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AEEEZHFRNEEENRIEREZ BT

KEE I M 2 # B B Tat

(ZRAM KA YR B8, 284 271018)

WE . A & B 5K Capsella bursa-pastoris 7R 35 K8 % 4 Stk /K- & 7T 8 A 42 09 S AL
5 R EAENTT R AR SR AR 6 AN FRR AT E T 69 10 A5 BEA Rak e 0y ik,
T3 Fo b nd T 3 35 R Ak I o b AP BE BB A BE 2 18] Yo A7 B LR SLER & R B L R ALS 09 2 5%, 1%
TS M T A B R A A S e v A S e B e A TS ALS ) A R R A 69 R LA
P SRR, BEDJE T A kB B A (ZMD-1) &R SR A E 35 A (ZMD-3) 35 5 AR B xR AR 14
) FEAE R A A 3.1 A0 2.5, R ILHARK T Fobk ; 3 5 JE ok d BB AT (ZMD-2) A2 B v )11 JE K
SR AT (ZK-1) 55 5 A4 B sk A T 0 M AE 20 3 4 21.7 42 57.8, R IL h K F-Fbk s g A & T
B BB A (NY-2) 55 5 A B R AR R 0 S 1S 40 116.5, R I B AR KT 4tk | e A B st R ak ik
3 R EAR . NY-2.ZMD-2 = ZK-1 #B£09 ALS L R 5% 197 4 2L B IR (CCT) Al R L Ay 22
£5 (TCT) . A &AB (GCT) Fo 2 A8 (CTT) , H S A B P 3 R LA R & 7 A& X 3B Aok
ERIEEFE N Z AT, L ALK 18.9%.23.3% F2 11.1%, B & af b s = £ T B & K-F 69 -
Faube, HP NY-2 AP BEX A RAR 3 e Fov A e R T AROKR P R LA IR E A T T £ 405
 82.2% F2 83.1%. F P ALS F B R TR T R8 2 3 B 5 AP BEAT KA LS ALS 44 7] E rh 357 =
A SR EZRE

K8 R, KR, LRBRSLBRAnBE; Ukt ARR T

Resistance to tribenuron-methyl and cross resistance in shepherd’s purse
Capsella bursa-pastoris from wheat fields in Henan Province

Zhang Lele Wang Qian Li Wei Bai Shuang Wang Jinxin’

(College of Plant Protection, Shandong Agricultural University, Tai’an 271018, Shandong Province, China)

Abstract: In order to examine the resistance level and the potential resistance mechanism to tribenuron-
methyl in shepherd’s purse, Capsella bursa-pastoris, whole-plant dose-response experiments were con-
ducted with ten populations collected from the wheat fields in Zhumadian, Nanyang and other places of
Henan Province. ALS gene fragments were amplified, sequenced, and compared between the susceptible
and resistant populations, and the whole-plant dose-response experiment was conducted to evaluate the
cross resistance of shepherd’ s purse populations to florasulam, pyroxsulam and flucarbazone-Na with
single dose. The results showed that the populations collected from Fengwan Village, Runan County of
Zhumadian City (ZMD-1) and Waulilu Village, Pingyu County of Zhumadian City (ZMD-3) displayed
low-level resistance to tribenuron-methyl with a resistance index of 3.1 and 2.5, respectively; the popu-
lations collected from Lailou Village, Runan County of Zhumadian City (ZMD-2) and Wenzhuang Vil-
lage, Chuanhui County of Zhoukou City (ZK-1) displayed high-level resistance with a resistance index
of 21.7 and 57.8, respectively; the populations collected from Shangtun Village, Tanghe County of Nan-
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yang City (NY-2) displayed very high resistance with a resistance index of 116.5; the other populations

were still susceptible to tribenuron-methyl. Sequencing results showed that the mutation of proline
(CCT) to threonine (TCT), alanine (GCT) and leucine (CTT) existed in ALS gene of NY-2, ZMD-2 and

ZK-1 populations, and no mutations in other populations. The tribenuron-methyl-resistant populations

also had high cross-resistance to flucarbazone-Na with a death rate of 18.9%, 23.3% and 11.1%, respec-

tively; NY-2 population showed low-level cross-resistance to florasulam and pyroxsulam with a death

rate of 82.2% and 83.1%, respectively, at recommended doses. The ALS gene mutations were very likely

one of the key reasons resulting in tribenuron-methyl resistance of C. bursa-pastoris populations.

