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HE . AW RS R A5 Echinochloa oryzoides HIHL-715 #F BE A B A% 3L Jie 0 S K -F B A
A, SRR HR A A Tk I S AG AR AR B AT B AR M 0 SR B R S AR B GG R A A £ A
WM OU, B 5 3 4w e &, PASO 4 ) st AR M 69 Fofn s I L R o T A Oy iR AT ARG T
Bt LR 4B (acetolactate synthase, ALS) & AR & MM T ALS K B 53] M AR kAl 2, 4R
AU AR AAS R, B RAR I e 3T AG A HIHL-715 74 B 85 & 69 374) F 71 & GR,, 4 62.53 g/hm’; #54%
HIHL-715 45 ALS X B 73] o R A LR R K, L ALS B F 5 M AAF 69 ALS BRE ML
RFHFWEF ALS KW R A R EAKTHEAAE, 1-2 K5 =& (1-aminobenzotriazole, ABT) .
Pk T B (piperomyl butoxide, PBO) . L £ 58k 3 F P450 494 7] 2 532 & T 4848 HIHL-715 # B 3¢
B RARE R AR M 2T B BB 9 GR,, B R R 89 62.53 g/hm® 4 B T %5 578 .5.02,
3.53 g/hm’, R A AR LE BRI T 2 RAE LA &K e RS AR A B A5 HIHL-715
AP BE AT TR 0 PR T kR W 2m e & PASO A F- a9 ARG TR T 8
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Analysis of the resistance level and its mechanism of barnyard grass Echinochloa
oryzoides population HJHL-715 to penoxsulam
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Nanjing Agricultural University, College of Plant Protection, Nanjing 210095, Jiangsu Province, China)

Abstract: To clarify the resistance of barnyard grass Echinochloa oryzoides population HIHL-715 to
penoxsulam and its resistance mechanism in northeast China, whole-plant pot bioassays were conducted
to determine the sensitivity of E. oryzoides to penoxsulam, and to explore its cross-resistance and multi-
resistance patterns and the effects of three cytochrome P450 inhibitors on its sensitivity to penoxsulam.
The ALS gene sequence analysis, ALS gene expression and in vitro acetolactate synthase activity of F.
oryzoides were investigated by molecular biological methods. The fresh quality inhibition medium dose
(GR,,) of the population HIHL-715 to penoxsulam in northeast China was 62.53 g/hm’, showing the high
resistance level. No amino acid substitutions were found through the alignment of 4ALS gene sequences.
There was no significant difference in the in vitro ALS activity between sensitive and resistant popula-
tions. Resistant populations had lower gene expression levels of ALS than sensitive populations. Three
P450 inhibitors including 1-aminobenzotriazole (ABT), piperomyl butoxide (PBO) and malathion signif-
icantly increased the sensitivity of population HIHL-715 to penoxsulam. The GR;, of the population
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HJHL-715 decreased significantly from 62.53 g/hm® to 5.78, 5.02, and 3.53 g/hm’, respectively. These
results suggested that the resistance of E. oryzoides population HIHL-715 to penoxsulam in northeast

China was mostly due to enhanced herbicide metabolism, possibly via cytochrome P450.

Key words: Echinochloa oryzoides; penoxsulam; acetolactate synthase; P450 metabolism

FEM. Echinochloa oryzoides WP L2444 7K IR, J&
— A A e KRR AR AR AR R, ARdE
S TR Y T O AR 7 S, KRR R R R 2
o 4 FE K RS AR T AR Y 159% , K ARG AR = i 24 5 4[]
KRR A 5 1 119% (N7 B8 55 ,2011) i FH A4 B
FAE AW AKAE R — N EE R WA A E
ARACHBIX KRR A ™ I AR R T izt X
e Y e QR 2 — o 6 TR H (36 2, Ak
=81 R AT 2 e Y T B, SR B E R K A
HH B R B (R AR R 2 ) IR G R — P SRR
fiff (acetolactate synthase, ALS) il 2 pr 5], X
TR A% N TSRS PO A IS G , 4
Norsworthy et al.(2014) 75 32 [E B (4 & 9 = BE Bt
G ) BB A ) R AR PR AR R A B
33.60; Iwakami et al.(2015)7E H AR 8L T 2441 1
SRR e TR B P R R 5 B RS (2015) FlZE
6r45 (2015) WARIE 1 7EF 1 AR b 1 XA BT T 30t o
e R R AE AL . DALt BT AR b b DX R RO T 9R
it Jie B 29 MK F 20 A HLGT P HL BN T2t
(B FE R AR B E L,

