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HE: AW &K 4 KASE 22 M Echinochloa crus-galli 5t B A% 3 Rz 0 FoPE IR B VT 4k 09 Fokk
HLEL R R AR F RO 3 R ) 3 X AR BE A A sk SR 6 M K 3R B AR AR ARG TBESL
B% 4 n%, B (acetolactate synthase, ALS) 3k B g B2 47 3 38 | 5, 547 28 il & & P450 B4 (cytochrome
P450 monooxygenase, P450 ) #= &t H Ik -S- 45 #5 B ( glutathione-S-transferase , GST) 7 4| 7 $A AL T
Bk (piperonylbutoxide, PBO) #F= 4- 5 -7-#% & -2, 1, 3- 3% 5F A, 22 v& — v (4-chloro-7-nitro-1, 2, 3-benzoxa-
diazole, NBD-C1) % 7R Bl A A B Fu b K - 89 v, I s R A HI AT TR ik . BRI+, ) KA KA
W % HARFYREAT B R AR AT R A A2 R BT T A 1 AN RE BC-T A B R A T R T 4
P S HGR 6,545, HHBATEEBC-2 4850, BC-T AR5 A X A BaRi o ALS FeARIMAR X R &,
PBO #» NBD-C13 7T 2 %42 & BC-7 AP Bf AT s B 0 SR M, 3L T 2 37%) F 2 GR,, W1 31.1 g/hm’
5 A # 11.0 g/hm’F2 24.7 g/hm’, BC-7 FF B A 5 B Foro vl Be S Jie 473 AR AR R, A2 3 — S obk BR.
Fo X B AT S, U PASO e GST A5 09 R 4L e 2 44 BC-7 A 2F = £tk 9 £ R A, &
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Abstract: In order to specify the penoxsulam resistance status and the possible mechanisms of resis-
tance in barnyard grass Echinochloa crus-galli in rice fields in Guangdong Province, whole-plant dose
response experiments were conducted to determine its resistance levels to penoxsulam, and the acetolac-
tate synthase (ALS) gene segments were amplified and sequenced. Meanwhile, the influences of cyto-
chrome P450 monooxygenase (P450) and glutathione-S-transferase (GST) inhibitors piperonylbutoxide
(PBO) and 4-chloro-7-nitro-1, 2, 3-benzoxadiazole (NBD-CI) on its resistance levels were analyzed. In
addition, the alternative herbicides for control of resistant population were selected. The results showed
that most barnyard grass populations were susceptible to penoxsulam in rice fields in Guangdong Prov-
ince. However, a population (BC-7) from Zhanjiang City had evolved resistance to penoxsulam, with a
resistance index of 6.5. Compared with the susceptible population BC-2, no mutation concerning penox-
sulam resistance was detected in BC-7 population. Both PBO and NBD-CI could increase the suscepti-

bility of BC-7 population to penoxsulam, which reduced the GRj, (herbicide dose causing growth re-
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duction of dry weight by 50%) value from 31.1 g/hm* to 11.0 g/hm® and 24.7 g/hm?’, respectively. BC-7

population was susceptible to cyhalofop-butyl and metamifop, but resistant to quinclorac and bispyrib-

ac-sodium. This study suggests that the metabolic resistance involving P450 and GST plays an impor-

tant role in penoxsulam resistance in BC-7 population. Cyhalofop-butyl and metamifop are applicable

to managing the resistant population.
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. Echinochloa crus-galli J2: 7K & M ¢ 5 UL B9 42
B2 —, SRR S BRI R IR G PRt 4
BRI P PR S B KRG 7 i 4 O 3 7 35% A
#i (Oerke & Dehne, 2004 ; 42 303k, 20055 5K [ H 45
2014) . JARAE AR EKR B X2 —, Rg H AR
KRR IE 100% , FHXT 22 8 1K 93.5% (5 [ 4 55
2019), Pz Ok #h KRR, HBEA
KK AR R P A A SR A AR
AT W2 FECR S, B 2 05 43R H 4 i (25
AR ,2019)