Key words: Capsella bursa-pastoris; tribenuron-methyl; ALS; resistance; gene mutation

IR A 2 FR S RN W & i — R I RS
PEREME N AL IR R, A 1988 AFEFEFRE 1E 0%
ek, )z N TN B R ) 2, AR
MLBE R 38 i VR T & LR & 1l (acetolactate
synthase , ALS )41l il 56 Z R | S5 Z R FN A 22 3
YRR IETR YA L. ALS #1072 BR R LU
T EREPRE T O IR L S 2 MRS
ROz TR N 22 H B R RE AR, HETE
AFF A & 19 ALS 0 1) 28 B 50 4 45 5255 Al ok
JI£2 (Chaleff & Mauvais, 1984 ) | W I B A 4 Y 1% P
& (Stidham, 1991) = W Jf: 15 BE il I J¥ie 288 (Gerwick
et al., 1990) . fiff ik g e Ji = MR R 2 (Santel et al.,
1999) WKWK 2 (Shaner et al., 1984) . {H 1 T4
FHAE S B — DL AR AR 2l AR 3R
T/ INEE PP X X555 Capsella bursa-pastoris W Bl
AR T R %, RIISESEC AR ™ A T A
[FIFE R O PetE (XA R ,2011) . HE 1 AEEER S
R SRR TR 1982 4R TR IS AL fdE ] 5 47
KT X i sk Kochia scoparia(Primi-
ani et al., 1990) Fl'Ef 5 & Lactuca serriola(Mallory-
Smith et al., 1990) . [ ILLAJE , X ALS #0771 25 B
R AU ) 2 R CR HS GE , #E B AT, 2
A B AL 62 BRI 97 FIRLF 7 5 44 ]
Z, Mt 159 FhZ2 BT ALS MR 28 BRFL R = A T
Pk, o E C A 1 144 (Heap,2016) .

— R A BT BR F R P A M AL 53 A A
brpuE AR FR P (Powles & Yu,2010) , For AR
FRBTIE A 2% 5 R T A QP 5 sl 0T B 541
(A I WS 3 /L I 551 2800 2K LR S i 7 s 92 T
X B ) P A (0 407 (Yuan et al., 2007; Délye,
2013) s SEARPUHEAE A AR BN B B0 7 AR ok
J PR, S48 TR B A A A o S 2
FETR R R e, T B ) L AUR R R A T = A 1Y)
ik, BHAET, CUESETEAR R A 8 4 ALS B H A

PR, , RIS 122 7 AR 55 197 (R (57 2051
IR 55 376 (Vi RAZR 5 37T VISR 5 57407
2R 5 653 i 2 TR 5 654 i H &g I & A3t
1127 P SR AL L RE IS 5 850 0% F X ALS # ]
RIS BR w25 1474 (Heap , 2016) .

FRN T AR R R AR , TR A/
Z FH ) S 2 a2 I B 52, X BRI vy 1
sIF B Z IS RS MR T R /A Y
P denmt AEgE Tk 0 GRS NE B IK S
FFEE (KA R, 2011) . Tk, b & AR RE S
ALS I 2 bR R AE /N2 )RRl ubEss
KPR MR AEW R A /N H 2558 . XIR RA&
(2011) & FIAT B 48 5 15 1 T R AR A FE SR E 0 2R
it [ 7= A W s AT 21 P Ak 232,51, B
T T 4 45 M SR S R X R P 25 22 FH B P 2 5 o
AP LA S BT A B 2 HLEE T Bk 5]
() B RO e A LR 8 L AT
TRAIE S5 (ma BH A5 P A T e & A ™ FE IR
FETRATFESERIRE | I 5 X Ak g ) U 25 5 )
B398 LG A R T P R AURR IR 1) ALS SE A
R B, R E SRR B BRI A 58 BT, U
PE— 3 ) B SE X ALS 106l 77 2 B 3] 7 A ok
(8 3 F AL LA Sk o3 5550 1) 5 B B R 2 7
Z HF R ZE AR FRER BRI AR i
1 MREHE
1.1