TR XS ALS 49 50 2 B R 50) A4 e v AL B
W4 AR AR T M (target-site resistance, TSR) F1E#T
bR BT (non-target-site resistance, NTSR) 2 25 (Gha-
nizadeh & Harrington,2017) ., HHjX T2« X% ALS
PR R FEFR BT ST 2 BUELE 20 R 3
75 T, AL AR REAR R DR 572 HEAR TG P U DL KA
Pl i PR ik b AR SEARHUPE 32 20 K 3 Tl
il (Delye, 2013 ) , £ 4% 2% B0 ol /B3 R0 50 1) 128 3% N e
18 R REHE B FLRLE AR Y A RO A s B o
AL R P HLE] (Délye et al.,2011) . B A& IE
SR A L E AR WM I A H AR ZF R, X
A A5 T IR L JHE TR N 1Y) 22 b ALS 10 5] S R 5
(PS5 AR P 41 538 PASO S K CYPS1A412
I CYP81A421 F Y A (Yun et al., 20055
Iwakami et al.,2014a,b ). HHI i ARA T REHXT
TR R AR PR BT LR ) RGP EAF AR

AT HOATE SR o U e R AL 58 B AR
5 2P0, WH AR DR UG T U B 1)
PUPENG O ; I LI R ALS FE P 51) L ALS B

IR L ALS L FRGA S IIFSY , RGPEHIAR ST R
XoF T R e e A S A AL ) 5 P38 2 3 A 3 b
P450 17 i) 551 Ak PR R BT o GRURS i 1) RO W
72 T ] ARl X R A U R e bt R A S 4
Jii 62,28 PASO ARIAH DG , LA A H ) He v A A A B
G2 R B
1 Rl 5 A%
1.1 &R

R REALTME AP HIHL-715 2017 4F
K A MBI AT NS A 3 X, SRR
HRSH-538 T 2015 453K [ e 1T B SR TR Y
I\ RS BT BRI AL F AR X, Bl 2 AT
FAs K IAEAEAE 4°COKAR BLRF B AR R LA
FEFh 1% 770

27 : 25 g/L 9L HEHE (penoxsulam ) T A 7
F . 7.5% W fifk B (pyroxsulam ) 7K 43 HCKE L 100 g/L
EUR R (cyhalofop-butyl) ZLiH 1 | 3% 5 L BE I
(florpyrauxifen-benzyl) FL Vi , 55 ¥ B [T #5420 A 5
5% WK Z AR (imazethapyr ) 7K 57, L AR Sk A4 i
Uy A BRN T 5 35% SRS [ (flucarbazone-sodium ) 7K
ST HORL , AR GR A A REE 24 F] 5 100 g/L T B s
fisi % (propyrisulfuron ) B 7% 57, H AE A fb2e ikl s
5 10% XUE i (bispyribac-sodium ) 277 5 , 175 &
H A Ab A FR A F 5 5 50% T4 5 ji (pretilachlor) FLiH
L FRALA PR F] 5 10% WEmE & (metamifop ) FL
i, SRR LA

