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WEE . W # A& £k Alopecurus aequalis T FPBE YL 69 Jetrdu AU, KRR KB 15k aF A L4k
FUE o SRR BE 1) T e Al B A RACEE (ACCase) Fn LBEFLER & By (ALS) R B /77| 84T 4738 L%
Fa J7 , Yo xf =& ACCase o ALS F R -7 84 2 5% 3R F 1 = AR B MR Loy R B AL &, F B0l 2 3%
RE R GEFBE YL 3 R F) ACCase o ALS 494 7l £ A E A R ZFkk, &R B 7,5 A FRHR
FRBETL AL, AP BE YL 89 ACCase 2 B CT R 3% 2 041 1 R L B2 i F 2 28R (ATT) B A K &
BER B (AAT) , ALS A B Domain A K 3% % 197 1% R B2 oy il 282 (CCC) R & A M AE (CGC) ., &
F AR EATBE YL % ACCase 374 7 B 385 = A T HK-FHubk , FEAE30H 43.96, 3T 5 2 #b 7 A
RAakrE R R F AT PERFRM, SRS R A 18.33 F2 15.87, 3¢ vdobk 3L Bg | M 32 BR Fo iy R
ﬂ&@'vé« s 3T ALS 7% 7 ok 2R 1 = A TAKK T Hobk, Fobb A3 40 8.39, s v A% 3 i ok vk T 08 B 45
R, R ACCase LB 5% 2 041 1 Fe ALS R A % 197 12 R A BR R T2 F8A EZRIEAB YL 5T
%F%%%E%\ﬁiﬁv VR ZBER T ARENEZREZ —,
KR A LA CRAEEE A RACEE; CBEILBR AR EE; AR R E; ik

Mutations in the acetyl-CoA carboxylase and acetolactate synthase confer
resistance to fenoxaprop-P-ethyl and mesosulfuron-methyl
in Alopecurus aequalis populations

Zhao Ning Guo Wenlei Li Wei Lii Lingling Liu Weitang Wang Jinxin'
(College of Plant Protection, Shandong Agricultural University, Tai’an 271018, Shandong Province, China)

Abstract: The objective of this study is to understand the molecular basis of the target-resistance mech-
anism to fenoxaprop- P-ethyl and mesosulfuron-methyl in Alopecurus aequalis and to find the specific
mutation sites in amino acid sequences of acetyl-CoA carboxylase (ACCase) and acetolactate synthase
(ALS) in the YL population. Simultaneously, whole-plant dose-response experiments were conducted to
evaluate the resistance levels to different ACCase- and ALS-inhibiting herbicides in the resistant A. ae-
qualis population. Fragments encoding the ACCase and ALS were amplified and cloned from suscepti-
ble (S) and resistant (R) biotypes of 4. aequalis, respectively, and sequenced subsequently. The nucleo-
tide sequence analysis showed that a substitution of isoleucine acid (Ile) 2 041 by asparagine acid (Asn)
existed in the CT domain of ACCase gene, and a substitution of proline acid (Pro) 197 by arginine acid
(Arg) in the highly conserved region domain A of ALS gene in YL population. The A. aequalis YL popu-
lation showed a high-level resistance to clodinafop-propargyl with a resistance index of 43.96, and a me-

dium-level resistance to haloxyfop-R-methyl and quizalofop- P-ethyl, with resistance indexes of 18.33
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and 15.87, respectively, and was susceptible to pinoxaden. The YL population showed a low-level resis-

tance to flucarbazone-Na, with a resistance index of 8.39, and was susceptible to pyroxsulam and ima-

zethapyr. This study indicated that the substitutions of isoleucine acid at position 2 041 in the ACCase

gene and proline acid at position 197 in the ALS gene might be the important reasons for target-resis-

tance to fenoxaprop-P-ethyl and mesosulfuron-methyl in A. aequalis populations.