FERFRT: 2015 4F 5 H FI0 e 48 S LR
SR e B R TR L R DL S R B
TR AT EL A A A ek A5 PR B A
KA IE RS D R SR TR T I DX i B
ZERS R T B BN A N A R LS,
Z7 A TR MRS IR 530 FH 24 7 B 34948 15 4F L) 1, 4351
PIRSE SR Y BR85Sk fn 44, B ZMD-1
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ZMD-2.ZMD-3 (NY-1 . NY-2.XY-1.XY-2.ZK-1,
LH-1.SQ-1,3% 10 A A R R 1A Fh
BE, R MR AL 600 m? L), S ML bR oR £ 50~
100 PR, B[] — R IR AR IS5 IR BN 14
PR SURRRPE ZZ-1 % BRI AP A2 B XA g
R PHTIE 23 320 , AR A i A ey B 51

[ 55 « 75% A %% (tribenuron-methyl) 7K 43
KL, bR A IR AR A A BR A W] 5 50 o/ L XU i
(florasulam ) B 77 5 , Ll 7R & 3 A TR A7 PR 7 5
7.5% WE ik # iz (pyroxsulam ) K 23 BRI, - 1 B G
AR S H 5 70% R ik [ (flucarbazone-Na) 7K 43 HL
R, b ARG A e i A BRA 7

TR B 3% 7 ik A ) TR 24H DNA £ BUU ) &
(DP305) , KARA AL B (db50) 41 FR A 7] 5 BasyTag
DNA Polymerase, Easy7ug Buff, dNTPs. EasyPure
PCR Purification Kit, TransScript One - Step gDNA
Removal and cDNA Synthesis Super Mix ., Trans1-T1
Phage Resistant Chemically Competent Cell, 1t 5 4>
LEEYHAGIRAF . LB(Luria-Bertani) [ {455
Ik PR H PR 10 g BRI 5 g NaCl 10 g 31
JIf 20 g Z&M87K 1 L LB IR (A7 95 2k . LB [ {435 77
HORBS IS -

1A% . RXZ BN TR, TR R AR
ASS-4 8 [ Bl A 25 R 40, b st E R F R
HAT B2 A T100 613 PCR Y, 925 Bio-Rad /A Hl;
DYY-6C HLIKAYL , b5t 7s—A4 4% 5 ChampGel 6000
BONBE AR 2R 58, AL B BNV RHA PR A A
1.2 FHi&

121 R SFEAP BRI 64 Sk K]

SR il 38 4 R pk /K SF- D %2 125 (Ryan, 1970) o
TSRS T 23 ol e BBORPRL A — B b -, B
TORFHRIE ) 2 ZUE AU Y HAZ 9 e B R 1L
TR A PRI L/D=12 h/12 h JREE IR
20°C/PL M 15°C 2R AF TR 2= 1, LARESL 15 LY