IR AR  FEBEIR NG R B R RS — AT
MRENER , i g A R MR A FRA W] 5 0, E i
BT 7 T A IR 7 5 SAAE T ik (piperomyl butox-
ide,PBO) , IWZRPU AL 2E Tl A PR F] 5 1- 23685
— I (1-aminobenzotriazole, ABT) , H 74~ Chemical
Industry ; ShHiHiBE , 9 [E Accu Standard 23 7 5 4 3k
2 DNA # B 57 & (DP305) . RNA Simple &
RNA $& B 5 &, bt RAR A AL B A BR 2 Al
Prime Script™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser for
Perfect Real Time,SYBR"Premix Ex Tag ™11, Mini-
BEST agarose gel DNA extraction 345 & , Ki%EF 4
YRl A FR 2 A, Phanta® Max Super-Fidelity DNA
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Polymerase i3] & . pMD19-T 2544, B 5t MERE A=)
RHEABRA H . 3WPSH-500D %I AR i 25 1, 40l
0 A MUK AL A 5T U7 5 Avanti J-HC /&5 38 250
B, 25 [ Beckman /A & ; UV-2550 2400 66 B3,
H AR 0S4k B ERE I VE T 5 Fresco 21 B R 5 0B O
B, 26 EFE B R BHE A B2 ) 5 Thermal Cycler
Dice™ Gradient PCR 1Y, H 7k TaKaRa 2\ 7] ; GelDoc-
It™ 310 BERL AR AN, 92 UVP Al ;DY Y-2C Al
WAL, AL F7S—1L#]) ;7500 Real-Time PCR System
P 1 PCRAY, SEE N A R G0 7] 5 96 FLI
B, BT A AR A BR A F
1.2 ik
1.2.1  HIHL-715 B3t B 5% 3 e 69 ARV 2
Z:H8 Chen et al. (2017 ) & = Bk AL W0 2 vk 30
ARG HIHL-715 i RE T 0 G0 A8 55 iz A 0 e o
FE o KA R T AR B AR H A 5 AL AR 8 I
Jor e bb 1 DYR AT 06 0 = I K L 2 T4 9 emx
Yi 9 emx (5 10 cm [ 1 T SRR BR A 28 3/4 4k, ok
1218, 43 9% Fh HRSH-538 F11 HIHL-715 R Ah 1,
TR AR R 250, RIAE TE | om )2, KHET
30°C/25°C O/mE IR ) (12 h/12 h(Ole/mE i) Ol
SR 12 000 Ix A X HEE 85% 451 R R 3% , i 4b
Ko FFIEFIZY10 d SRR B B e i 24
13 8k, A AR 3 3 B B, el SR i o S i o e, o
HRSH-538 Ffi #f (1) jfii 24 57 5ty 1.88.3.75.7.5. 15,
30 g/hm?; X HIHL-715 FhEEAY it 25 7] &4 3.75.7.5 .
15.30.60 g/hm?>, 24 71 Je il Bk AR 4 15 25 35 it 24 1fi #X
KK R BRI 25 1, Z 5 R RS LR Rk
BRI B A 2570) o 24 )5 1 hoRe R s Il 355 5%
FEThARSEIE IR . LA K25 i X) B, b B 4 4>
5. Wiz 20 d PR AR LA R, R R A
T4 A PR GRy, GRy, 227 0 il 4 A5 W 1 50%
(9 7 5 . & ] Log-Logistic 1% Y 43 # 12t 36 %4 98
(Seefeldt et al., 1995) , #1-& 1 N : y=c+ {(d-c)/[1+
(/E)b]}, 3 H y by Ao P R X T Xof R B B Y )
LU 5 o A I 2 0 T B 5 o A PR AT L RR
b R RER s x HERFAF s E o GR, , ff H 4 ] 5=
(O} e fi T — b P i ) /3% B i B 100% 5 I 118 AH
XA EL (resistance indexe, R1) , RI=H0 4 A AL
HEAY GR/BUBFE BRI ) GRy, 0
1.2.2 A HIHL-715AB L LAuik s % Sutt ey 2
FE A HIHL-715 RO 09 22 B 40P - R HLY
= M R E 2 (triazolopyrimidines , TP) fit) Fo Ui #
JH (R FHATLEL A 5 il 551, G5 K nA bk 285 (imid-

azolinones, IMI) [/ K Wk 2, KK TR | il P e e 2k — ek mpc
fili] 2% (sulfonylaminocarbonyltriazolinone, SCT) f 9
WA i % il 15 ik 2 (sulfonylureas, SU) fY P W 1 fifh
W m5E K AR5 (pyrimidinylsalicylidacids , PTB) 4
XU ik FI TP 24 1) BE s 52 e . 4% F HRSH-538 F1l
HIHL-715 FhEER T2 10 d e faf g B HE i 2
BEGE13 6K, FR LR 2 3 np Y E, e I g it 24 741
HRSH-538 F HIHL-715 Fi Tt 1 5% WKk 2,00 R
TR FF 2 51K 4.69.9.38 . 18.75.37.5. 75 g/hm’ Al
9.38.18.75.37.5.75.150 g/hm’; 35% Fa M itk [ 7K J
HORE R R 423 50 2 .4 .8 .16 .32 g/hm’ 4.8 .16,
32,64 g/hm’; 100 g/L A W& MR A 7 511 51 1 53 il o
5.16.10.31,20.63.41.25.82.5 g/hm® F110.31,20.63
41.25.82.5.165 g/hm?; 10% WA Fik 2 I 5771 31 4243 51
49 1.88.3.75.7.5.15.30 g/hm* #13.75.7.5.15.30.,
60 g/hm®; 7.5% WE il B iz 7K 43 0k 75 5590 4 43 )
0.70. 1.41,2.81,5.63, 11.25 g/hm® fl 1.41. 281,
5.63.11.25.22.5 g/hm’, LAVE/KIE%E xR it 2 )5
20 dFR AR AL AR b4 R . CRIHR
AFTHA A AL B GRy,, TR TR R 1.2.1. 24 HG
FHIHL-715 FhEERA R 2570 6958 B

