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Mechanisms of tribenuron-methyl resistance in weed Silene conoidea
from wheat fields in Hebei Province
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Abstract: To elucidate the resistance mechanisms of tribenuron-methyl-resistant weed Silene conoidea
population from wheat fields in Hebei Province, this study conducted whole-plant bioassays, target-site
acetolactate synthase (ALS) gene sequencing analysis, ALS activity assays, metabolic enzyme inhibi-
tion experiments, and cross-resistance and multi-resistance determinations. The results showed that the
GR,, of the DZ-2R population to tribenuron-methyl was 527.60 g (a.i.)/hm’, whereas that of the S2400
population was 3.99 g (a.i.)/hm’, resulting in a resistance index of 132.23, which at a high resistance
level. ALS gene sequencing revealed a point mutation at the nucleotide position 574 in the DZ-2R
population, where the codon for tryptophan (TGG) was substituted by leucine (TTG), and there was no
significant difference in the relative copy number and relative expression levels of the ALS gene
between the two populations. ALS activity assays showed that the I, value of the DZ-2R population
was 211.50 umol/L, which was 19.71-fold higher than that of the S2400 population. In metabolic
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enzyme inhibition assays, pretreatment with the cytochrome P450 inhibitor malathion and the glutathi-
one S-transferase inhibitor NBD-CI reduced the GR;, of the DZ-2R population by 53.43% and 60.48%,
respectively. Cross- and multiple-resistance analyses indicated that the DZ-2R population exhibited

cross-resistance to other ALS-inhibiting herbicides, including mesosulfuron-methyl, florasulam, and

bispyribac-sodium, but remained sensitive to the bipyrazone and carfentrazone-ethyl. In conclusion,

these results indicate that the resistance to tribenuron-methyl in the S. conoidea DZ-2R population is

mediated by a combination of ALS target-site mutation and enhanced metabolic detoxification.
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2024) . FEIERIZA/NE T EINEERRZ —, KA
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AR 2 i /N BT RAUR 9 10%~15% (TR
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3 A 19 Ala-122, Pro-197., Ala-205 ., Phe-206, Asp-
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HERZR BT AHFSE T 2024 AE7E T LA 14 8 T R
KT /INE P2 OCREE T 12 AR . IR
FERFRE A 16.87 g (a.i.)/hm® HE Tk & B, A7
WA 22 RN PUEEIR R 16.67%. o,
DZ-2R FlHE A AE 1 Rt i, PR B PR A it
PEFPRE , SEBEFPRE S2400 15 A USRS HE . K i A
2 55 FhRE (0 b 7 ] 200 mg/L 7 B R IR WIR Fh
24 h, WIRFTHFP FIRHR . F LG Fh 2% B i 2t
R AR 14 om 5 7 em B SDRL0N , B2 10 67, 76
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5 0.5~1.0 em H WA FE , TEAIRE 30 1C/25 C.
16 hJGIE/8 h B S F P 95 2 3~4 ), B e 1
6 1 , Bt 5~6 -3 4y v {1kt

2550 R - 75% R0 [ (tribenuron-methyl) 7K
Sy BRI, LR IR 2R B AL A B W) 530% FH 3 —
fifi % (mesosulfuron-methyl) 7] 230 & 77 71, FE R
Hh A BR A ) 5 50 g/L X3RS 57 % (florasulam ) 2 V7
3] . 10% M Hi i ( carfentrazone-ethyl) ] FEA4 43 5] , V1
I AR A A A FR A W] 5 15% AFEik (bispyribac-
sodium) B 77 A, LRI T AT FRZA ] 5 109% XUk
F i (bipyrazone ) P] 43 HHE T, H 515 A T
PEZR BB 16 G PR F] 5 45% Shi i # (malathion ) 3,
T TR 2 RS 41k T AT FRZA W) 5 98% 4-58-7- il 5
& I 1521 (4-chloro-7-nitrobenzofurazan, NBD-C1) Jit
2y, L7 o MR LR R A FR A Fl . DNAs-
ecure H RIFE ) K 41 DNA #2557 & . 2xTag PCR
TR Basy & A 20 &, Jb st KRR A1k
BHEABR AR Jebhik e 6 & PCR Bl K EasyS-
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& R4l RNA SRR &, b XA HE R
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1S4 : 3WP-2000 1 A= W55 55, i st ARl ML
AHHFSE i s TEEJET TP65S04E Wi 3k | Wt 5 Wi 55 22 40
7 BR /A 7] ; Mastercycler Pro £ & PCRAY , 3 AR
b [E A B v 5 SpectraMax iD5e Fi##R1X , &4 53
AL A PR A 5 Applied Biosystems 7500 SE A
%6 E F PCR Y \NanoDrop One ffl & 43661,
FEBR G RBHE: o [E 47 B2 7] 5 Sephadex G25 3%
FE T 8 i 1 e R e B 14T 5 TY 600C i FH 284 F Tk
I AR HRIKI S AR A,
1.2 Ak
1.2 EZHLE DZ-2RAPBEX; R A o FPE R -T2