HERM BRI N EAR 12 om BEHEA T R
LR SR TR 18~33°C AHXRE 53%~76% . A %4
SRR HOGIREN . R AERKE 23 S
PEATIEN T, B A PR B 10 Bk A0 A -2 K B AR — 3K
IR . S 3~4 R F ASS-4 1 [ 3hE
TS RG I AT A WSS AL B B W R
0.275 MPa, Wi 4 450 L/hm?, 7E4) 4 0 e 45
(A b, IR AR AT 0o CF (6] it R AR
Yot FRRE ZMD-2 | NY-2 fil ZK-1:0.,0.01 ,0.1.1,
10,100 J 1 000 g/hm’; #H % 5 &% Fh #f ZMD-1 .
ZMD-3 NY-1.XY-1.XY-2,LH-1,SQ-1 M Fhff
77-1:0.0.001.0.01.0.1,1,10 % 100 g/hm?, HEAbFE
3% IR EE 3, ALFE21 d 5 BT BG4y, T
PEIR TR N 70°CHET 72 h ZfEE G, FriE T EIE
05k, I RGE AR ]I B y=C+(D-C) /[ 1+
(x/GRso)"] THEAME] 50% Zi 5 A= K FF T 1 B 751 e
FE(GRs) o 2 :y R BR BN [ A7) BT i
FR [ 6 B E A B, x R R R A
FF s D R O EFR  C il O R 564
R PR =PRI GR/BURFIEE GRoo BT
PRI RATRES % Beckie & Tardif(2012) ABTPEFE %L
(resistance index , RT) 2 FI| W7« f5U8% : RT <25 (IR /KF-4T
P RT=2~5; FZE KPPk« RT=6~10; B /KE- Bk
RI=11~100; th = 7K P41k : RI>100,
1.2.2  RESFEABEALS KB o m) 5557

4 NCBI GenBank HH &L 155 2% ALS & [ ¥
%1l (HQ880660.1) , i Fi Primer Premier 5.0 %k {35 i1
2 %19 3 5| ¥ Forward 1/Reverse 1 #11 Forward 2/Re-
verse 2 F T 5838 ALS FEDR )9 HG KGN , 37 348 1 26 (A
JEHIANELEE N &, [ 55 O 38 B T A ALS Bt
PERAENI Ao T b, o Ei ks B i 1 4% 1 JiE
5149 Forward 3 FH T35 2 447 38l Be il )y (3R 1) o
R FTHB I m A TAY TR (L) BIOARR
NGRS

R1 FRALSERY BRANMFSIH

Table 1 Primers designed for Capsella bursa-pastoris ALS gene amplification and sequencing

5% J¥51 (5'-3") PIGRE B R K

Primer Sequence (5'-3") Amplicon size (bp) Covering the confirmed point mutations
Forward 1 ATTCGTCTCCCGATTTGC 1 196 Alal22, Prol197, Ala205
Reverse 1 GCCCGACACCAGTGCTTAT
Forward 2 GGTATCCCTGTTGCGAGTA 1081 Asp376, Arg377, Trp574, Ser653, Gly654
Reverse 2 GCATACAAAGACCGTTTA
Forward 3 GCTATTGGAGCGTCAGTT - -

frF s K = 4 s, 0B BEHL ST HURE BT

PERIHREFEUZAIRE 108R2 0.1 g ST i, #Z AR
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[H 2 DNA $2EGR 7 G i B A5 0 4~ bk £ 1T DNA
FEHC, $EHUG AY S DNA 7 B T 5 22 PCR ¢ 1 5,
iBAE T -20°C ok £ . 25 pL PCRA S 2 iR 2
ddH,O 17.25 uL.2.5 U/uL EasyZTaqg DNA Polymerase
0.25 pL .10 Easy7aq Buffer 2.5 uL .10 umol/L 1F ) [1]
594 1 uL 2.5 mmol/L ANTP Mixture 2 pL K ZH
DNA R 1 pLo 473G R 2544 : 94°CHAZ 14 5 min;
94°C75 1430 s, 56°CiE k 40 s, 72°CZEMH1 90 s, 34 M
5 72°C FRAEA 10 min; 4°CIRAF o 73550 2 DL
HEAT 8 T A 1196 bp, ¥4 2 KB4 1 081 bp,
22 B SO S 3K

T PCR W 45, BU10 pL 4 4= 478 1% 1Y
TN GE R rh R AT LYK, X R KOE B B H B AR
PEAT IR, 5 Bl 4 DNA 2577 3% $2 31 pEASY-
T1 ZRAKk I, ¥4 B KIAAF B Escherichia coli [ 2
M Trans1-T1 H, F37°CEIEFEFE2 h )G , I T
LB [R5 373 (% X-gal/IPTG A FHHZR) L,
37°CHEIRIT AR . BJE PRIOEFR I h aE 2
SR HEHE RN LB AR R P IR B 3R, LIES
F5 5 B RO AR T R PCR Y18 2 1, K455
(1) B B 5l e T A TR (i) ey A B A
AT (R 85, 2016) o
1.2.3 FEAT R CRER R 2