FE R HIHL-715 R I 2P0t I 5 < e LS 1
SO B AN AR FH AL Y 4 Fh 25590, L 35 £ mh G
fitf A R AL (acetyl-CoA carboxylase, ACC) 1] iill 71|
5 (1) TR R IV P R | 4 L G A R 2
PR e R 78 24 50 U SRUME BE I o %5 A HRSH-538
FUHIHL-715 FPRER 724 10 d J5 R B A0 8 L 6 HE
BB 130k, R F] 3 mh 3, 6 it 24
#] . HRSH-538 £ HIHL-715 Fft B 1% Jifi (19 100 g/L
R T 2L R 4 0 oK 4,69 .9.38 11875 .37.5 .
75 g/hm®£19.38.18.75.37.5.75.150 g/hm?; 109% WEmk
ok B L 40 R 5.63.11.25.22.5.45 .90 g/hm’
F111.25.22.5.45.90.180 g/hm®*; 50% A # Jiiz L i 771)
23 9 A 28.13.56.25, 112.5, 225, 450 g/hm’ Fil
56.25.112.5.225.450,900 g/hm’; 3% & J6L M 1 i 7L
R 5 0.94.1.88.3.75.7.5.15 g/hm? 1 1.88
3.75.7.5.15.30 g/hm’. LAV /K W55 A% B i 24
20 d, PR AR ML 1 R o, AR AN . SR
R4 AL B GR,,, R 3L 1.2.1, 4347
FER HIHL-715 FREXSAS R 25700 08 2 h i .
1.2.3 HIHL-715 B ALS 3 B 84 %145 5 5 547

P2 121 IR S SRR, R & 3~4 0
IS, AR R ALY S I 2, PR ) SE R 4 DNA
K G A UL K 2H DNA, B TR LR PUA5 A
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T, WO L PR A v] REAFAE 2248 D1 AR 48 NCBI |
TR ALSFEH Y51 (8515 AB636580 i1 AB636581) ,
F| A Primer Premier 5.0 #k 4% 11 H T 9 484 fg 4
ALS B K0y 2 X5 519, 53 9l S~y ALS-1 (F: 5"
AATCCCCCATCCTCTCC-3"/R: 5-TCAATACACG-
GTCCTGC-3") Fl ALS-2 (F: 5-CCACCCTCCCCAA-
ACC-3'/R: 5-GCACCACTCGCTGAAA-3") , 514115
P R o AR R A IR Fl G . 50 pL PCR
SR ARAH DNA 2.5 ng 10 umol/L _E R 514145
2 uL.2xPhanta Max Z& 1 (& 45 24 & >4 2 mmol/L
) Mg® )25 uL . &4 2 DNA B4 1 pL .dNTP Mix
2 uL, il ddH,0 EZLARFA 50 uL, PCR W 2T«
95 C AL 4 min; 95°CZAEYE 15 s, 60°CIE K (F5HF
[%0.5°C )15 s, 72°C #E{H 75 s, 20 IMIE R ; 95°C A8 1
155,50°CiR k 15 s, 72°CHEAH 75 5,15 MG 5 72°C
SIEAH 10 min, BFZa 19 BRI L ARSI Y PCR 7=
%1 ] MiniBEST agarose gel DNA extraction kit #F 17
D, 2% 3 56k vae 2= pMDI19-T k., TR
AIREZ S R FEAEL ALS FE H AN R 45 DL, B4 Fl i
TEHL 6 1~ ik DNA FEAS , 51> DNA #E A 22 /b i Bt
8 AN BATE A T Bk , B 281k PCR %S 78 A 3 (i 7 % &2
A 0 4 0T B 2 R A BR 2 /) AT 3 im0 5 B
$% , f#i F BioEdit Sequence Alignment Editor 7.2.5 %X
AT A LA
1.2.4 A HIHL-715#F3F ALS B4R & 2
HRAE Yu & Powles (2004 ) J7 3 ) & AN [ e L o
B ALS B ARIE M , T m A o FH O sRUR B i i 2
BRI B 4 0.005.,0.05 . 0.5.5.50,500.5 000 mmol/L
255, 4% 120 s SR S R F K
34 I B4 g i R AL S, ZERFER P R TR RGER
TR BRI 4 mL BRI (5% 5 mmol/L &1k
BE.0.5 mmol/L FEBEMRHIIEER 0.1 mmol/L #T R IR
W AZAF IR 10 mmol/L ERER Y pH 7.5 AR 2%
W) BT UK B i 2 A T, 4°CTF 27 000 g 25
0> 20 min, B IEWREERS 2R ELE T BT UK E
SN I I A AR A TR RN B RR R, 4°CTF 27 000 g
20030 min, 7 FIEW. AETIIA 4 mL B BOR
VIR UTTE , AR o 1] 1.5 mL 2.0 vh 43 51 m
A 100 pL A 200 pL i 52 B (75 5 mmol/L 54
ABEE |1 mmol/L FEBFFRHNEER 0.1 mmol/L B Z IR
W KR L 100 mmol/L N R #M Y pH 7.5 HIBE R
S o) L 100 L e ] 40 (4 A [] v 5 9RUREE L i 24
W, F37°C TR 1 h, A 10 uL ¥4 6 mol/L 1Y
FRIRIE R 1 S, T 60°CF 2 15 min, FHAIA