KB RR A D b AT A2 o B 5~6 I 22
DZ-2R HitE AP EFIT S2400 HURFNRE L) 1, i FH 3WP-
2000 Y A= I 25 35 X A T 2RI 55 b 3R, bk
TREAO SRR 2 (FH B0 B0 16.87 g (a.i.)/hm?) Wit
FIHE 39 0 (X HR ) 167.48 .134.96.269.92.539.84
1 079.68 F12 159.36 g (a.i.)/hm?, FEUR A e (14 sk e
% i 78] £ 33 o 0 (X HR) L 1.05.2.11,4.22,8.44
16.87 f1133.74 g (a.i.)/hm®, iREGHEAT 2 M7 AL,
R BN BRI 3R RN 1 Fh. WisEad
Bk £L42 9 0.3 mm, W55 5 /14 0.3 MPa, %5
i HAR 294 100 pm, B3k Ji 57 90 mL/min. BR &
R 55 58 UG 2B TR R B 30 °C/25 C

16 ho'B /8 h FARE AR == rh 4k 257 21 d, ST BY
AR AL BRI AT A A M Ry, B SRR
(A b A e AR B AR 509% T (AR
B F) B GRy,, 1PAL DZ-2R FE ST PE K | 54
PUrEFEE . Bt B=R s XM E RV EERY GR,/ 2R
fif§ A X SRR 119 GRyp0 8 FH DU S BI00 50032 36 7

o . et s D - .
TR GR,,. Aty =c+ —2=C ¢
1+

x ) ’
GR,,
rh, x Sh R R A it R0 £ 5 D oA O BR 5 € R RO
T BR ;b A LRt sy S AR AT R
1.2.2  EHEFBEALS KA 53] 97
I3 HIRAE 5~6 AR A TAEAT A EE Y DZ-2R 3T
PEFPHERN S2400 HUBFRFEA T Fr, B FIERSE 10 1E
HyAt A, G VRS, B DN Asecure #7 R AR
Py 3 [H 40 DNA $2& B ) &5 £ HOH 36 [ 44 DNA
(genomic DNA, gDNA) . A i 7 o o Fh F A9 40 1
TR, X 22 R ALS PR 9 AN BV S 4P
AH O 1) 98 7% 457 15, Ala-122 ., Pro-197 ., Ala-205 . Phe-
206, Asp-376. Arg-377 . Trp-574. Ser-653 . Gly-654,
FIH Oligo 7 3k fh i it e S 519 (R 1) #£47 PCR
Frill o 20 uL PCR KW A& £ : 50 ng/uL gDNA 1 pL
10 umol/L 1EJZ [1] 51 4145 0.5 uL . 2xTag PCR HijR ik
77 10 pL I Nuclease-free Water 8 pL., PCR 4 #4 f¢
194 CHIAEME 3 min; 94 “CZE1E305,58 CiE A 30s,
72 CHEfH 1 min, 234 MG ; )5 72 CZE{#H 5 min,
P HE Y4 1% BEREHEGE NS F UK S0 ik 5, Hh b 58
FHEY A BR 2 G HEA T T, 745 5 41 fd H] Chromas
RAFHEAT 22 15 90 LU 3B, B 5848 67 A RN
1.2.3  EHLE ALS A B AR N e FK 20 2
B 5~6 18 22 i B DZ-2R Hi R AT S2400 4
TP LSV 23 It 16.87 g (a.i.)/hm® ZEAFE , J5 1
[F] 1.2.1, Thils 25 BT it 25 )5 24 h 4 BRSPS FIHE
BB BRI 45 0.5 g, >R 1.2.2 73k A5 H gDNA,
R 436G BE T 2 gDNA AR &g | Jf:
T 2F 19 By B W B e H DA 00 G S R e, AR i
FE LSS IO R B K AR BRI RS HR I 10 ng S48 1)
gDNA 1EHR ALS FEFIHE DUEU 3 AT AR o 5 il 7 58
RNA | 755 26 3 RNA $& U0 & 48 0, 286 45
6 B TS I L e i RN 4 I3 5k 19% B R bR
Ji B Pk TA g 2 . BT 000 ng i RNA, i FH
EasyScript — #5715 2B gDNA K 55— %% cDNA & i
AT RS 5%, s cDNA FHT ALS 55 R AR XT
KO ALS H PRI 545 | 99k ScALS-F
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(5"GATGCAATTCCTCCGCAGT-3")/ScALS-R(5"-G-
GAAGCCCAAATCCCATCG-3") , YA H & #L Silene
vulgaris W Actin 2 K N 2 5B, Ky 5198
SVACT-F (5-GGGCTGTGATCTCTTTGCTC-3")/Sv-
ACT-R (5-ATTGTTCGGTATGGAAGCTC-3") . Jif
A 51935 i AR A R R A BR A F B .
20 pL PO f PCR VAR FR : Jehidi st e it PCR