Sk ) 5 VT A8 T R AR B AS (R S5 S X 5 A1
3Tl ALLS 1 1] 751 288 o 700 UL RURH: P Jee | W il e e
SR it O 1 B, DA BT R A A T
—FE KA BATUYE ARG R P AR I I 22 5
FRREXT 3 ALS 28 [ 555510 0 SOk, 7 i fm] 1.2.1,
3 o8 e )i P R0 S 28 SRy DR P R R L AR AR o8

Ay ARSI 3.75 o/hm? BERE I 10.55 g/hm’
SRR RE 31.50 g/hm’ s FESRTEIR Z BE 57 2 3~4 10
HEATZE 25 A0 B, 40P 30 min J5 K SESE R 06 3
Bigd M b L dimk 1k AbFE21 dJ5idsRFHSE
FERRFETH, SE3EBE T H 0 AR A S i v
T, Tk KA AT IR T G BN o BTHUR PR
b b EB AR T, TR RIS SER R A SE T
AR AL B E AR, FET R = IR A A7
R A Ak 3 % R AE 6 BRI /0 IR % REAE TR PRl x
100% 5 1 F 417 il 2= (XF 8 4% e 1 - Lb 3 2% # -
)/ IR R H > 100%
1.3 EIESH

RIS K % ] SPSS 20.0 %4 DL BA N K 7 2543
RTS8 2047 , 48 SigmaPlot 12.5 #cfEh iy aE
LR TP A TR R A 30 i S L L TR SRS
T X A P 1) GRoo

2 BERE5HM

2.1 AEFEEMETFEREEATUEKT

TR R A8 25 MR A I SRR AR [ 77 A T AN
IR BE BT . 3 E 0 i m B R ZMD-1 #h
TR - B FL 7 L % b ZMD-3 FhRE XS 2 sk [ 22 90 o
TRACEBUE , BT A £ 5 3.1 1 2.5, BEH )k
7 vl rg B VS ks ZMD-2 A & J& F1 T I X SO
o ZK -1 R AR e = A T KB HAo A
K217 F157.8 m PH TR B A NY-2 Fff
X A B TR RO I 116.5, B P2 AR R K L
P, HE R AR AR AR R SRR, B A4
TELI~1L72ZE(F2),

R 2 A AR EE FEEATUIE KT

Table 2 Resistance levels to tribenuron-methyl in different populations of Capsella bursa-pastoris

T [ U595 £ 541 Regression parameter GRs B Arsr
Population c D b (g/hm*) Resistance index
ZMD-1 17.5+1.4 95.1+1.0 -0.7+0.1 0.7+0.1 3.1
ZMD-2 16.3+2.9 99.0+2.4 —-0.6+0.1 5.0£1.0 21.7
ZMD-3 21.1£3.2 95.8+0.7 -0.8+0.2 0.6+0.1 2.5
NY-1 22.44+0.9 94.8+0.9 -0.9+0.1 0.4+0.1 1.7
NY-2 12.14£2.2 97.9+0.8 —-0.6+0.1 26.843.1 116.5
XY-1 18.242.8 99.5£2.6 —-0.6+0.1 0.4+0.1 1.6
XY-2 16.3+7.1 102.8+6.9 -0.5+0.1 0.3+0.2 1.4
ZK-1 14.9+5.0 98.7+2.6 -0.6+0.1 13.3+3.8 57.8
LH-1 17.1£2.8 99.1+3.1 -0.6+0.1 0.30.1 1.1
SQ-1 16.2+6.6 101.2+6.8 -0.5+0.1 0.30.1 1.3
77-1 15.6+3.3 99.5+3.9 -0.5+0.1 0.2+0.1 1.0

R P B I BEhR1EZE . Data in the table are mean=SD.
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22 FEARTENALSEESH