PRSC T LR VR - Z5 I 545 200 L, 60 °C i 7,
SN 30 min, 12 HERE B, R 200 uL |
B WOM T 96 FLAEGFR AR I, W % 530 nm T WG (E
Asyo > PRIE M Z ] AR IRBE FERRRERIVE . S ABIRE
ALS AR a4, 7T LS IR L o- 28T E 1
R AV BB AL, 530 nm oA Hifw KK
Wi K, T ALS A B BORFR U, AR ME #2002 g
PRI BIL, S8 A 2 AR WA 5 LR | o- 28 E A%
I Ao TERHA E CABIA R R 22 5, IF1T
A FRBERD A b B (1C,) , DA TR) 300 %2 A 07 28K
WF5% ALS B P . 1C, B335 7 B [\ 1.2.1
GR, MR k. AEYFEE 3R BAREL 21K,
1.2.5 A HIHL-715 #h B ALS & B & ik 2 2

P2 1210 RS R SRR SRR, R & 2~3
AR, B4 i 20 3 g, 4% 5 RNA $EHGR 7] S i B 4
HUAE PR R 4 RNA, S5 SR A5 R B 56 — 4% eD-
NA. VIR ALS 2 FE PRE A AR , 76 99 3 Chitp://
bioinfo.ut.ee/primer3-0.4.0/) % 1175 Y6 2 & PCR 514
(F: 5-TGGGGCTATGGGATTTGGTT-3"/R : 5-GCA-
CA-AAGACCTTCACTGGG-3") , ¥ WL 5h & 11 B-ac-
tin £ N Z 3 A (F: 5-“CACACTGGTGTCATGG-
TAGG-3'/R: 5-AGAAAGTGTGATGCCAGAT-3") .
20 pL 98 5E i PCR W AR R : BIHR cDNA 2.5 ng.
10 umol/L | T iE 51 ¥ 4 0.4 uL . 2xChamQ SYBR
qPCR Master Mix 10 pL. 50xROX Reference Dye
0.4 uL, il ddH,0 ELARFIHN 20 pL. 562 & PCR
J IV RR Y £ 95°C TS 1 30 55 95°C A8 M 10 s, 60°C iR
k30,40 MG, 5E 1 PCRERH 274495 0 ALS
SR F R E, FHAREE MY FEE 21K,
1.2.6 k) 7 5S4 3 B B AR S B b 69 % v

SR A D0 2 32000 5 3 Ffr P40 411 7] 551 Ak
PEF HIHL-715 Pl G0 o e (0 flaep: . AR
FERRIEFRACAER] 1.2.1, RE R 8 3~4 IR, AR A
TR 6 25 S % HIHL-715 F1 HRSH-538 Fh#E 0E 17 24
FIALF 450 $1 5 75 ABT . PBO F1 7 it i Ak 3 551
354 1 000.4 200.1 000 g (a.i.)/hm>, Wi 5 #
B b, PR SRR R R R R 1A (]
1.2.10 LATCAI ] 50) T gt fiff 2o i &b L2 Ay ok B, 4b
Je 17 Qs AP A L e o, A A A R R
TR T o SRR B 1 GRy,, T A 1.2.1, 24
FHEE AR EARTEL 21K,
1.3 BB

4% 38 3 DPS 15.10 F1 Excel 2010 # 17 4t i1
SR R FH /N 3 25 8 (LSD) ¥k i A7 22 5 Wb 3%
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PERE

2 BER55H

2.1 HJHL-715 # 83t f m B S R A0 Ut

FETRE HIHIL-7 15 Ffo B XoF o S e e e ) Al e )
FE LSRRI ZAPRERT R R O A T g,
HGR, IAF T 62.53 g/hm?, B Je12 24 7] H 7] 4 4557
I 30.00 g/hm’ 1Y 2.08 £ 5 [m] Hf AH XF T B b

HRSH-538 1) GR,,(1.77 g/hm?) , HTHL-715 #1941
XU HEAEEE 263551 35,33,
22 MARBERBENZTERES S
X470 T SRR R () R AR HITHIL-715 FhRE A A8
ORI 2 25 B R HIHL-715 FEERT bR 2, 48 % 1
MR FREAT 85 Mg R s HTHIL-715 Fh e %of JRUmB Ak ol L 19
W WA Tt L % W s e e DU 7= A T e, O GR 18
B T 2470 FH ) AR B 1 2.00 15 (R 1) .