TR 10 pL . 10 pmol/L IE S [ 5 [ #7145 0.5 uL .gDNA
8¢ cDNA Bz 1 puL.ddH,0 8 pL. PCR FZ Jij &1 -
94 CHIAEM:30 5594 CAEMES 5,60 CiRk 155,72 C
FEAF 10 s, 40 EFR . AR S 25 106 26 5
{8, LAt 24 S2400 BURFRRE A L MESEA T 7 70 HT
SR 274 2O A A LS SEPRARXTE DU BORIAR X b 4
BRI 2 IR EL AR 42 B

R1 EMEALS ERE 1834

Table 1 Primers for amplification of the ALS gene of Silene conoidea

B4 BIHFFHI(s'=3) SBGHRE b L

Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3") Annealing temperature/ °C Amplification site
ScAls-1F CCGCAAATACCAAAACCACTCC 58 Ala-122, Pro-197
ScAls-1R CCACCACCAACATACAGAACA
ScAls-2F CAAGTTCCGAGGCGAATGAT 56 Ala-205, Phe-206, Asp-376, Arg-377
ScAls-2R CAAGCCCACTGGAGGTCA
ScAls-3F CGAGGGTGAGGAAGAGCA 55 Trp-574, Ser-653, Gly-654
ScAls-3R TCTTCCATCACCCTCGTTTA

1.2.4  BAREKA T RBEES ZHE ALS B0 %0

ALS B9 $E ORI %2 2 B8 Yu et al. (2004) 1 Han
et al. (2012) Wy 7 3647, T WA eheidk . B 5~6 1)
KA A b PR 2RO A AU 45
4 g, R IT/T W S5 N A 8 mL A28 g b A 714
o Bl S ] W R N AR R Y 100% (NH,),SO,
TR21,4 C T LA 12 000xg &0 20 min, K fIf 5% ALS
DIEEF T 3.5 mL HEZ . f# ] Sephadex
G25 (B35 5 mL Be 22 mifost ALS & H AT
R RIS MR WL O o K 100w J58 55 R HL R Fn
100 pL AN [A)R BE A AR R AR N2 1.5 mL 2045
LA VS I A et 1) Ak B A X6 BEL. - S2400 AU
ALS T AG I B % il 6 Ak P 3 B 4331 R O (K6 HEL)
0.001.,0.01.0.1,1,10,100.1 000 umol/L, DZ-2R i
PEFRHE ALS T A 0 % 4% Ak R Ak 2RV 32 4 331 24 0
(XF#8).0.01.0.1,1,10,100.1 000,10 000 pmol/L,
Ab B B Easy £ 576 50 & (Bradford 1)
WM 5E ALS W& J3E, T 530 nm A0 5 45 FE 5 19 1 O 5
R I0HE AT 2 O A BRI 3
REE . 5AL PR A EE , (0 1 A 50%
Jr e R B AR B o SON R 1, 0
1.2.5  ARAHBE 35 A 2 XA ERORBRE 0 Fa