Key words: Alopecurus aequalis; acetyl-CoA carboxylase; acetolactate synthase; gene mutation; resis-

tance

T IR Alopecurus aequalis &< /N7 T M=%
M A — i AR AR 8 23R 2 A 2R VL5
TR ZR R Oy, fE AR F ™ 8 (T4, 1990;
Guo et al.,2015) . HETFKE L/ NE HHTPiBRiZE
R 2450) T B DUORS R R B 5N ) 2Bl
A B AL (acetyl-CoA carboxylase, ACCase ) 11 1il] 5]
FTLLH 3 — fi % o0 3 19 £ Bk 7L IR & S (acetolac-
tate synthase, ALS) 1] 5 (Guo et al.,2015) . 5
Mg R B R & T ACCase #1577 7 A 75 A AR AL TN R
P DS BR R, 38 A 40 ) R AR % B A7 ACCase,
BELTAG U R 15 G, e R 1 S e e, e e J A it 4
(8 s MR I FE T (Cocker et al., 1999) . [ 1978
AEREME R R R AR D E OB e Ok, B TR
P — DL R KK R EE M, 28 0 AA /D
7 H R 22 IR MR R L 287 A T AN R
3T 257 (Guo et al.,2015; Xia et al.,2015), A T
P Tl ok B 2 B S I R FH HH R kB R .
LR T 2003 4R AE P EE B, JE T ALS #
FR R PR R PR R IS 3% 591 , 300 3k 25 W IR fS e AR R
) AL T, I o AU D R P9 ALLS (A3 % , BHLIE
SCRERIEIR LA R, T A0 42, e T B
AT YIPET (X545, 2004; Bi et al., 2016) . 4K,
2ot SV B, B TIN5 1033 43 i X 36—
B AR R AR T AN REXH PRSI R 5 R
IR T 5B R (Guo et al.,2015)

R 2 P FEEAEE 2 ML AR AR
A0 FR PV (Tan et al., 2007; Powles & Yu,2010; Mo-
hamed et al.,2012) . $EARHTM: 320 i L HAE
AV 1 A 578 AR Tl 1) Rk B i o GRS
B T SRR TR R AR B A BB i T AR BT
P, AERPR B T e 4wl A A R ) 3
5 5 S5V FHASE st (%) B P s B gV R X ok 751
A BTk (Délye, 2013) . FEHT ACCase H1J1 il 571 2 Y 24
FARYRI T 2R AU A R AR Y R T
LA PR G B R 75 ACCase {557 DX 3 35 R AR 437 A5,
875 M S B4 #E X ACCase 111 7] 1 SRR [

fi% (de Prado et al., 2000; Tranel & Wright, 2002; Bi
etal.,2016), #E20164E4 H , £FRILA 47 Fh et
X ACCase 1 il 7 2 B w0300 7= A T dio e, A AE TR
AT 8 Flt ACCase 41 il 71 Bt P4 44 %0 4 i 1 (Heap,
2016). HAET, EUESEA 7SR IR A 547
X ACCase 0 il 77 B9 $t PE A K (Powles & Yu,
2010) , XLEGEARTE KIEAG A2 U8 A. myosuroides TR
I ACCase 41K 791 HAH R (A7 i % & 3K 11 e L TR
SRR 1 781 At R (e 1781) V5 1 999 i {4
IR (Trp 1 999) 552 027 A (A& R (Trp 2 027) 58
2 041 {7 s 28 (1le 2 041) 55 2 078 fif KA AR
(Asp 2 078) .55 2 088 i - Jht 2 ik (Cys 2 088) Fll 4T
2 096 v H &R (Gly 2 096) ., i H ACCase F[H7E X
TANE B AN [ 2828 T 2 & B BO AN ] ACCase 1)
il 770 288 ok 1 590 7 A AN TR) 1% 58 Bt M (Délye et all.,
2002 ;Powles & Yu,2010),