F1 HAEEMENTERESSRENESER

Table 1 Cross-resistance and multi-resistance determination results of tested Echinochloa oryzoides populations

;ﬁg HRSH-538  HJHL-715 fﬁ
i o
s bl monded GR oy e
Type Herbicide dose/ (g/hm?) (g/hm?) tance in-
(g/hm?) dex
ALS il 1) 5% WKk Z HRPR 7K 57 5% imazethapyr AS 75.00  4.02 0.0l 2584 <001 6.43
ALS inhibitors 35% SRR K S0 ORI 35% flucarbazone-sodium WDG  32.00  3.97  0.01 >64.00<0.01 >16.12
100 g/L N MR Is i £ 7757 100 g/L propyrisulfuron SC 82.50 1041 <0.01 >165.00<0.01 >15.85
10% MLk 7757 10% bispyribac-sodium SC 3000 468 <0.01 894 0.01 191
7.5% WERE K A3 ORI 7.5% pyroxsulam WDG 1125  0.88 <0.01 >22.50<0.01 >25.57
ACC 5 100 o/L S EERFLT 100 g/Leyhalofop-butyl EC 75.00 14.19 <0.01 >150.00<0.01 >10.57
ACC inhibitors 10% WEME R EE LM 10% metamifop EC 90.00 7.74 <0.01 61.66 0.01 7.97
21 e 53 S i 551) 50% TN & 13l 50% pretilachlor EC 450.00 37.23 <0.01 455.44 0.01 12.23
Cell division inhibitors
YEFPLEAN Y 3% FSR M EREFLIM 3% florpyrauxifen-benzyl EC 1500  3.45 <0.01 >30.00<0.01 >8.70
Unknown

X7 L GRURG  () FE R HITHIL-715 FPBE ) 22T
PRI E 25 R o, 25 SRR B HIHL-715 Fp X 50
P RV A P R e, VR R B DA R S RN BE R X
AT R TRV RR BE B 22 B, AR P A% B0
7.97~12.23f5Z [E (£ 1)
2.3 FEMHIHL-715 8 ALS EE F 54547

FH 2 X514 1 TR D ALS 1Y 58 B G 1y
G, %Y A E () ALS P 51 3547 BLAST HeXH 4347,
28 BRI A 0 ALS 9 SRR ALS 41 OF
5 AB636580 . AB636581) (LI EE A 989%0~99% ,
FEABF ST P 15 BB B ALS e DX 58 B 4 5 4] 1E
. i1t BioEdit L X}, 43 5 7¢ HSRH-538 Il HTHL-
TS FE R AR 2 2 SRR A9 ALS P8, ARG ALS
FED] R AEAE 2 RO TR ALS FE 8 45 01 (522) . s i
{ii H BioEdit Sequence Alignment Editor 7.2.5 {43
RS XTI , & I HSRH-538 FI HIHL-715 #h
B ALS T3 9 AR TE A% R 2 380, BVAE [R]—Fh
HENAEAEAIRI () ALS BE 48 DL SR 1 A6 AS [m]

(1) [ — $% DU 22 [a] 1 HE ok 235 S 0H |, 76 R B v
#E HIHL-715 1) ALS FE P F 8 vh ok e AT fo] 28 L 12
2.4 FEFHIJHL-715 8 ALS BKE S

BR AT 0 U 6 AE AR HIHL-715 R e
ALS 36 1 5 30 ) H i B 1C,, oM 26.64 pmol/L , 11 X
HSRH-538 Fl 19 IC,, y 16.70 pmol/L , {H Wi [A] JC
B3 2 S PO R R 1C,, A SRR R 1 1.60 15 .
UL 2 PP BE ALS B 0% 4 G 1B 3 25 5, HIHL-
715 B X o JRUR e 11 T 24 P AN 2 Pl R A AR
UG
2.5 TBEHIHL-TI5HMEALS BEERIEENHT

28 TRt Bl b RS SRR HSRH-538 Fl
PUPEFRE HIHL-715 19 ALS FE PR 36 15 5 (1) 25 b i 3
— B AR 1 RIS LT as B, 25 3 KA
B KAG, 23 590 S X5 BEAY 10.04 475 F1 1.43 4%, Z )7 X
FEO6 RT3 5 H B50RF0 B Y A2 fb e B B 3 K Tk
FREECE 1)
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Table 2 The single nucleotide polymorphisms in multiple sites of ALS sequences in the same tested
Echinochloa oryzoides population
G FELFRAV 15 Amino acid site
A 235 283 318 441
Geme  m@mT  EMmM  WET 0 AMM  ®RT O EMM BRT AW
Codon Amino acid Codon  Amino acid Codon Amino acid Codon Amino acid
HSRH-538 ALS-1 ATA 5724 Isoleucine CAT HZMR Histidine CGC F5%&JR Arginine  CAA A& Glutamine
ALS-2  GTG #Hi% & Valine CCT J#iZ i Proline  TGC “EJjtZ A2 Cysteine CAC #HZ2 Histidine
HIHL-715 ALS-1 ATA F#:4Isoleucine CAT %R Histidine CGC A5%R Arginine  CAA A& BEHY Glutamine
ALS-2  GTG #i%# Valine CCT J## M Proline  TGC *EJjtZA2 Cysteine CAC #H%Z2 Histidine

