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TS ZHEEZEN ACCase F1 ALS #4151 gy it
KEBIREREZERT S

AR AW KW o4t M omS WEE B OK FHEET RLE"
(1. VT EE A RV R = B A AR S T, KM 450002 2. TR S MG A IRt , R 450002)

FE: AT E B R 8 %582 & F Lolium multiflorum # B 3+ LB B A B ACH (acetyl-
CoA carboxylase, ACCase ) #= L Bt SLER & A% B (acetolactate synthase , ALS ) 4741 7 3 P 3 7] 49 b K
FAn S AUIR RN R AR RN R R B A S T AR JE T A % 38 2 & AP BE 2T ACCase #7
B KR A R R R B A ek S ES e ALS A7) A KA A PR AR A a7
BRI e S KT SF 3T % 36 2 & 3 ACCase A= ALS JeAn B 5 A5 2k B $E 47 52 4 B R IL B 5 5 Yo 3T,
SATHEFRAT A, B R 27,5 %38 2 & F A A HNXXO01 483 , HNZMDO04 = HNXXO05
FEBEAT 6 AP R A 34 A T Fubk , HNZMDO4 # B 3 HyeB vk R 3 R Favg 5% 35 e 64 A8 5T A4S 20
A A 44.65 A2 40.31, %5 b 3 85 Am ALk AR T4 69 AR AT FOPEAS 3] A 11.91 4= 11.93 ; HNXXO05 F+ B 2 4
vEod R Fo o AR 0 AR AT FOEAS R H) A 27.70 42 25.67, HNZMDO4 F= HNXXO0S Hu A+ 4
ACCase 3 W ¥ & A& 7 D2078G £ X , 2 MNFPAR89 R K & 5% A 55% F= 70% ; HNZMDO4 0t F+ B 64
ALS AR K %A T P197Q A2 P197T R &, B & F 5 4 30% 7 5% , v HNXXO05 Fu bk A B 69 ALS 2 B
A AETPIVIQREL, REEN15%., x W %562 A FIx 1 )5 Fr B Ao i 4 #AE 3+ ACCase #» ALS
Bk F) KRR B ARG, mALE £ 12 & 369 ACCase R A B2 D2078G K K A= ALS &L B
P197Q ZPI9TT R LA K F AR BHHE R Z —,
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Resistance to ACCase and ALS inhibitors and its target site mutation in Italian
ryegrass Lolium multiflorum from Henan Province
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(1. Institute of Plant Protection, Henan Academy of Agricultural Science, Zhengzhou 450002, Henan Province, China;
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Abstract: To clarify the resistance level to acetyl-CoA carboxylase (ACCase) and acetolactate synthase
(ALS) inhibitor herbicides and target site resistance mechanism in Italian ryegrass Lolium multiflorum
populations from some areas of Henan Province, the whole-plant bioassays were conducted to deter-
mine the resistance of HNXX01, HNZMDO04, HNXXO05 populations against ACCase inhibitor herbi-
cides (fenoxaprop-P-ethyl, clodinafop-propargyl, and pinoxaden) and ALS inhibitor herbicides (meso-
sulfuron-methyl, flucarbazone-sodium, and pyroxsulam). The ACCase and ALS target enzyme genes
were cloned from these populations, and compared with amino acid sequence to find resistance-related
mutations and clarify the mechanism of target site resistance. The results of resistance level test showed
that HNZMDO04 and HNXXO05 populations were resistant to all the six herbicides compared to suscepti-
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ble population HNXX01. HNZMDO04 population was resistant to fenoxaprop-P-ethyl and pyroxsulam,
with a relative resistance factor of 44.65 and 40.31, respectively. The relative resistance factor of
HNZMDO04 to clodinafop-propargyl and flucarbazone-sodium were 11.91 and 11.93, respectively. The
relative resistance factor of HNXXO05 population to fenoxaprop-P-ethyl and flucarbazone-sodium were
27.70 and 25.67, respectively. The results showed that the ACCase gene had a D2078G mutation in
HNZMDO04 and HNXXO05 resistant populations, with a mutation rate of 55% and 70%, respectively. The
ALS gene had P197Q and P197T mutations in HNZMDO04 resistant population, with a mutation rate of
30% and 5%, respectively, while the ALS gene only had P197Q mutation in HNXXO0S5 resistant popula-
tion, with a the mutation rate of 15%. These results indicated that L. multiflorum populations from Zhu-
madian and Xinxiang developed high resistance to ACCase and ALS inhibitor herbicides. Furthermore,
ACCase mutation at amino acid D2078G and ALS mutations at amino acids P197Q and P197T contrib-
uted the herbicide resistance in the L. multiflorum populations from Henan.