H Guttieri et al. (1995) 15 IK4RE T 8 & & Lact-
uca serriola M1k Kochia scoparia T 197 (i =
PR 5845 XF ALS #0500 P= A B2 Lok il 2 1
T A B ALS FEDI AT TP Ao AR
F20164E4 7, AN A 158 Fi 8 FXT ALS
PR SEBR TR = A TPk, TR ESHRGE T 14 Rt
ALS I 8 % B, Horh Z2 b Z% B ALS #5517
A MR T ALS 3 — A LA S AR
358 (Tranel et al.,2017) . ELUESEA 8 M7 A AIE
KR 2 AR 5 2% B X ALS 41l 770 2R bR B30 A B A
K, X BCGRAR S AW FI I Arabidopsis thaliana ALS
FIEFR T 5 P AH L AL B 3R ) B IR 5 1 R 2
122 i N2 (Ala 122) 55 197 f il 2R (Pro 197) |
55205 NN R R (Ala 205) (5 376 11 KA Z R (Asp
376) 55 377 LikE AR (Arg 377) 55 574 1 (0 & R
(Trp 574) % 653 (i A% 22 (Ser 653) I 654 i H
ZAIR (Gly 654) . 8 MFEARNL K53 LT ALS HEPH Y
Domain A~E T/M%5F X §1 (Forlani et al., 1991 ; Bout-
salis et al., 1999; Veldhuis et al.,2000) .
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QTR IK A /NFE H BT O e 7R v 8 T i
TR A IR, EL A0 b X S R I 1 K T 4
A B 2 0RO ERE R 5 2 R & R T
242 (Guo et al., 2015; Xia et al., 2015) , A pE—
] BH 5 22 RO WA 7R e 8 PR 5L i = A it
PE R ST B ARG R RN R 22 IR FP A Y
ACCase FN ALS SE R ATH 48 | v A ELXT, 925 B
B L= A e 24 1 58 72 () BE DR AT s, T) B 12 5 72
FIBLPERIEE YL XF AN [7] ACCase I ALS #1175 71 2 4
TP A AU DU B 2 006 B At 27
Pk A R SR

1 B 5T X

1.1 #F#

B A B R / Z W PUPEAAE YL R T
20124F 5 A F12013 455 2R A 23038 7N 2 R
ZNZE HL 29 10 AF ARG WERE IR 75 R R 6 4 1 Y
A 2 g s R 2 R EUR R B TL 1T 2013
ES AR A ILARA H BRI EMEFEIELZ |, i
22 AR S BRI . 7E 2014 4F 3 H FPAE I
SRR FURFP AT R 0 Sk A, (R0 . 78
20154F2—6 J , i IR pk /K P %€ 5 (Ryan, 1970)
S AINAE T B 22 BRPUIERNEE YL RGN AR 2 52 1
FH L R R e A A, AR T RBURRPRE TL, Bk
FEE Y L X AR ISR S R BTV RGA S 95.36, %
B TR BOA R 31.27,

P25 15% 0 #TE ( clodinafop-propargyl ) 7]
TR | 5% mE bk B i (pinoxaden ) FL i , B 155 1F
AEY I BRZA 7] 5108 /L Ak Stk B R 2 (hal-
oxyfop-R-methyl) FLiH . 7.5%WE fif # Ji% (pyroxsulam )
IR A3 HORL A, 56 B B IR 45 AR 22\l 5 10% 4 M R R
(quizalofop-P-ethyl) FLiH , LI 75 T+ A= W B A R
I\ 5240 /L4 B R (clethodim ) LT, 1L 4R L5 118
FAb TR A BR S 7 5 12.5% 45 AR E (sethoxydim ) FL,
T L 75% 3 W ik [ (flucarbazone-Na) 7K 43 HURL 7
10% WK 4 2, MR T2 (imazethapyr ) K, 1L AR A Bl 4%
FARRAF,

17 : RNAPIlant Plus 84 5 RNA $#2 50 £ |
Fast Quant RT Kit (with gDNase) | EasyTag DNA
Polymerase i 7] % . TIANgel Midi Purification Kit,
100 mg/mL 24 '~ 5 5 RN, RRAALRHE (dbsD)
A FR2s ¥ 5 Trans2K DNA Marker , pEasy-T1 Cloning
Kit, Trans1-T1 Phage Resistant KT & Escherichia
coli BFAZ AL, L 2 RS A E ARG IR F] IR

1k 2. %€ (ethidium bromide, EB) , 35 [E Klontech 23 7 ;
5-1R-4-5-3-15| - B-D > ZLHE 11 (5-bromo-4-chloro-
3-indolyl-S-D-galactopyranoside , X-Gal) | 53 [N - -
D-fiAC2F LB (isopropyl f-D-1-thiogalactopyrano-
side, IPTG) . 3- (N-RE Bk 5L ) A it iR (3- (N-morpholi-
no)-2-hydroxypropanesulfonic acid, MOPS) .6 xDNA
Loading Buffer LB #5525 (T8 , b RS FHE
AR S\ He il o 4t

