprid residues in fruits,
vegetables, cereals, fruit juices, and baby foods, and daily intake estimation in and around Lucknow, India. Environ. Toxicol. Chem.
2012, 32, 723–727. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Silva, A.M.; Martins-Gomes, C.; Silva, T.L.; Coutinho, T.E.; Souto, E.B.; Andreani, T. In Vitro Assessment of Pesticides Toxicity
and Data Correlation with Pesticides Physicochemical Properties for Prediction of Toxicity in Gastrointestinal and Skin Contact
Exposure. Toxics 2022, 10, 378. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Silva, A.M.; Martins-Gomes, C.; Ferreira, S.S.; Souto, E.B.; Andreani, T. Molecular Physicochemical Properties of Selected
Pesticides as Predictive Factors for Oxidative Stress and Apoptosis-Dependent Cell Death in Caco-2 and HepG2 Cells. Int. J. Mol.
Sci. 2022, 23, 8107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Samanta, P.; Pal, S.; Mukherjee, A.K.; Ghosh, A.R. Biochemical effects of glyphosate based herbicide, Excel Mera 71 on enzyme
activities of acetylcholinesterase (AChE), lipid peroxidation (LPO), catalase (CAT), glutathione-S-transferase (GST) and protein
content on teleostean fishes. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2014, 107, 120–125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00354093
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/736792
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2012.06.025
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08858-y
http://doi.org/10.2174/1871527313666141023141545
http://doi.org/10.2174/1570159X11311030006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24179466
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1035
http://doi.org/10.4088/PCC.12r01412
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbi.2010.01.042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2013.05.063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23916150
http://doi.org/10.3390/biom11040580
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33920972
http://doi.org/10.1080/14756360701421294
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17847707
http://doi.org/10.1080/105172399242573
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2005.03019.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(61)90145-9
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8FO00456K
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2011.04.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21530973
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2021.112670
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34774925
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2019.05.013
http://doi.org/10.1080/19440049.2015.1086824
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26365625
http://doi.org/10.1002/etc.2104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23258764
http://doi.org/10.3390/toxics10070378
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35878283
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23158107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35897683
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2014.05.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24927388


Toxics 2022, 10, 448 13 of 13

54. Braz-Mota, S.; Sadauskas-Henrique, H.; Duarte, R.M.; Val, A.L.; Almeida-Val, V.M. Roundup® exposure promotes gills and liver
impairments, DNA damage and inhibition of brain cholinergic activity in the Amazon teleost fish Colossoma macropomum.
Chemosphere 2015, 135, 53–60. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Glusczak, L.; dos Santos Miron, D.; Crestani, M.; da Fonseca, M.B.; de Araújo Pedron, F.; Duarte, M.F.; Vieira, V.L.P. Effect of
glyphosate herbicide on acetylcholinesterase activity and metabolic and hematological parameters in piava (Leporinus obtusidens).
Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2006, 65, 237–241. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Gholami-Seyedkolaei, S.J.; Mirvaghefi, A.; Farahmand, H.; Kosari, A.A. Effect of a glyphosate-based herbicide in Cyprinus carpio:
Assessment of acetylcholinesterase activity, hematological responses and serum biochemical parameters. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf.
2013, 98, 135–141. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Kwiatkowska, M.; Nowacka-Krukowska, H.; Bukowska, B. The effect of glyphosate, its metabolites and impurities on erythrocyte
acetylcholinesterase activity. Environ. Toxicol. Pharmacol. 2014, 37, 1101–1108. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. El-Demerdash, F.M.; Yousef, M.I.; Elagamy, E.I. Influence of paraquat, glyphosate, and cadmium on the activity of some serum
enzymes and protein electrophoretic behavior (in vitro). J. Environ. Sci. Health Part B 2001, 36, 29–42. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Takeuchi, I.; Yanagawa, Y.; Nagasawa, H.; Jitsuiki, K.; Madokoro, S.; Takahashi, N.; Ohsaka, H.; Ishikawa, K.; Omori, K. Decrease
in Butyrylcholinesterase Accompanied by Intermediate-like Syndrome after Massive Ingestion of a Glyphosate-surfactant. Intern.
Med. 2019, 58, 3057–3059. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Geetha, N. Mitigatory role of butyrylcholinesterase in freshwater fish Labeo rohita exposed to glyphosate based herbicide
Roundup®. Mater. Today Proc. 2021, 47, 2030–2035. [CrossRef]

61. Lajmanovich, R.C.; Attademo, A.M.; Peltzer, P.M.; Junges, C.M.; Cabagna, M.C. Toxicity of Four Herbicide Formulations with
Glyphosate on Rhinella arenarum (Anura: Bufonidae) Tadpoles: B-esterases and Glutathione S-transferase Inhibitors. Arch.
Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 2010, 60, 681–689. [CrossRef]

62. Saxena, A.; Redman, A.M.; Jiang, X.; Lockridge, O.; Doctor, B.P. Differences in active-site gorge dimensions of cholinesterases
revealed by binding of inhibitors to human butyrylcholinesterase. Chem. Interact. 1999, 119–120, 61–69. [CrossRef]
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75. Şişman, T.; Türkez, H. Toxicologic evaluation of imazalil with particular reference to genotoxic and teratogenic potentials. Toxicol.
Ind. Health 2010, 26, 641–648. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Tang, F.; Shen, X.; Gao, X.-W. In Vitro Inhibition of the Diphenolase Activity of Tyrosinase by Insecticides and Allelochemicals in
Micromelalopha troglodyta (Lepidoptera: Notodontidae). J. Èntomol. Sci. 2009, 44, 111–119. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2015.03.042
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25898390
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2005.07.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16174533
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2013.09.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24075644
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2014.04.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24780534
http://doi.org/10.1081/PFC-100000914
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11281253
http://doi.org/10.2169/internalmedicine.2562-18
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31243240
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.04.281
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-010-9578-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2797(99)00014-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbi.2020.109287
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33129804
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.02.047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28219821
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2021.106050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajem.2007.09.024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2005.04.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15922528
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105785
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.08.051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25194905
http://doi.org/10.3390/toxics10050248
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35622661
http://doi.org/10.1080/12265071.2003.9647700
http://doi.org/10.1096/fj.02-0736com
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3001182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33979323
http://doi.org/10.1021/jf200485k
http://doi.org/10.1177/0748233710375951
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20601399
http://doi.org/10.18474/0749-8004-44.2.111

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials and Reagents 
	Enzyme Inhibition Assays 
	Cholinesterase Inhibition Assay 
	Tyrosinase Inhibition Assay 

	Data and Statistical Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	Pesticide-Induced Cholinesterase Inhibition 
	Pesticide-Induced Tyrosinase Inhibition 

	Conclusions 
	References