XSS TR Pl B B RR 4R B DNA J5 HE4T ALS &
R R B 4, 45 3K 0 1196 bp 11081 bp 1Y F
B PHER KN 1795 bp, 5 GenBank 1 AYZF S ALS
LT (HQ880660.1) e X 25 3 g 7 , He ] i v ik
99.9% L4 I+ SR IT ALS FEH P91, K BHZ G
AT PE R RE S SRR ALS JE P 9 R AT LU X, %

77-1  JHE E&Proline

ZMD-2 A& 8 Alanine

PUAE XS AR ™ A AR S U I N Y-2 FRE, ALS 22
FER TN )55 197 L 24 FE MR %Y H CCT 2248
TCT, FHUM 2 IR AL 22 2R 5 = B i ZMD-2
I ZK-1 55 197 7 22 LR %65+ CCT 43 | 848
i GCT I CTT, T2 208 28 A48 R 79 2 8 Fl e R
(B 1) o HeARPUR R S U i Yok 2 L EE
SEHY ALS FERAE

NY-2 ﬁ Serine

GTC

CGT

.

K-1 % M Leucine

1 REFEMBEALSEEE 197 (L SHHEEFT
Fig. 1 Position 197 of ALS gene from different Capsella bursa-pastoris populations

2.3 AEIFEMEBT R EF HS R

K FAT R A8 SRR v ORI NY-2 X3
SRR R O R WE f8 p r A T AAKSE BT 2 Pk X
IR 2 FRBRELRI R SE T 2803 51 R 82.2% F183.1%, T
FNHI R0 R 7119 F175.4% , HoE R SR
it B JHg R E it B AR P8 TR 43 531 R 91.1%~100.0%
F190.0%~92.2% , 1 A i %53 514 91.1%~100.0%
F190.2%~92.3%. =HUFHE ZMD-2 . ZK-1 FIfl St
PEFPEE NY-2 Y00F JiUms it 2 7™ A T R K R 28 B
bk, BB TR0 8 23.3% . 11.1% F118.8%, T H
IR 43 50°M 30.5% .10.2% F121.2% , H: A ZK-1 Ff
TREXT GRUMs e o2 = A BT K P d i o LB R X 36
WA i o T 3 S A I 3858 93.3%~100.0% Fil
70.1%~76.0%(#3)

3 g

FESERRE AT SRR T 1 P A P R 5 AR A 1
JH 25 7 52 A0 56, ¥5 Rubin (1996) 1% 5K 5] % %5 (2009)
HRIHA , ALS 0751 751 288 ok 5] i 2 7 42 ol FH 3~5 4E LA

ELRENS S B R L A B g . FEARWEIE T,
PO T 76 1 X 3 2200 R AR P B A 55 50 55 il
AR AR ANGE E JE T M pg E S T AN A B L
LA RAE 15 A SE S FIRE ZMD-1 fil ZMD-3 B 5% %%
itk B2 e L LR AT B 1 5 B 0 0 T v B AR A
JA T TR DS R R AR i B9 5 M ZMD-2 F1
ZK-1 CX 2R R = A T AP 5 rg BE T R T B
AT SR AR S A SE SR NY-2 O R AR 7 A
mEhttE. IR RERETEDT AR R D 2k &
N A E BB R E ™ B, R S s B 46 ol TR e AN [) 4B
FHHL B H0, LA S hu e At i it — 20 %
b I 5

AWFSE A NY-2 Fl ZK-1 A RERY ALS 4
Domain A X3 197 fi7 5 B8 3L FE 41 CCT 948/ TCT
FICTT, RBORAL SRR ISR N 22 RS 2R 5
Jin et al.(2011)RIE T 5% ALS ZIERR T 1) 197 v fifi
Z MR (CCT) A R 2252 (TCT) ; Cui et al.(2012) &
PRFESE ALS AR 251 197 (il R (CCT) 28748 N
TNEFR (ACT) AHA TR (CAT) FE &R (CTT) M 4%
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M2 (TCT ) 2 H X ALS 41 i 570 28 [53% 70 751 4 ik g 7 A=
PrbE R E R A UESE RS AR Ty RS T 8GR
TP X AR A 25 ALLS 1 500 R B e 300 7 A B 24
ZMD-2 B ALS BRI 197 o7 s Bl A )7 51 CCT
RN GCT, FHUM AR LN NER . Prol97Ala
7S AE H JHk (Guttieri et al., 1995) BF % N Raphanus
raphanistrum (Yu et al., 2012) & W & Descurainia
sophia(Cui et al.,2011) 8¢ ZFp e Birh & A 4k i& , 7]
it % B X ALLS 1) 70 2 B 500 7 AR i KT EOR R