Key words: Lolium multiflorum; acetyl-CoA carboxylase (ACCase); acetolactate synthase (ALS); herbi-

cide resistance; resistance mechanism

Z A B3 B Lolium multiflorum J& R AR B} ¥
MEAC A0 R AR AR IR [ 2 5 | R A . 513
(1) 2 A6 SR i Z PR AE TR I a4 V048 St
A SR AR SR 2 46 J8 22 R & 9 Jl Ry /N A2 v
() —Ff GRS B P e N A (AN AT,
2008) . EHI, BFilR/NAE T 22 46 R A7 B (g B R ) 2 2
R 2 KIS, — AR LT A R AL (acetyl-CoA
carboxylase , ACCase ) il | S BR 7], 5 — K2 &
Mok FL IR & A (acetolactate synthase , ALS ) i il 5| 2
R FL s ACCase I il 711 S B 50 1) A 455 b i HG e
MAJS 7K . SR RTTIA A REL T 5 AILS 0 i) 591 I B 59 .
PPV R A AP W il e 55 (5697, 2014)

VAR, BT RR BRI T, 24 B8 22 Boxf
Z PN B A T PO R R A R HE B R 1
Z4 i 2 —(Stone et al., 1998) . fie F.7E 1987 4 &
5 I X /INZ2 v ) 22 46 SR 22 R0 ACCase {1l
AR R A2 T Btk 3153 /N2 (Stanger & Ap-
pleby, 1989) , B J= , TEJE [F \PFZZ kR DL K B A A2
FEF WA T 2 AR FO R B R UL B 4
g rE A T OSTE) AR B ) P (Greenwood et al., 1999;
Beckie & Tardif, 2012; Délye et al., 2013; Nandula,
2014) . Taylor & Coats(1996 )7 3 [E % P4 74 L 1%
R B 22 46 R 27 ROk e RS B B 7] 7 2E T Bt
£ ; Tucker et al.(2006) 778 se 23Tk B2 18 A
T T A il % 174 SRR A1 s Kuk & Burgos (2007)
Al 2 A A X F R i [ | R ARUDR U | S
IR mER R O = AR Pk, H 2 AR B X A
Tl R A HT PR AL 2 B AR B Y 2l s B A2
e RE BN B A 2 (A2 R T

P AR R A R R 2R R DR e A [ N 2R
FO6F ACCase #1171 288 53 B0 0] (14 Bt P i 108 A X6 458
b H MR 248 T2 w6 ALS S 0 SRR b
PRI CHRGE . 2R 2R AT (2002) W1 98 A FLZ
6 PR RO R SR FR R R DR e R B R —
FLRETIT 250 . 3R (2018 ) BIFST 3 0T i FT S 25
B /NFE H R 22 A0 SR A R RE I R B R AP PR
T R DA T 34 2 T e X A
Z A0 R R BIHK PR R ; B3RS R T 2 A6 RE
FOP R W R R R AR BT ) R & AE D2078G
C2088R 1178 1L FI12041N %7%

AT LK A A #H & ik 8 gE 55T
g BRI & T TR BH ELAY 3 4 2 A6 B R R it
B AR, SR FH R A 0 2 15 43 AT X ACCase 11
Tl 7010 24 (o3 SRR WS IR R B B | s R R
ALS 1] 751 28 o w0 751 B RE R A SR A A | I i
R R K, G ) 2 46 B RRPRE ACCase
T ALS $EAR I K3 30 (0 504, AT B PR A G A 3
7R, B BRBEDTIEHLER , LU /N T £ 40 22
FEBE IR BB S AR YR S SR
1 MBS RF*