Sk K6 I A0 it (7, 2 P450 BN 48 (cytochrome
P450, CYP450) FI45 Dt H IR -S-%% #2 1 (glutathione S-
transferase, GST) J& 152 5 2 i ¥ DZ-2R $it P Fp e
X R B AL, 43501 % FH CYP4S0 41 ] 551

FIwE A GST #1577 NBD-CLUXHPERDREREF T Fld
P P T AR T ) 0 0 R T B i
1000 g (a.i.)/hm” BHiE #1270 g (a.i.)/hm* NBD-CI
XF 22 JH BT 0 AR R R Y A K 3 TE R
I F AR MR R B 5 37 87 5 1 NBD-CIafE 47 Al
TiAb B . M S~6 3 A2 B BT MR R RE A B, WY
1000 g (a.i.)/hm’ S B 1 h FRm it R b, it 1
Dy oG A 1.2.1, 4B 21 d SFHLTE 85 R 44k
A Z2 AL b B8R0, A GR,,, kA 1.2.1,
FHF VAL CYP450 FEHT I B h A E T o B S5~6 1T
HAZE M HT MR RES S , BEiE 270 g (a.i.)/hm? NBD-CI
J7 48 h W AR R, i A vk AR R 1.2, 5
S5 R R) Th b7 Bl FLA BRI, FEAS GST 76t
PEIE R B PE A o R B T 2 RS FA, R
JERLPRBE 3 A A EHE 14,
1.2.6  FHLE AR BE T 2 A IR 35 69 AR PRI E

SR 5 23R DZ-2R Ho MBI AE X HoAd ALS 1)
il 2 B R A A A B LA R R e A A 158
HHUERNZH0PE , Ve ALS 0 50 25 6 2 ) Y A —
R R (4.5 .9 F1 18 g (a.i.)/hm?) BURUAR F i (1.5.3 11
6 g (a.i.)/hm®) FIXLEFE(13.5.27 F154 g (a.i.)/hm?) LA
Rt 2 245 A T i XU AL it (4-hydroxyphenyl pyru-
vate dioxygenase, HPPD ) 1]l il 71 21 53 % 751 XOUIA % ]
(15.30 F160 g (a.i.)/hm?) FlJ5L Aok 52 42 AL i (proto-
porphyrinogen oxidase, PPO ) 1] il 71] 24 [5 B 551 s 7
M (13.5.27 F154 g (a.i.)/hm®) PEATINE o HL 5~6 -3
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PR USRI RSN 1 L SR 1.2.1 J5 it
Jite AR AN )R BE R 5, Ab PR S 21 d SFHb T BY R A
AL FR AT 2R 1R A, ST B R X
S2400 U HEA DZ-2R FL PR EERG S T B iR
AT 2 M A R R R 3 AN A
ANEE N FE ., BEE B A= O IR fef 85— 4b P66 o )/
XJ B B HE < 100%
1.3 HiES

RIS H G H Excel 2016 A4 724 #4347 - fifi
HH Graphpad Prism 9.0 {E &, v F SPSS 27.0 #k 4 %
RIS HHE JEA TG40 H7 , R Student” s ¢ 46 35 75 i
11255 WA

2 FER55H

2.1 EMEDZ-2RFHEEXS R BEERIHUIEK T
ZEE DZ-2R BT 5 S2400 BUBFPHEXT 4
Fifk o2 ) BURR M A7 AR BH S 22 5, FE /N2 H TR 37
ALFRTR , S2400 FEUBAM L A KB 52 24, 1 DZ-2R
PUPE TR AE 32 4% H [8) 4 77 71 5 539.84 ¢ (a.i.)/hm’
AEER A (B D . P s kB, 2R
T X S2400 FEUBFFE ) GRy, M 3.99 g (a.i.)/hm?, X
DZ-2R Jr M9 GR,, b 527.60 g (a.i.)/hm?, L1
RECH 132,23, K E I H DZ-2R B & 4 Xt

A 574
GTTGTTCAALGAGAAGATCGA

\

AR T R AP (PR $e-10)

-=- 52400
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Fig. 1 Relative fresh weight of S2400 sensitive population and
DZ-2R resistant population of Silene conoidea under

tribenuron-methyl treatment

i A 8 ARifE2E . Data are mean+SD.