SR G5 DI R I ALS FE R B R 25 A EHR . Amino acid sites are numbered on the basis of the corresponding se-

quence of Arabidopsis thaliana.

m HSRH-5387#1#f HSRH-538 population o HJHL-715F# HSRH-538 population

2 - .
0 1 2 3 5

AbFERTE] Time after treatment (d)

—
N [~} (=)
T T T

ALS BEFEMNTRER

Relative expression of ALS gen

[\

(==}

E1 AREERLE SRR ALS ERBEXRIAE
Fig. 1 Relative expression of ALS gene in sensitive and resistant populations after treatment with penoxsulam
(&1 B R - bR 25 . * RN Al — bR ) 2RI Z M) 28 LSD K5 6 4F P<0.05 7K P22 57 i % . Data are mean+

SD. * indicates significant difference between the two populations at the same treatment time at P<0.05 level by LSD test.

2.6 P450 #0553t HIHL-715 Fh B85 214 A 221
557t P450 )7 ABT .PBO . Shhi i , FH

SRR i AL B A L T Wi T SR e B

i, HJHL-715 F B Y GR4, M 62.53 g/hm? 3 51 F %

oM 5.78.5.02.,3.53 g/hm?; AH X B M A5 B0 JE K Y
35.33 43 I3 5.21 .,4.08 .3.33, B 43514 90.76% ,
91.97% F194.35% (£ 3) o 1hdFH P450 1 il 371 X} e AL
HIHL-715 RS ot 7 i AT vEA 225 R

3 P4504MHIFIAbIE SRR A B X A SRR E R SR N E 4 R
Table 3 Sensitivity of the tested Echinochloa oryzoides populations to penoxsulam
treated with different P450 inhibitors

s | HRSH-538 HJHL-715 FANHC A%
Treatment GR,,/(g/hm?) P GR,, /(g/hm?) P Resistance index
T FAE e Penoxsulam (CK) 1.7740.74 a <0.01  62.53+21.54a <0.01 35.43
ABT-+TL Ui 55 i ABT-+penoxsulam 1.11£0.42 b <0.01  5.78+1.67b <0.01 5.21
PBO+ 11 #fiff % it PBO+penoxsulam 1.23£0.51 b <0.01  5.02+1.38b <0.01 4.08
R+ TSR FE K Malathion+penoxsulam 1.06+0.38 b 0.01  3.53£0.95b <0.01 3.33

ABT: 1-Z3E78I- = ; PBO: #MZE T fit. ABT: 1-aminobenzotriazole; PBO: piperomyl butoxide.
e GREWE - B8 abrifi 2% . AR R SA1E R 28 LSD AR 6 7E P<0.05 /K25 53 L3 . The GR,, values in the table

are mean+SD. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 by LSD test.
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P 24t B G U R e B ok A ARG
TE Y R) R, 4 DB (2017) 7E 3R B I R T
AT HUPE RS EC A 13.50 BT T HURE 55 1 B 5 Fang
et al. (2019) 7E V1. 95 48 & B0 1 AH X B0 1k 435 B ik 2]
3333 BYMLAL . ARMFFTEEE T 7RI B B AT AR
AR ACAE DX RSB RP R R A TR 9, X6 0 S 0 e 1
TR 2 45 5 B, R A HIHL-715 FlEE 09 P bE A%
RO HUBAI R 35.55 % , HOO Ut i 2 4835 2|
T 4K (Beckie & Tardif, 2012) , 5 F I Hk 45
(2017) \Fang et al.(2019) %5 A i 5% 25 1 AL, 7T UL
R o A e (B [l H B ™ 8

FFENE ALS $0 481 350 77 2 0o ) 32 R R R
ALSHEHFH KA RAR T80 5L R & A 284k, DT
SEMA AR A O BEFLIR G R 25 S VEM . HET, 7E
FEYIAR N . LBARGE IE S 0 S U DE Y ALS A
(15 B AR A 84~ (Yu & Powles,2014) . H:
H1 122,574 Fl1 653 3X 3 58 AR i O A FE L 24 L
H W IIESE . Matzenbacher et al. (2015) & FUFLEL ALS
DR 574 437 F1 653 43 58 A8 T LT IMI 2SR5 #5)
PP T i s Panozzo et al. (2013) & LB EE 122 3 58
75 1 574437 278 B o SR g A0 PR AEUIDK A
7oA T P s Riar et al.(2013) Fil Panozzo et al.(2017)
W) R B 122 3 28 A8 51 & T FHXF B 40K B0 XL
T RN L GRUAE R RBTE  RERRAE S DUAS AR
WA R ALS FE R AT 2248 DU, DR A HIF 9 F
17 B, IR A9 3 T 2 4% W B0 i i
ZATER AR $E DL, Iwakami et al.(2012) 6] 4L &
PRAG RN ALS JE IR HA 2 48 01, 5ARBE I 451840
[Fo (HJE , FEANE I 09 FF B0 D #E HIHL-715 9
ALS F& R R e BRATAn] 58 28 57 14, , 31X 5 Twakami et
al.(2012) FRFoE 45 A — 3%, VLR HIHL-715 Fh
FREXT GRS e () e I A R AR Bl R S R 58 8 5 |
A