1.1 ##

PR B 22 AP435 T 2016 4FR
£ FTRE 8T 2 TR g ELK 3 1 (HNXXO01) A sRH
H/NEHI(HNXX05) . T-201 74F R4 A T B 44 5 5 )5
Herg B/NAZ T (HNZMDO4) . R4 156 B i 2
HNXXO01 FhHEXT ACCase £ ALS 1 il 77 S Bk 557 4
J8% ; HNZMDO4 Fl1 HNXX05 Rl A S8 AL 308 W s R
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FRMHEE, DL BRI AR T, A SR XTI
% He

B B 2 69 g/L K WE M K B R (fenoxaprop-P-
ethyD) LIl FEEHAEY B Ch ED A RA R 5 15% Fr
i (clodinafop-propargyl) fifl 7L 57 F1 5% 1 bk B il
(pinoxaden ) FLH , 46 1E 35 (=) 4% %6 A BRA ]
30 g/L H 3L fiff % (mesosulfuron-methyl) i 2 77 5
FEEAED R (D) A BR 2 R 5 70% 06t FE (flu-
carbazone-sodium ) 7K 73 HURE ), H A2 A1) A F FR
N 37.5% WERS BT (pyroxsulam ) 7K A3 HCRE ] , 98
[ IRRE Y SN

T AN : DNA $2HG 7] £ PCR 7= 4y 1] i
gl bR &, A TR ORI ) A R Al #k ks 5t
JoT i A e 22 (i) 47 BR A A 5 2xPCR Mix, 4R
A IR BRA W) 5 HoAisn] 24 2y [ 3 pr 4k
PQX-450A RIS IEIEF4E, T WA RHE A PR A W] 5
3W-2000 B4 73 A WS 55 3%, B s AL LA AL F
%7 ; 1000 Touch # PCRAX , 3 [F Bio-Rad A ) .
1.2 Ak
1201 23ZE33F ACCasefr ALSHPRIFIGGAS N

2 B4 245 7] 1Y) EE )4 0 1 15 R VR I, XoF
T AR R HNXXO 1, R 1 e 7R 0 3Rk B 43 591 oy
3.88.7.75.15.5.31.62 F11124 g (a.i.)/hm’, K HEHEH BF
43k 4.22.8.44.16.88.33.75.67.5F11135 g (a.i.)/hm?,
W ok R MR ORE 4 i R 3.25 7.5 15,30, 60 Al
120 g (a.i.)/hm’, F 3 el B v B2 43 5911 4 0.98 . 1.97
3.94.7.88.15.75 F131.5 g (a.i.)/hm?, FMRT Aok 5 43
Wk 1.31,2.625.5.25.10.5. 21 #142 g (a.i.)/hm?,
WE i 5 i e BE 43 9 M 0.44 . 0.88 . 1.75.3.5.7 I
14 g (a.i.)/hm’; X TP HNZMDO04 fTHNXXO05,
W 7R B S8R B A 1) R 62,124,248 ,496,992 Al
1 984 g (a.i.)/hm’, BR AR e BE 437 2 16.88.33.75
67.5.135.270 F1 540 g (a.i.)/hm?®, W bk 55 155 e 25 4
1K 15,3060 120,240 F1 480 g (a.i.)/hm?, F! 5
TR R R B 3 ) kg 3.94.7.88 . 15.75.31.5., 63 Fll
126 g (a.i.)/hm’, G50 MAE fif B2 Yk B 4301 o4 10,521 .42,
84,168 .336 1672 g (a.i.)/hm?, WEf w5 e i 4391
1.75.3.5.7 .14 .28 F156 g (a.i.)/hm’,

K FH B BRI Tk e 2 qE R
HNXX01 ,HNZMDO04 F1 HNXX05 F X} ACCase Fl
ALS #0500 p st . BEPRIE B0 PRI Y £
16 5855 B HNXXO01 . HNZMDO04 Fl HNXXO05 Fl 11
P B LA B DB AR FE R I A GE 78
TR AR EREBIEIRES , SR 5 15 T PR AE, 7E R 4l —