1A% : ASS-4 7 [ Bl fE il A 20 R ¢, I g
fH K R A PR F] s GXZ MY (£ B gm e ) 2 et I
BRFRAE , TR {UAS) s NanoDrop 2000 8 {3 it 43
R, FEER R /R B (TP D A7 FRZA R 5 T100
R E PCR 1Y, 5% [# Bio-Rad 23 7 ; JY300C % Hi 7k
A, bR B AR T HL K I & A PR F] ; ChampGel
6000 7 2 HMEEIE AR R 40, ALt TR AL B A R
N 33730 7504 1 5 DNATIFAY , 25 E ABIA A,
1.2 Ak
1.2.1 XA

VRIS 5] — B BRARTE 22 BRGTPEFP R AU R
BEFPT, KR FRAE T 20°CHEZEER 11, 3P0 T B2 15 em,
1 13 om Y ERL SR, B AR A 1200, B TR A G
TR T LB K AR B, 0 ) i 2 TR 15~
25°C HFHRHZE 65%~75% . A REIR . FiE FE IRk
K25 20 VORI, B2 1 8 bk gk
1 2 30 O, 4331 Y HC TR RO BURRI R bk
(&I B R 212, G TR AL B B T -80°CukAR
TRAF S
122 AZXWRERNARBRERR4EF

2 H5 NCBI 1) GenBank & it i H AR B & 1 4.
Japonicus JFA R ACCase £ [H ¥ 41 (1Q068820.1) Fll
REEHE IR ALS T 51 (AJ437300) 435l i1t AC-
Case FIALS HEH Y 34519, Hr, ACCase A |
Y1514 ACC-F: 5'-GTATAATCTTGCTTCCGTGT-
3'Fl ACC-R: 5-AGCTGTTTCTTCCGAGCTTC-3',
PN 1327 bp, IR K IREH 56.0°C s ALS FE A5 |
Y754 : ALS-F: 5'-CGCCTTACCCAAACCTACT-
CTG-3'#1 ALS-R: 5'-AACCCTTTAGCAATCGTCA-
CATA-3', ¥ 8 KB Ry 1 859 bp, 1B ki Ky 58.6°C .
S TAY TR () B A BR AR A .

{8 FH RNAPIant Plus #8451 RNA £ HUA 7] & 52
BUBR A2 W8 ) 5L RNA . 42 NanoDrop2000 8 3 i
A3 E T A2 B RNA A 5 ATk B 5 i FH Fast
Quant RT Kit(with gDNase ) # 17 &l RNA 1§ i % 5%
G cDNA 5 — &4 . R skad B b, gDNA Z:BR
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K Z M 10 pL: 5xgDNA Buffer 2 pL , Total RNA #5 AT
4 pL .RNase-Free ddH,O 4 uL. R HEEEO, I
T 42°CH# 7 3 min, ZR)5 TR BJCE . 20 pL fe e 5%
SRR : gDNA ZBR{K R 10 pL . RT Enzyme Mix
1 pL . FQ-RT Primer Mix 2 pL ., RNase-Free ddH,O
7 Lo SR AR IR @ Ui, S e AR 2 Y
cDNA 55— Z& 8 B S B i#EA T PCR 1

1.23 A ACCase 35 B | Bt Sul%

I PCR# ] EasyTag DNA Polymerase ifjfl| &
56, 25 pL PCR Y K & : ddH,O 12.5 pL .10
EasyTaq Buffer 2.5 pL . 2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 2 pL .
10 pmol/L ACC-F 1 pL .10 pmol/L ACC-R 1 pL.
25 ng/L %5 3 77 ¥) 1 pL. 5 U/uL EasyTag DNA
Polymerase 0.5 pL, PCR JZ I 25142 : 94°C Tl A% 4
5 min; 94°C 25 ¥ 30 s, 56°C 1B k 30 s, 72°C %iE fifi
10 min, 3 33 NE 5 27 72°CAEAH 10 min, 453
() PCR A 34 7210 T+ 1% 14 B B B 45 o v Wbt Dk ARG U
fd7J1] TIANgel Midi Purification Kit ¥4 34 7= ¥y i1 7
[, 28 pEasy-T1 Cloning Kit 5 [ Ui 7= ) 1% 2 3]
pEasy-T1 25K, # HK8 2417 PCR [FI =4 4 uL
pEasy-T1 Cloning Vector 1 uL, Jz i F 25°C f& i
15 min, SR JE 527 W e B R A i1 B2 25 4 i
Trans1-T1 52580 5] J5 VKT 25 min, 42°CoK i #4
W45 s 337 BV E T K 2 min; T 37°C 200 r/min fH
TREPRIBE 1 hs B30 5 4 B ROBOR A T 5 A X-gal
FIIPTG (4 LB [ERRE 773 1 37°CH) & 7 15 Bk
B 0 TR V5 31 2 240 50 mg/L & R B R W LB
R FR W 37°C R % K5 3% 12 h, BB BN AR AR 1 1 7
PCR %5 , BHPE s ik A T A TR (i) e A7
B2 w0, 05 | 40 A e R A8 14 368 5 1) M3
Forward Primer 1 M13 Reverse Primer,

