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Abstract
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Acetolactate synthase (ALS) is a key enzyme in the branched chain amino acid biosynthesis pathway,and it is an important target

for sulfonylurea herbicides.This article is a brief overview of study about ALS inhibitor herbicides and resistance weeds problem,including ALS
inhibitor herbicides used in commercial ,the problem of resistance weeds to ALS herbicides , the effect of ALS enzyme activity resulting from the

ALS amino acids subsititution,and ALS gene editing.
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Table 1 Characteristics of four kinds of herbicide
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Table 2 The events of ALS resistant weeds reported in 2016 and 2017
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