22 EREALSERAFISH

7 i 5 DZ-2R HL Pk A 2 PCR 4 3 3815 24
2000 bp i ALS FEH F B, X 94~ iR 3E 2878 o7 551,
BB HEA T XS 20 B & B, DZ-2R HPE R BERE ALS
FEDR Gfish X 55 574 57 s AAFAE TGG—TTG A LA
A (1 2) o IZRARGI R 574 7 fAL 1) £6 2 TR
(Tm)?ﬁﬁe?ﬁ%ﬂﬂ%/ﬁﬁﬁ@eu)o

574
GTTGTTCAA[TIGGAAGATCGA

)

2 EMEES2400 HURFEE (A)FI DZ2R FUIEFEE (B) B ALS B E 5 574 (L A RTLL IR
Fig. 2 Alignment of the ALS gene sequences at position 574 in the S2400 susceptible population (A)

and the DZ-2R resistant population (B) of Silene conoidea

23 EMEALSEEBEXENHFRIEE

SER A B PCR KM 45 5 o s , R AT b
PR 22 5 S2400 FEURAPHE 5 DZ-2R Hu e FPHE 1
ALS FEPRAX 5 DUEOC 2 25 5 (B 3-A) o A, 28
I PR [ Ak B SRR R R BT AR ) ALS FE PR AH
Rk EW I R E 2T (K3-B) . XK DZ-2RHT
PERIEEXT AR R LI 5 ALS BE PR P2 DL BRI 22k
IR

2.4 BUEREGTRBENZMEALS EEMEMm
TEBEREAT T, 225 DZ-2R BT R RER S2400
BB 1Y ALS 35 1 °F- 24 43 51 4 96.23 umol/L Al
73.76 pmol/L, Fi & &5 & 1 1.301% . RfiifEsb 5
S2400 HHURFHE Y ALS 5 P9 B R A, Bt 2455
WePETHED , ALS 6 52 B R RRa A (18] 4) , 25
REXT USRI 1,24 10.73 pmol/L s {H DZ-2R H A
REA ALS W ETE 0~100 pmol/L e B Rtk b BT 52
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Fig. 3 Relative copy number (A) and relative expression levels (B) of the ALS gene in the S2400 susceptible population
and the DZ-2R resistant population of Silene conoidea
P P8R 0 T B bR 22 o ns RS BIUBFPRE 5 HUIERRRE (] 28 Student” s # 46 50 ¥4 46,96 JC 1. 3% 22 5 (P>0.05) . Data are

mean+SD. ns indicates no significant difference between sensitive and resistant populations by Student’s ¢ test (P>0.05).
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Fig. 4 Response of ALS to tribenuron-methyl in the S2400

= 4

susceptible population and the DZ-2R resistant population of
Silene conoidea under in vitro conditions
P R Ay T S B bR 2 o R S 1) e s SRR
SPCTERERIZ Student” s ¢ K6 4575646 25 57 . % (P<0.05 Al
P<0.01) Data are meantSD. * or ** indicates significant
differences between sensitive and resistant populations by

Student’s ¢ test (P<0.05 or P<0.01).