S /N, FEFTC RO 253 20 CHEA TR P
A ZEAb B 257 3~4 d, IERAE MG 10 o A 1+
B B I i R L 32 MO LU BN A Y A0 i, %
NI FLAY EARZY 7 em JRZ 9 em ) B (0 /N R
FEN ARG ARSE  IERL A SR B D FEFE A
PAGE 7K, LEIERHE ISR K 28 1 iR . 18
BUR 25 LU — SR Rl , B9 28R 10 A% , fd AR &8
N, 2R FL IR 5 0.5 e EAY T+ K HE TR
JEE PR 249 25 °C/R 29 18°C DA 12 L: 12 DG
MG SR h g RIS I R 1 2 T Pk
TR B A K 3~4 mH I, R WSS 35 01725
55 2% it 24 5 A 450 L/hm?, 45 F1) 5 40 9 & 42
AW AANER HF 1AL, LIS KB E R 25 X R
R T I B A AR BRI 2248 TR 22 Ak i Al
HREEFRAE R %, 2 . 29)5 21 d, 35 BOTF R 2
AC LRI R | o, TR SR,
il 338 = (25 1 0] B fif o EE — b B R ) /25 P 0 IR
FEH x100%, K FH DPS 18.10 A4 %k 24 71 71 42 it ot
B x 5 e AR ZR A RE S AE y #EAT 1A 3 b, 45 4
1= 5 R AH DG R R LA KA il 2% R A 4 A B 55
FHE EDy,, I AR BT, APk A =
X 22 A A FEHUIE R RE Y ED,, {B/245 55 % 2 48
FRO FLURRI R ED fH
1.2.2  ACCase#» ALS & R ) 5o & BT 5 5 W7
IR B 5 ACCase 7 751 (GenBank &
S5 AY710293) Fll ALS FE[H )T 51 (GenBank % 55
MK922479) 53 HE TP R S 15 1 (1),
DITTRE AL B B ACCase M ALS FEIH , Ta i Befy,
T CHGE ) ACCase 28786 iS5 (551 781.,1 999
2027.2041.2078.2 088 F12 096 i) S ALS 5 7% i
R (55 122,197.,205.376 ,377 .574 ,653 F1 654 /i) .
121 TR 2R E R KR 30, 5
T BT HR 2 A0 PR BT 252021 0.1 g, R HI DNA
FEBGAF G AR IL R 20 DNA 1 WA 84T PCR
PHE . 50 uL SOWAR R A5 DNA 1 uL 1EJ [a1514)
£% 2 puL.2xPCR Mix 25 pL.ddH,0 20 uL. L 2
JF : 98°C il 2% 14 2 min; 98°C 7% £ 10 s, 61.0°C 5§
57.6°CiB k 10 s, 72°CZEAH 10 s, H 35 M ; 72C
ZIEA 10 min, PCR ™9 1 1.5% Byt g Wi 56 e L UK
J& , FHPCR 4y [T i A7 e stidb . [mlfie st
LI PCR P= 43k 2 T AW TR (LI By A R
ORI HEATIN T o R ARAS 0 F A 5 KA 2 IR
Alopecurus myosuroides ] ACCase( GenBank % 5% 5
kg AJ310767) FHHLLFG ST Arabidopsis thaliana ¥ ALS 3
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12 L8 17 4] (GenBank & 5% 5y X51514) #E 47

FEXS 73T o

R1 AR PCRY G54
Table 1 PCR primers in the study

EIL7/Py J¥41(5'-3") H LR PR IR R
Primer Sequence (5'-3") Target gene Product size/bp  Annealing temperature/ °C

ACCpF AATGGGTCGTGGGGCACTCCTATAATTCC ACCase 1 600 61.0

ACCpR CTCCCTGGAGTTGTGCTTTC

ALS 2F GTCACCTACTGCCCTCCTCA ALS 1836 57.6

ALS 2R TCCTGCCATCACCTTCCA

2 ERESH

2.1 SEEENTACCaseFNA LSHHFESSEF IR e
Prey RTINS S s, 5 X0 IRERURRIE HNXXO01
FH G, HNZMDO04 F1 HNXX05 FlEE X 6 Fift g 75 551 14