124 ALSH A R B L%

ALSHEH 25 uL PCR Y H4{A % : ddH,O 12.5 pL.
10x EasyTaq Buffer 2.5 pL.2.5 mmol/LdNTPs 2 pL .
10 pmol/L ALS-F 1 pL .10 umol/L ALS-R 1 pL .
25 ng/L R ¥ 5779 1 pL. 5 U/uL EasyTag DNA
Polymerase 0.5 pL, PCR [ I 5512 - 94°C Tl A5
5 min; 94°C 25 ¥ 30 s, 59.6°C 3R Kk 30 s, 72°C ZE fif
10 min, 3£ 33 MFER s g5 72°CLEAH 10 min, PCR
P FL DK ARSI | [ A | B R I UK PCR %8 E 2 7%
JFARRS ACCase Fe R | B ra AP BR .

1.2.5 REF AR R £ F LB 5T

ACCase FEH 2 FEWR T 5 95 LA KIERE 22 I o

PR ACCase 41 )7 51 (AJ310767.1) Hybpifi , ALS 3

PR S LR T 51 i 5 LU AR ) AU RS I ALS 2 K75
FbRAE , 5 DNAMAN 6.0.3 500543 6B 22 1Rt
PEREE YL FUEURAPRE TL i ACCase 1 ALS Fe A
GIHEAT HEXE , LAARAR FEHT R R YL X BR R 50) 7=
AT R AR I R AR S R AR
1.2.6 A& ZIRARBEXT R B BR S A e ARk

K FH Bk 7K S 52 5 (Ryan, 1970) , 4353130 &
B 2 TR R YL FAEURFRIE TL X AS [7] B 5 751
BRURPE BT MBELZ R ERKE 3 1.0
B, SR ASS-4 78 [ B il A 25 Wi R e A =50t
M55 b F , RISk 5 4y i i 22 (B SR 50 em,
WV oA 450 L/hm?, W8 55 FE 724 0.275 MPa, i
PRI E A BRI AL Bk B (R 1) . IR 5E
B, B PR 3 R E A, Bt K R
SEMNE 2R, Wi 21 d BT HUE F IR AR |3
3, Pk i B U A ) 3R R A B 50% 4=
KA g B a0 B (GRyo) o S F N R =(25 A XF
HE e P 45y i — b A e S S R ) /4 P ) R
HREDP I ) 100% . A FTBGE HRAR LM [l 3 A A
HATEARAE B : y=C+{(D-C)/[1+(x/GR) "]} , 5K
C A7l )N T B 5 D A7) i S g b B 5 x Ry B R 5]
FiE b RRER . 2 RO R R A Bt KT b
BN R B =P A B GR /U P IE GRsoo
1.3 #iE4biE

K HH SPSS 19.0 F A4 % i 46 £ 5 £ 41 ANOVA
J5 25530, M H R (R JC 8 35 25 S BUE HEA T 6 T
K F Duncan [ 52 1% 225 15 047 22 53 B B HEAG 6
K H SigmaPlot 12.5 8 A X2 i A 2 P [m] ) 452 75
FF AT 45 02 AL [ AT 12 GRsoo