2.5 AIGTERHD S 3T Z R E R REPE A 22T

22 CYPA50 1) 1l 1) I o 5 1l i Ak P I | o
XA DZ-2RGUHEFIHER GR,,FH 527.60 g (a.i.)/hm’
W22 245.72 g (a.i.)/hm?®, FF# T 53.43%, Ui CYP450
P22 RN AR R T v R4 T YRR & GST
il 71 NBD-C1 1 &b B , 2R A [ % DZ-2R T PE A
) GRs, % 2 208.5 g (a.i.)/hm?, F & T 60.48%, 13 W
GST U 78 22 B0 AR BSR4 T VR (32
2). FHIBRFOARL A EARS , DZ-2R FUERN I h iR
A REAATE LM 22 R R A AR BT PERL
2.6 ZMEDZ2RMEBNZEHMEM SIS

2 WL DZ-2R GO R X [R] R ALS 41 51 Y
FH i A LSRR 7 e L R U ke FE [ 4 7 771
T A RBURPERR AR, B F B/ IN T 10% , RIS
FDZ-2RGUHFIHEN_LIRBR RIS BT (F3),
{ELFE FE i) i 722 7] 2 %) LI 5 ] ) el 8 i AL BT
DZ-2R fLPERNEE 2R KBl 58 2 Am il (3R 3) , R ZZ
JHEE DZ-2R B A R X X PR B R e h

R 2 RIGTERHDHIFITAL 5 R S2400 BB AN DZ-2R H TR B X KRR BUR 1
Table 2 Sensitivity of the S2400 susceptible population and DZ-2R resistant population of Silene conoidea to tribenuron-methyl

following pretreatment with metabolic enzyme inhibitors

e GR,/(g (a.i.)/hm?)
Population | ARRkE LB NBD-CIHiE
Tribenuron-methyl Malathion+tribenuron-methyl NBD-Cl+tribenuron-methyl
S2400 3.99+0.28 2.64+1.25 3.81£1.69
DZ-2R 527.60+5.39 245.7244.96 208.50+5.77

R dE I8 EbRfEZE . Data are mean+SD.
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Table 3 Fresh weight control effect of different Silene conoidea populations with different herbicides treatment

e 5] Y7 5, FlH fif AL Fresh weight control effect/%
Herbicide Target Does/(g (a.i.)/hm?) 32400 DZ-2R

PP 25k — R g ALS 45 59.40+3.36 3.73+1.41
Mesosulfuron-methyl 9.0 100.00:£0.00 2.85+1.93
18.0 100.000.00 4.17+1.41

LR i ALS 1.5 100.00+:0.00 420+1.71
Florasulam 3.0 100.00-£0.00 531116
9.0 100.00+0.00 6.10+1.94

R T ALS 13.5 71.83+5.45 6.01+1.87
Bispyribac-sodium 27.0 100.0020.00 9.0342.59
54.0 100.000.00 14.773.43

XU B ] HPPD 15.0 100.00+0.00 100.00+0.00
Bipyrazone 30.0 100.00+0.00 100.00+0.00
60.0 100.000.00 100.00£0.00

A 5 ] PPO 13.5 100.000.00 100.00£0.00
Carfentrazone-ethyl 27.0 100.00:£0.00 100.000.00
54.0 100.000.00 100.00£0.00

ALS : ZBEFLIR 5 hi B s HPPD : % 2 HE 48 9 i B2 U 4801 5 PPO « JEL IRk s S AL g . R h Bl P Bprifi 22 . ALS:
Acetolactate synthase; HPPD: 4-hydroxyphenylpyruvate dioxygenase; PPO: protoporphyrinogen oxidase. Data are mean+SD.

3 it

ALS i FI 2 bR B 75 5 Bk Bl A= R = A b
TEFESEN 3 28 5 47 5 ] S 8 e wopp e = A pi ik
(TKEA 4, 2009; Powles & Yu,2010) . ASHFT 45 H
T, B DZ-2R Uk R 2R B Bk K
2 S2400 FEURFTRER 132.23 15, RAE LTI RER 22 H
r IR AN [ 1 i P COBB I 10 4F . O T IF 58 28
DZ-2R Hi A o] G A SEARPTEELE] , 43 343 L
X T WA FREEREAR ALS FE 751, % #1 DZ-2R 411
PEFPHE ALS Z PR 2R 574 00 2 3 1R A o & A (0 =R
(Trp) B 52 22 (Lew) [ 1. R A8 (W574L) o TE/NFE
H o, 38 (3K R 4R, 2018) FIAE Bk ( F 41 /4%,
2020) ¥ K% B ALS FEH kA= T WS74L 58748 | {H H:
ALS 2Rt [ 1) SRR AR R AP R B AT BT AN ] i HL R
B HAEYE R ALS BT ME 5 2y AR ) RUAF
TEEH P2 % (Zhao et al.,2019; Sun ZH et al.,2024) .
Sun PL et al. (2024) i} 3% & ¥ , B Echinochloa crus-
galli AH-R BUYEFPRE L 4 T WS74L 5848, H ALS 11
PERGUBFIREY 59.7 15, SR FRIR & WST74L 528 1)
ALS B8 1 J5 PO T 8UR e 1) SRR S 2 A1