PR TR K BB YE , HNZMDO4 R Xof A Nt e
TR L I3 R W il e 2 () AEDRT T PR A 500 31156 44.65 11
4031, %F R 5 R FRUMAR A 28 1) AF O TP o3 )k
11.91 1 11.93 ; HNXXO05 Fft 1 Xif Ak i s 7R 0 3R 11 980
A i 28 () ARDU B A8 R o3 1038 27.70 1 25.67 (52 2) .

x2 AESEEZEHMBEXT ACCase T ALS HI Fll 5 2K B EFI Ay H 147k -
Table 2 The sensitivity of different Lolium multiflorum populations to ACCase and ALS inhibitors

Rt et i prE AREC g AERT
Herbicide group Herbicide Population ~ Regression equation Correla?lon ED Relative resistance
coefficient > factor

ACCase 15 G s R HNXXO01 y=1.045x+3.379 0.864 35.66 -
ACCase inhibitor ~ Fenoxaprop-P-ethyl ~ HNZMDO04 y=1.085x+1.526 0.932 1592.24 44.65
HNXX05 y=0.695x+2.920 0.927 987.69 27.70

HeEL g HNXXO01 y=1.275x+3.853 0.975 7.93 -
Clodinafop-ropargyl ~HNZMD04 y=1.098x+2.832 0.994 94.43 11.91
HNXX05 y=1.050x+3.128 0.977 60.54 7.63

[ N HNXXO01 y=3.543x+2.827 0.966 4.10 -
Pinoxaden HNZMDO04 y=4.019x-0.796 0.805 27.67 6.75
HNXX05 y=4.289x-1.108 0.947 31.20 7.61

ALS H11 PP e e HNXXO01 y=1.486x+4.606 0.886 1.84 -
ALS inhibitor Mesosulfuron-methyl HNZMDO04 »=1.851x+2.995 0.974 12.11 6.58
HNXX05 1=1.300x+3.944 0.982 6.49 3.53

TR HNXXO01 y=1.888x+3.487 0.986 6.33 -
Flucarbazone-sodium HNZMD04 3=0.971x+3.178 0.967 75.50 11.93
HNXX05 y=0.926x+2.952 0.974 162.52 25.67

I ik HNXX01 1=1.293x+5.305 0.941 0.58 -
Pyroxsulam HNZMD04 y=1.649x+2.743 0.984 23.38 40.31
HNXXO05 y=1.502x+4.711 0.943 1.56 2.69

v BERINHIZRAOHERAE ; x: 255770 FE X EUE. y: Probability of fresh weight inhibition rate; x: logarithm of dosage.

22 BIEEE ACCase FNALS EHF 55547

X 2 A6 R B3 PRI ACCase I ALS 1A
AT TERE B va R I R T 91 5 KA 22 IR W A C-
Case FNHU R IT 114 ALS FE H 1) B L R )P 5 HEA T L X
ZE R, 246 A 3 KT HNZMDO04 Fl1 HNXX05 Fh
WA TR AR AE (K1) . Hrf ,HNZMDO04
FTHNXXO05 Fh#E 1Y ACCase FEIH % 4= T D2078G %
s GEAS IR 5K 55% Fl 70% ; HNZMDO4 Fif B i
ALSKE & T P197Q FIP197T 5875 , 48783 Hil

30% F1 5% T HNXXO05 F B9 ALS SEN B4 T
P197Q %A%, 5878 %M 15% (R 3) .