2 BEREHM

2.1 FHEERNA RGNS R

F A2 IS RNA T 5E 25 2 2 7R, ODag/ODase=
2.20, OD:/ODy=1.84, ¥ i 24 1.27 pg/uL, & B &
RNA iU 4%, W B m , i T e 22iR55
2.2 FEBIACCase EF FERI=IE

DU 22 R RN A UG S5 =W S R, 4 Jo A 74
ACCase 5&[H A BL Y PCR 414914455 1 300 bp /2
F R B, 5T ACCase B F B 1 327 bp K —
H(E1-A) o PG E ACCase CT XY 74
TR o B B 1 B IR R e R A5 1145 2]
1) B 5 B TR VR I T 3 N R &R I LB ARG 7%
Ferh 37°CHRG K 5% , AW BEAR 61T PCR 4558
U R URE A2 iR ok i R BL (&1 1-B) .
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R1 BRRHUETEF YL SR EE TL XA B bR 57 SR M RE o B 8 A BR 7R BE

Table 1 The herbicide rates used for detecting the cross-resistance to ACCase- and ALS-inhibiting herbicides in resistant and

susceptible Alopecurus aequalis populations

255 g Dose (g (a.i.)/hm’)
Herbicide HiMEFPE YL Resistant population YL HUZFIEE TL Susceptible population TL

JLHE Clodinafop-propargyl ~ 60.00 120.00 240.00 480.00  960.00 188 3.75 750 1500  30.00
ERCEE R R 3.04 6.08 12.15 24.30 48.60 0.38 0.76 1.52 3.04 6.10
Haloxyfop-R-methyl

KR 2 Quizalofop-P-ethyl 4.50 9.00 18.00  36.00 72.00 1.13 2.25 4.50 9.00 18.00
R EE S Pinoxaden 5.63 11.25 2250  45.00 90.00 1.41 2.82 5.63 11.25 22.50
5 Clethodim 3.04 6.08 12.15 2430 48.60 1.52 3.04 6.08 12.15 24.30
Jfi RIE Sethoxydim 6.25 12.50  25.00  50.00 100.00 3.13 6.25 12.50 25.00 50.00
FHIMEAE Flucarbazone-Na 0.10 1.00 10.00 100.00 1 000.00 0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00  100.00
WERE HL 17 Pyroxsulam 0.48 2.40 12.00  60.00 300.00 0.10 0.48 2.40 12.00 60.00
Kk 2, AR Imazethapyr 4.00  20.00 100.00 500.00 2500.00 0.80 4.00 20.00 100.00 500.00

M RS R RR M S S S

bp
2 000
1000

A B

B R EERFEE ACCase EE T IE
Fig. 1 Cloning of the plastidic 4CCase gene fragments from

resistant and susceptible Alopecurus aequalis populations
A: JFRTS ACCase 2 H PCRY 1Y ; B: Bkl ACCase
S AT PCR %5E 5 M: Trans2K DNA marker; R: HitEFIRE
YL; S: U TL, A: Amplification of the plastidic 4C-
Case gene fragments; B: identification of the plastidic 4C-
Case gene fragments by PCR; M: Trans2K DNA marker; R:
resistant population YL; S: susceptible population TL.

23 ALSEREFBERRE

D36 S 7= AR, 7 ALS 3L IR F BE PCR 2%
P FERERFEI 1 800 bp 2247 1Y B, T ALS H
FB1 859 bp K —E(F2-A) . ¥ E T
ALS P 5 ARSFE X B 8 AN EVHI 2 AR o B H Y
F BoAie IR R 2 A s B HEA TRV PCR 4858 , Pk
FMBURE 22 ¥ ek H W Be (812-B) o
2.4 P BRTEEACCase FTNALS ERE R

VB F IR RN RE YL S ABURRP B TL 1Y 5 {4
R ACCase Tl ALS J7 5 43 il 55 KA T 22 1 Jo 4k 72
ACCase U R IT ALS A TR N HEA T HUXT, 45 53k
B, 5 U AR TL AR HE, BRI RE YL 9 ACCase 3
CT XI5 6 122 (gt &AL T R748, 3305 2 041

IR IR 555 R Tle (ATT) 28 748 hy K 4% ik i i
Asn(AAT) (5% 2) ; ALS 5K Domain A XI55 589 fif
B & A T AR, FERE 197 7 Z LR i &R Pro
(CCC) A MHE R Arg(CGC) (F£3),

M R S

R R R M S S S

bp
2000

1 000

A B

B2 fiEgRMEEERALS EEMNEE
Fig. 2 Cloning of ALS gene fragments from resistant and
susceptible Alopecurus aequalis populations

A: ALS SR PCR 41 5 B: ALS K& P I i PCR £ 7E 5
M: Trans2K DNA marker; R: HUPEFIHE YL; S: BURFREE
TL. A: Amplification of ALS gene fragments; B: identifica-
tion of ALS gene fragments by PCR; M: Trans2K DNA mark-
er; R: resistant population YL; S: susceptible population TL.

