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Effects of fomesafen residues in soil on the growth and enzyme activities of later crop maize
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Table 1 Effects of different concentrations of fomesafen on the growth and inhibition rate of GST of corn

JRUB P R Vs K i T GST & P 2R Inhibition rate of GST/%
Concentration of Plant height/cm  Root length/cm Fresl;weight/ g 2
fomesafen/(mg/kg) HRoot == Stem M Leaf

0.0(CK) 18.24+0.69 Aa  16.25+0.48 Aa  2.16+0.05 Aa - - -
0.1 18.1740.42 Aa  15.95+0.48 ABa 2.19+0.08 Aa 0.00+£0.00 Ee  -2.49+0.07 Ee =~ -3.35+0.50 Ee
0.2 17.55£0.58 Aa  15.24+0.21 Bb ~ 2.1940.10 Aa -5.00+£0.50 Ff  -5.00+0.35 Ee  -20.00+1.59 Ff
0.3 15.70+£0.62 Bb  13.39+0.66 Cc 1.64+0.50 Bb 20.25+1.60 Dd  20.23+1.67 Dd 6.64+0.62 Dd
0.4 14.78+0.84 BCc  12.89+0.34 Cc 1.43£0.07 BCbc  35.02+1.70 Cc  30.88+2.21 Cc  20.35+2.81 Cc
0.5 13.82+0.82 CDd 11.70+0.61 Dd ~ 1.3240.17 BCcd 55.43+2.45Bb  50.37+2.71 Bb  33.03+4.10 Bb
0.6 12.9540.94 De  10.92+0.52 Ee 1.12+0.11 Cd 68.76:1.50 Aa  65.23+1.08 Aa  42.41+2.63 Aa

TR N IE R o RIS ER /NG T8 R8 45 Duncan FOHT 2 M 25 B 56 78 P<0.01 5 P<0.05 /K22 5 1 3%

Data are mean+SD. Different uppercase or lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.01 or P<0.05

level by Duncan’s new multiple range test, respectively.
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Fig. 1 Effects of different concentrations of fomesafen on the enzyme activities of SOD, POD and PPO in maize
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