ALS 1) W574L 88l a5 [ 5 A8 Ak, =
FO AR5 B R 22 18] A 4 S 2 a5 , 1 ELR

Y 8 1 25 ke 2 AH N & A2 BUAE (Duggleby et al.,
2008) . 33X PP Ak B[ A B R0 05 PERRAIG , e
O WST7AL 228 KT ALS 10 77 288 o 551 SR 0 13 4
o TE H 85 Lithospermum arvense (Wang et al.,
2019) S35k (Deng et al., 2019) . #54 # (Deng et
al., 2017) " W574L S22 1) A W) U XS 5 7l ALS 41 1
FIRBREAES A TR PhitE. B 7 3EARAL
AR AR RO BRFL P AR BT i) B RE bR R P
DB N EGE f 3R A A O IXAEMUR Echinochloa 7%
¥ (Panozzo et al.,2021) FI 5 & Digitaria sanguinalis
(Wang et al.,2023) A AHOCHRIE . 2R, A%
I RAEZ AL DZ-2R HUE R v & B ALS JE K 5=
KRS DU T Y B2 A4, HApT e i n] REAK
T HARHLE . ALS FEPUAN R 5 A 98728 T BB -2
Pt S U Yy R a] ALS B IR A E 22 5 (Yu
etal.,2010) . 4G AW I A DZ-2R HLik A
1 S2400 FHURRFIHE (1 ALS B U4 I 1 00 5 24 2 4t
T RE 5 HAFE 1Y ALS 9B ARV PIAOC B H 31
BERMATS A T T A — 2 0 R 2 R A A o LA
B

Lh 437 J 5 A NBD-CI 8 JH A CYP450 H1 GST
Z HRFFRICHTHE RIS I (5K ##4E, 2024) , ARBFSE
SR FH B R s A NBD-CLX 22 ) A A 7 Fil A HL s
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IR RE X 27 iR DZ-2R B FIHE Y GRy, 73 FE AR
T 53.43% F1 60.48% , % W] DZ-2R HitEFpRFAF7EAQ
i CYPA50 F1 GST fift B4 FH -3 B AR FE AR BT ENL
il o FAH(2022) 754 B B Bk CYP864206
PRI AR A A TR DI RE . KA, Xiang et al.(2006)
FERERE T SRR/ INZ CYP71C6vI FEH RIS
TXREERE AR . 3 A (2022) W & B BnGST78
1 BnGSTS6 F[F i i 31k Al W25 22 it 1 5K Beta
vulgaris TEASTEREAL B 5 ) A KA HIVE . L RT
FEEE R CYP4S0 FIl GST 76 4% B X A o A fie
BRI FR T R AR

TEBR B AN IR B 0 T A AT g4k
Z R BTHERILR , ARG 5 AR 52 38 PRI v %) 3 10 P
1 ZEFE AL # (Torra et al., 2021 ; Damalas & Koutrou-
bas, 2024 ; Riechers et al., 2024) . 7E X} ALS #1571
PGB 2 R RN h AR REAR P LR L] S AR AR
WL 7T 68 [F] B A7 A8 , 491 40 [ A 08 Amaranthus retro-
flexus (Cao et al., 2021) Ji] F& & Setaria viridis (Lan
et al., 2024) LA X F+ 5 Fi Digitaria ciliaris (Yang et
al.,2023) SR PRI ENLRII A AE . e
SRR b Z2 R BRI A AL S BT R R B
R, TR AR 7 v B O B — 2R T Al e
AN TRV AL Ay 53 80 551 XS s ) s 2 ] 25 4 4
i F SRR
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