VI 71RO N s O N TN B IR et b DO T
2y M P A ] BE S H ALS FE D & AR 2RO . AR
F I 5 JE T SR A ) ZMD-1 B2 ZMD-3 R 2 %) 27
G TARIKSE P R IR R L ALS SEH &
A7 PR G AT B AEAE A R BT ENL . ASBIF S
A B FRBC I 7 R AL I = A LA T T 53
BT, AT W BT IR AR B XoF o3k B 300 A Il A%
S KBRS E PRI A B LB Y
AT HE— 2 HRST

RI ZHBREFEENETFRMERETRINEIERL

Table 3 The death and suppression rates of Capsella bursa-pastoris populations under recommend doses of three herbicides %

3.75 g/hm’ WUJRURE B ff
3.75 g/hm’ florasulam

10.55 g/hm> g fifh
10.55 g/hm’® pyroxsulam

31.50 g/hm’ UM
31.50 g/hm’ flucarbazone-Na

i
Population FET H JFETFIJ%UK A ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂi FETH ?Eﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂi
Mortality rate Inhibition .rate of Mortality rate Inhibition .rate of Mortality rate Inhibition .rate of
dry weight dry weight dry weight
ZMD-1 100.0+0.0 a 91.0£3.2a 100.0£0.0 a 90.2+2.1 a 93.3+2.4a 70.1£1.3 a
ZMD-2 91.1¢1.3a 90.0+2.3 a 91.142.3 b 90.5+£2.5a 23.3+09b 30.5£0.7 b
ZMD-3 100.0£0.0 a 91.9+19a 100.0+0.0 a 91.543.1a 95.5+4.7 a 70.5£1.2 a
NY-1 100.0£0.0 a 91.9+2.4a 100.0+0.0 a 92.3+33a 100.0+0.0 a 74.2+1.8 a
NY-2 82.2+1.9b 83.1+1.1b 71.1+1.7 ¢ 754+1.6 b 18.8+0.4 b 21.2+02 ¢
XY-1 100.0+0.0 a 91.9£1.7 a 100.0+0.0 a 92.0+1.4 a 100.0+0.0 a 74.0£0.9 a
XY-2 100.0+0.0 a 91.8£2.5a 100.0+0.0 a 92.142.6 a 100.0+0.0 a 75313 a
ZK-1 93.3+0.8 a 90.2+4.1 a 933423 b 90.2+3.8 a 11.1£0.3 ¢ 10.2£0.3 d
LH-1 100.0+0.0 a 91.4+32a 100.0+0.0 a 91.5¢5.1a 100.0+0.0 a 74214 a
SQ-1 100.0+0.0 a 91.6+£3.6a 100.0+0.0 a 90.742.3 a 100.0£0.0 a 76.0£1.5a
77-1 100.0£0.0 a 92.2+2.7a 100.0+0.0 a 91.243.7a 100.0+0.0 a 752422 a

BV R bR R R BEE S A [R]  RE R 7 28 Duncan 3 52 1 22 A4S B0 78 P<0.05 /K122 53 .3 . Data are

mean+SE. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.

ARG R, 3 AR REDUE S S S4 X [R]
Sy ik R MR A% 5% ) ) UM il 2 AR T A B L X
5 Powles & Yu(2010)#1Yu & Powles(2014) 5%+
TR R MRS B H R PP 2 RS X [R] AR B 5] = A
LHPUERZTE A —E AR W A SRR FF
SR i 22 B800T LSRRG e ARITIGE il e (A SR UK
22 AT AT DU 3K 2 PR sl i A 7B o o bk
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