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Mechanism and Application of Insect Detoxifcation Enzymes in Bioremediation

of Pesticide Contamination
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Abstract : The use of pesticides does not only bring benefit to human being but also cause large — scale pesticide pollution. Currently,
a method called as "no efficient program” can be used in bioremediation for pesticide pollution. The method is based on the constant

application of pesticides to insects, as insect’ s detoxification enzymes can catalyze and degrade many xenobiotic agents including

pesticides. And the use of insect detoxification enzymes provides a novel way in bioremediation of pesticide contamination.
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