AR EER R R TERIEE ALS B ARG P
R A5 2 (R AR BOEA 50(1.60) TS I% T 3 bk A i 4%
S5 20 14 A0 X 0 P45 % (35.33) , #fE I 5 2R R
HIHL-715 FHEXT a5 R 5 e ™= A= B ik i £ 22 I
FEATE ALS B ARTEE2E 55 DR s AR SE B ATHEAE
W25 5 3 7, A5 HIHL-715 #E %t TP .SU . SCT 2%
(1 ALS 1l 70 2 30t T AS ) A 3 R e 245 0 g
PTB 1 IMI 2 Y XU gk AR 5 2 A R 475 7R S50U8% , 5
XIEARER & SR L S EPTHEREAL. h

Z T ALS i A BT A A A R A iR T
AES 24 FORP S (BRGRIIL A S5 4 25 D7 5 S A o6
(Yu & Powles,2014) . HIHL-715 Flf i 76 A 42 b
Hi X KA L, 22475k 228 it FH TP, SU L SCT 2R %
I, 1 PTB 2 BR Bl 1480, H IMIZEBR BT
TR RS AT 243 (), DR DG AR A HIHL-715 FpEATs TH XS
PTB Fl IMI 28 (1) AU it FHIDK I 2, K0 PR ek

AHFE T YN SE T P00 SR B R L) ALS 3
PRI IR, 45 R oK, USRI HRSH-538 1Y ALS %
PRI 3k £ %) b % R B Lo v AR HUHL-715 2235,
LB ALS JE PR 32 38 1748 A0 I AN J2 3 350R L HUHL-
715 FRREXT o e e e = A B A B PR T A
TR ALS FEPR e 1k AR PRI E i 2 L R
IR REAT 2 F 55— ORI A REE M 22 55
5 PUER R e hrENLE . SRARE
J R o] BB A, PR Ry dl i ALS FE R 8 0 #
ALS BARTE MM E LA R ALS e R 28 ik 72 il 45 50
AT LA , HIHL-715 Foh R o) T JeURsE i oot AN S
P A 28 A S 3500, SR T2 B R S S A7 AR X
SRR R O S BB DR R RS PT REAEAE AR
AEARPTMENLEL . 55 ACHIE 78 45 S AR L9 22 il A 4t
i, Yasuor et al. (2009 ) X} 2 & i A1) 4 JE PN A8 P
SR R e R AR R AT AT S B, R AR TR R RE Y
ALS B AR TE AU SUBRFR R 1.6 4%, SR 22 40 iy
R PASO NI AL IS , Bt R ) 24570 i fgudt
B F T, A4 (R P450 15 SIS , itk
T FRE X 245 751 118 et S 3 T e, R I L X R
X T SRR R AT AR T RE 2 P 20 €5 3% P450 4
TR A AT

JEFEARBTE T 20 5 2R P4S0 A S AR
JEHTHGERZ M, A5 LI, FEELE P450 1]
T H 5 X} U R AP B AR, RITHERS
PRAA P () 20 B €2 2R P4S0 AL 2R A2 RIS , %
SRV 1) SRR SR RN . X AT RESE PR AP RR
FEAR Y 1) A0 i 0 R P450 AL 2R 32 RIS , 530
LA PR X T R0 R e 1) A A FH 855 (Twakami et
al.,2014a,b) . ZHiPEMFFE 45 SRR, HIHL-715 Fp
FEXT ACC IR | 240 A 53 540 1 500 S5 AL 7E I
(R Z2 RISk B0 P2 T B, T LA TP ER LSRR v]
[f[23e | 2L (WY 7n U2 N i e L AL AWV E I i o s Gl o ) B |
Ji €13 P450 S AL R A T AP AT e R AR
HIHL-715 PR o gt B i A= Bk (8 S ZE AL
& FHEARPBTHEALE], T4 @2 P450 %M
FHSEIE R Z IR E0 A, 0 F7 B — IR AIFSE
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