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Abstract Evaluating biosafety of transgenic herbicide resistant crops is mportant, as this
technique getsmore and more popular in the integrated w eed control program. In general,

themaximum capacity of transgenic glufosinate resistant crops to tolerate glufosinatew as at
20kg (ai)*hm ? and application of 1 0 kg (a i )*hm ?would have a good efficacy.

How ever, the resistant stability of the transgenic crops might differ as environmental fac-
tors, transformation methods of resistant genes, and construction of expression vectors var-
ied Therew ere al® certain variations betw een transgenic crop s and original parents Herbi-
cide resistant genes could drift by pollen movement A Ithough many reports demonstrated
that transgenic glufosinate resistant crops had no effectson other organisns, therew as evi-
dence show ed that glufosinate residue on plant leaves could kill caterpillar. Thus, the evalu-
ation of biosafety of glufosinate resistant transgenic corpswas a complicated matter, and
would be a long-tem task It is, therefore, necessary to pay more attention to the resistant
stability of the transgenic cropsand thismethod could only be considered asone of the effec-
tive techniques in the integrated w eed control program.
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