2.5 BEERNEMENARBREFNZERE

F A IRPUIEREE YL % ACCase 11 1l 7] 4 5 i
PR T R PR ECH 43.96 5 % = AR T
HR R ARG s R R 7= T W Sk Bo i, A 4L
A3 18.33 1 15.87 5 T X MR AR B g s i 0 R
REHTMEASEURA , RN HA R [l Bk A
YL X ALS 10 i 551 SgUmR Bk 2 A1, 7 A T AR S HE
PUPEAE LN 8.39 5 X I it e Jiig T IDK s £, IR PR 44 LU
(%4),
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R2 BERAMMBEREE ACCase 52 041 (IR EBRTF IS
Table 2 Sequence alignment and derived amino acids around position 2 041 of the plastidic 4CCase gene from

resistant Alopecurus aequalis population

AR IER A7 M B A I PR 57

T The amino acid position, relative sequences of nucleotide and derived amino acids
Population
2037 2038 2039 2040 2041 2042 2043 2044 2045 2 046
FKHEF IR CTT TTT GAA GGA ATT CTG CAG GCT GGG TCA
A. myosuroides Leu Phe Glu Gly Ile Leu Glu Ala Gly Ser
CTT TTT GAA GGA ATT CTG CAG GCT GGG TCA
TLs) Leu Phe Glu Gly Ile Leu Glu Ala Gly Ser
YLR) CTT TTT GAA GGA AAT CTG CAG GCT GGG TCA
Leu Phe Glu Gly Asn Leu Glu Ala Gly Ser

BRI H 905 UL KT 2R Alopecurus myosuroides [ R #I ACCase 2+ 751 (AJ310767.1) AFRHAE, Amino acid posi-
tions correspond to the full-length plastidic ACCase (AJ310767.1) in A. myosuroides.

R3 BEROMMBEALS £ 197 LR EBRREF TN
Table 3 Sequence alignment and derived amino acids around position 197 of the ALS gene from

resistant Alopecurus aequalis population

A5 SR 57 B FNBHE S AH Y. () 8 HE R 751

T The amino acid position, relative sequences of nucleotide and derived amino acids
Population
191 192 193 194 195 196 197 198 199 200
MR GCC ATC ACG GGG CAG GTT CCT CGC ATG ATA
A. thaliana Ala Ile Thr Gly Gln Val Pro Arg Arg Met
GCC ATG ACG GGG CAG GTT CCC CGC CGC ATG
TLs) Ala Ile Thr Gly Gln Val Pro Arg Arg Met
YL(R) GCA ATG ACG GGC CAA GTT CGC CGC CGC ATG
Ala Ile Thr Gly Gln Val Arg Arg Arg Met

FEER Y9 G 5 LA XA ) U IF Arabidopsis thaliana W) ALS 445 )¥ 5 AR . Amino acid positions correspond to the
full-length ALS in 4. thaliana.

R4 BERVEHFNHBRMBEXNARBRENNZENE

Table 4 The patterns of cross-resistance in resistant and susceptible Alopecurus aequalis populations

GR;, (g (a.i.)/hm?)

