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A VPR B IO M C BERFR DB 2@ A W SRR P S HU MR B Rl ALS3 JEIN 22 5% . A E. crus-galli

var. zelayensis; B: E. crus-galli var. mitis; C: E. glabrescens; D: E. crus-galli var. crus-galli. The positions highlighted in red indicate

the base differences in the 4ALS3 gene between susceptible and resistant populations of Echinochloa spp.
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Fig. 3 ALS3 gene sequence alignment analysis of susceptible and resistant populations across four Echinochloa spp. ecotypes
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KbFRE A Treatment time/d
AEFERL BB C BS R D VR, A: E. glabrescens; B: E. crus-galli var. crus-galli; C: E.

crus-galli var. mitis; D: E. crus-galli var. zelayensis.
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Fig. 4 ALS enzyme activities of four Echinochloa spp. ecotypes to imazamox under 45 g/hm’ dose
P A Bl A S B R i 22, N RN P9 3678 28 Duncan FGOHT & A% 22 35 K506 22 53 1. 35 (P<0.05) . Data are mean+SD.

Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference by Duncan’s new multiple range test (P<0.05).
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