3 i

22 6 SR BT AT R AT 48 S D i T A b KT
R TP E MR/ N 7 CRATIESE, 2017) o b7
B B e A BB I e BT RO 5 12, SR T i 2 4k 1
2K B HON Z2 R 2550 72 A4 T Bk (Cocker et al.,
2001 ; Alarcon-Reverte & Moss, 2008; Ellis et al.,
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2009) o AT T B AR AR DI e A TR T 2 A6 R
7% B HNXX01 . HNZMDO04 £l HNXX05 Ff B % AC-
Case 111l 351 248 b3 B SRS s R R 5 B R T | Ae ok
PRI ALS 10 700 288 (53 e ) FE R A | s i
B | WE filf B (R LR KT S5 SR R 2R R
HNZMDO4 F HNXX05 F X 6 Fk 550 347 A=
THutE, JUHOESR A 3F 55 T LR B ) HNZMDO04
FRFEXT ACCase 11 il 751 21 B B 751 R WAL AR B2 R AR

A L | LI B R ) | L R L
2070 2075 2080 2085 2090 2095 2100

AFVYIPKAAELRGGAWVVID

2060 2065
Alopecurus myosuroides (AJ310767)
Lolium multiflorum HNXX01
Lolium multiflorum HNZMD04
Lolium multiflorum HNXXO05

B

Arabidopsis thaliana (X51514)
Lolium multiflorum HNXX01
Lolium multiflorum HNZMDO04
Lolium multiflorum HNZMDO04
Lolium multiflorum HNXXO05

g LA B ALLS A0 700 25 [ ) SRR Tk oA A W A
JHe 7= A= A i ot TR A T 2 T BH B HNXX05
FhHEXT ACCase 1 il 351 21 B B 551 A W s 7R & R Al
ALS 17 1] 751 28 o3 0 750 el il o 7= A 4 Pk o 9K
(2018 ) & FIAT R 48 9 B 5 T 24> AR A RERh
X ACCase 11 il 771 2 Bk B SRS W R 7 R 7= A= R[]
FREEIBUIE  AE A & BT ALS #1500 2 bR 5 5
FpE

L L T T L L L L L I B A Y T

SKINPDRIECYAERTAKGNVLEPQ

LTAOAE T 7 N EBRA $5 2875 . The red boxed codon indicates the mutations.

E1 AESHEEEEFE ACCase(A)F1ALS(B) Ei 0 S E B R 5 Lb X

Fig. 1 Alignment of partial amino acid sequences of the ACCase and ALS derived from different Lolium multiflorum populations

R3 BLEEZERETE ACCase F1 ALS HIFTERTER

Table 3 Amino acid substitutions related to herbicide resistance in ACCase and ALS in different Lolium multiflorum populations.

ACCase F:H 27E ACCase gene mutation

ALSHENZAE ALS gene mutation

i Ll s ki ey ER g o gy EE
; i FAFHAY FEASRER EREL . FRATSAY SRASRE BRREL .
Population Sensitivity Mutation Mutation
Mutation Mutant/total plant Mutation Mutant/total plant
frequency/% frequency/%
HNXX01 U Cii2e it 0/10 0 L2 cpiv 0/10 0
Sensitive Wild type Wild type
HNZMDO04 £t D2078G 11/20 55 P197Q 6/20 30
Multi-resistant (GAT-2078-GGT) (CCG-197-CAG)
P197T 1/20 5
(CCG-197-ACQG)
HNXX05 £tk D2078G 14/20 70 P197Q 3/20 15

Multi-resistant (GAT-2078-GGT)

(CCG-197-CAG)

ACCase Il il 71 S BR B0 32 22 P T 1B 1R By B
RABEI L, ACCase 1l I S BR H0 577 AT LI ] AC-
Case HYI& M, 25008 05 B2 (1) A 755wk BELIAT , £ 7518 ot
b B 6 HE PR IR | 1 A I E T (Délye et
al.,2005) o LSRR FERAE T ARAE % 5[] 5 1Y
ACCase B CT I g #k (Rendina et al., 1990) . [r] &
T ACCase Y CT XIUHE R & A 58728 I 2 3 B AC-
Case 15T 45 8 & Az 2038 (45 X6 B3 R 561] 1Y)
P BTG, DT 3 B0 4% X I I o R R ™ A e
(Kaundun, 2014 ), Zagnitko et al.(2001) B VX & Aif
HBAZE Lolium rigidum X M H 7R R FVE AR e 7=