255 UHEAEEL
Herbicide PUHERMHE YL BRI TL Resistance ratio
Resistant population YL Susceptible population TL
JRET[E Clodinafop-propargyl 185.07£5.66 a 4.214+0.42 de 43.96
BRI H R 2 Haloxyfop-R-methyl 22.55+2.33d 1.2340.15 fg 18.33
FEWE R 7 Quizalofop-P-ethyl 44.91+3.46 ¢ 2.83+0.64 ef 15.87
WEBHEL TS Pinoxaden 7.92+133 ¢ 4.19+1.07 de 1.89
J75 5 Clethodim 11.83+1.12 ¢ 8.16+0.83 ab 1.45
J# R IE Sethoxydim 12.83+£0.86 ¢ 9.65+2.27 a 1.33
T % Flucarbazone-Na 53.19+43.47b 6.34+1.53 cd 8.39
WERE FEE Pyroxsulam 1.46£0.22 f 0.74£0.12 g 1.97
K 2, 102 Tmazethapyr 11.75+1.26 ¢ 6.89+0.95 be 1.71

FP B A AR 2E . B RZING 7 RE R 28 Duncan [T R 25 1540 30 75 P<0.05 7K F-22 5+ 135 . Data are

mean+SD. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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FE R AR S P B T PE P A I E R A
H A5 T B R0 FUAR A2 PR G R 2870 7 AL 1) 4
BoE 1 a4 e A £ (Christopher et al., 1992 ; Tra-
nel & Wright,2002) . £ HUA8 # 3 b X 4 /A7 HI
KA WOk F 22 R R A I 2 T ACCase H
Tle-1 781-Leu fll ALS %& X Trp-574-Leu FiFli 5845 , -
OB 27 WA e AR e SRR L — R R34 7 A T e
241 (Guo et al., 2015) . AW 55 FH I PTIE R 22 11
FIHE YL RAE A ZBUE N L AEE AR Z R E
A R e R R R R R 24 0 5 . AR ATk
S K TEDUTE R 22 AR AR Y L AR RERE PR o (] R AG:
M3 ACCase 1 1le-2 041-Asn Fl ALS ) Pro-197-Arg
PR SEAEIERY ST BESE TR A2 IR PP HE YL XK E
Mo L SRR Ry e B 2 M R A

T AN [ BR R A PR bR B AR 25 A 5 LS5 A
SLANTE] DL AN ) X530 351 1 R g st R 7K SF- 1)
25 FECT W] —Fp 5 AR T 0 R — AR AL HIAS ]
290 B Bk B R B R AL A BT AN ] i 22 4
2007;Powles & Yu,2010; Ee P44 ,2015) , 7EAHF
S PR A RE YL X ACCase Fi1 ALS 1)
HIFIRBR A=A TASFK s B, Hor
X 7 A T R AT X R R F R R R
FEWEIR R A T v KBt , Rl amse e fae - A 1
KB, X5 2Z B ) ACCase FER 55 2 041
B GEAR X J7 A A FE N IR FR S B 7 P AR s e bt
Pk Ko ALS HE K55 197 137 58728 23 XA T IR IS [ 2 551 7
B PUTE R 4518 — B (TR 22 45, 2007 ; Beckie &
Tardif,2012) .

AEAEARPTPE R T B TR BRI = A ST
7% 5K (Duhoux et al., 2015 ; E3 %0055 ,2015) . 4R
& Neve et al.(2009 ) FUBF 5T, K107t FH 5 —BR w504
FIF 2Rtk AR EbR B S R R R . AR5 R
BT 22 WA TR A /N2 FHELA K it FH P —
I N0 T S TR O 31 N S [ 2 St 113
PIHA RS HTEACE , SRR A SR AR
PurES S0y RerEIEE S . AR BT Tt E
27 DR AR il PR 2 SR R ) 2% | Tl e R A
ERPHES SRR EE L EE AR TR, L
QN S 2 I 7 32 R 2% (Yang et al., 2013; An et al.,
2014 ;Gaines et al.,2014) .

T A7 RO e 7R e S8R HH 66 — i B 7 AR T
PE, bR 5 HA S A Y2 R G2 A0 i 52 AN

B3 H BR BRI A R KA &R (Bi et al., 2016) . $T
PETE 2 WA e A 0 Jtoh T i) s 75 ek PR AR T
TR EOR . B A R AR DT 73 WL B %
N G ey R 1 Bl 1 A 51 V.0 e e s s - e
BERERT FHAS R AR 245 579) , abik B FAE 28 2% 4T 245 P (1)
RAERAIEFE L LRl -, A kI
S TR FAS TR FBLAR A B 2 550, gl 4 it (n
INZZ EISRECAE ) S A RIB IR T AR LS &, 2R /N
& MR W a3 e P21k & AR A 3T B .
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