APPSR T ACCase F R B CT K 752 AR/ 5%
HRRA . AATLRIE T ACCase FEH 1) CT X 5§
A T EIETRZEAE , DL 14 i o 58 AR S Al
G2096A/S . C2088R . D2078G . 12041N/V . W2027C .
W1999C/L/S FIT1781L/V/A/T (B804 ,2017) . FKAi
(2018) XL 2 46 Fe A BEFIHE ACCase 7 K 75 i
PRI, Horboke B 0T R 48 T 5 5 19 3 A e A e
552 078 i RAGIRRA R T HEAR ; Brit 25,
TZIFE IR J BRI P 48 T 5 i 1) 22 46 P 22 LR A = A
T 11781L . C2088R FI12041N 2875 | 3 & 4k oo 2
IPREVEMAR R R = T itk AR A ML IE B
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L HNZMDO04 F1 HNXXO05 F £ ACCase N & A4
T D2078G 78, iZ 45 A 5 KAl (2018) B 5T 45 2R —
. P, ACCase HH K& A= D2078G 5878 & 2 {E %
22 REUE SV B R FIET £ iR PH AP X ACCase 11
2 53 ) A B ) S AL

ALS il 5 2 B3 F 51 2 A S RUBR B, 25
FEZ R Al 218 SR, il ALS 16, 52 i 42 5
AR EREIR G N, FEAREARE A 22724, NITASHE:
AR A TR AT (KRR, 2018) . ALS 1)
IR B FIVE ] T ALS , 24 B0] I S B w70 7 4
UM th T ROAR AL PR & AR 28 AR | (A5 X o
FI B BURE PR . Guttieri et al. (1992) T ¥R HE T
P197T Fl P197H 28 £ 2 58 7% /2 15 LB 55 15 Lactuca
srriola IR Kochia scoparia X ok IR 25 B HL 5] 5
T B = AR PP R R . Y diRAE , ALS I F 1
HAETE 8 MM s I A EE IR 248 , 28 B DU - () 2 FL 1R
RAFHH (Yu & Powles, 2014) . Yu et al.(2003) &
B 8 NP E N Raphanus raphanistrum 304 FhEE X
ALS BREFIHTHEA S P197 HUFRA . 7254 5,
i AT BE 5 B G P 04 T 5 A O, {23 i Northern blot
AT K BRBTEAE M) ALS 1Y mRNA 2635 KB
B 22 5% . Yu et al. (2007) HiZ3E 3 /> X il o fitf 4 7
AU R 22 T8 4= 5 Hordeum leporinm "9 RN
A P197S 578 , S B bR UM EAIC i HAivE
AR ALS 1 7134 USSR A WA i 2~3 4% . ARBESR
gE LR, 210 B2 F HNZMDO4 FPEER) ALS H A
KA T P197Q M P197T 28748 , HNXXO05 Fi#E i ALS
S KA T P197Q 2878 IZ 45 RS kIR IA 145
— B, B ALS 55 197 v S 3L R 2878 ] T B A4 FXHZ
KGRI APurk . ABFFEUESE ALS BEH 2R 197 £ 24
IR 1 AR i 2 AL PR A R 5 Y e AR &
JE BHAREEXT ALS RIS BRFLH ™A T Hivk X
Pl N O 1 22 48 R A2 RN ALS 910 550 () 470 1
K OLERRRBTEL

XS R F R AT AT 2 A ARG A AR
Utk , FOARPU I LR BR R AT o AR K f ek A
AR YT E R R RE TG0 BR kA a5
VE AL A ) B 2 4 ({55, 2016) o AR X 24K
RPN T TR, /N 24
BERR BRI T A T R R S BT =
{EARTIFFEAE FOBR P T ARG T FO b il 25 R 28
5 T 246 B3 B ACCase F ALS HE N 1y e ik 4%
DL — 2L WIH , Z2 46 R 22 FEX ACCase Fl1 ALS
IR A PTEDLERRR T ¥ AR PTESN B 7 E— 2L 0F

5% B ERE AR YT DLEE

ZACR A B Z R BRI A T PR, AR
PR E | B E AL FriHACE RPN,
AP VE LAY B 5 550 TR sl e e (o F | o fo o
— it FH— R E FIBLR A 2550) , it 245 700 i, AEZE T
MR S B BRI E 2 AR R A R (223655 ,2016) .
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