MR, 24 BRI MR BA N T ARA R
— MR 2 1~2 3K, B BR LAY R 25 32 2 A 1 R
- SR IR TR R | TN e B 2 Ak 3R G o
PR | RURH B ORI A (R 4256,2017) 0 T
Ff | AMERR B TR DT SRR, SO A AR
FERRCR B (BN BREE , 1995 i 224, 2011) , 1
SR T T A A o A AR R 2 B i 2 RN
B, HEA SRR XHEHERER A Y% 2R, H
2009 4F 3 A E T 3 DA GH R R A7 T 32 B R
)z — Bk, 2015) o FRAE A 24545 5 040l
VB, T SR e A O SR 24 A 3R P B O R AR
276 4, < e — BEIF ] PN o JUR: R ATh s S Tk TR A
H EERRE 22— TR e AR L L
P2 & H (acetolactate synthase, ALS) , 1% 23 BR & 7|
YERDLS A — 5 5 S B U 2 =4 2 H
Bk E A 162 Fp A B XFiZ I 25 7 7= 4 T ditk
(Heap,2019) . 7EFKELH VLo 7T & SR IeiT i
JUAEAR X A R R ) T SRS e e e £ U A A
(Chen et al., 2016; £ B¢ #k 45 , 2017; Fang et al.,
2019a) , {H ] 445 B R o T UG 5 e () e K OF
v AN B

BN ALS ZE BRI = A Ut i ML 2 2 A
FEHOFRGTE AR R AR (Powles & Yu,2010) , #
FRYUPE FELHG AL ALS LR 247 | 58 A8 AU (1) ALS fiff
PG ARk bR S A G RE ) TR, A
PPk (Yu & Powles,2014a) . H i, 75 ALS K [H iy
8 AN G FEMR 25 Ala-122 Pro-197 ,Ala-205 . Asp-376.,

Gly-377 . Trp-574 .Ser-653 . Gly-654 £, &z Bi 28 Ffi 5845
JEA ] FER RO ALS JEBR 0 LT (Beckie &
Tardif,2012; Yu & Powles,2014a) , ELrp Rl al #8 jg H
BAREAE Ala-122 , Ala-205 , Trp-574 1 Ser-653 13/ 5
EG APt 245 7 A= (Kaloumenos et al., 2013 ; Ri-
ar etal.,2013;Fang et al.,2019a) . AE§EARBTIE 248
Z 3 Ao X o3 LR il A WA e AR A Ty T 3 R
P 25 R 7 SRR AR, (A5 B IR 30 AR 7 5 A BR B 751
D, WIMTFEAERER T 15 DA, HiRiERZ
(A 2 L {7 2R P450 i (cytochrome P450 monooxyge-
nase, P450) F14¥ it H K -S-% # il ( glutathione-S-tra-
nsferase, GST) 254 AL CifiPTME (Yuan et al.,2007;
Yu & Powles,2014b) . #I#3E T fit (piperonylbutox-
ide,PBO) Fl 4-58-7-fi -2, 1, 3- AT U448 — ke (4-
chloro-7-nitro-1, 2, 3-benzoxadiazole, NBD-CI) 43 %]
e ULIY P4SO A GST 1& MM i 71, 7622 Stk
W5 h Z2 4 i FESE P450 51 GST A S A4t
(A7AE , 411 PBO il NBD-C1 435 7 417 il B 17 2 A7
Lolium rigidum X432 FE A G R 22 1R Alope-
curus myosuroides W AHWEMEAR FL R 1) Cif (Preston et
al.,1996;Cummins et al.,2013;Yu & Powles,2014b)

ARRFGEAET R M L] A T B 7K A
AR FR 3 B, 38 A 00 5 R[] e SRR X T 9L
it B e PR A, DR ARBTIE AR SE AR BT 2 7
TS TP R BT AL IR A T 0025 04, I e
FREGH, IR 2R 48 K A B Bt 25 PR VR R A1k
SR

1 M5 %

1.1 #F#

PERE K 35 BRP T 2018 45 10 H 0 5iR 4R
TN VLT AT AR AR SR A A
DX 35k 1 FH B A TSR AR, g DX I 28 A B AL E 45 1 Hok
g, A3k P T ARSI AE 667 mP LA b SRS E WL
SUPREIAAE R H 2 /R AR S0 MR R TR A1)
SR, T 4CIR AR o R ORI e, Horp
BC-1 FHER H M AT A6 80 X AL AR L 2 4, BC-2
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FRER A M T = XAV TR A 5K, BC-3 A
R AL T T & X AR A 240, BC-4 PR A v
VLT %R B WA VDA, BC-5.BC-6 . BC-7 i fiF
PR A BT M i S A, BC-8 P EER A
24 T S R DX OB SR A, BC-9 FRESR: [ BH YL T
PHPG S35 DB S . AT A s XA R AR
0~10 cm % JZ HHEALK, i A+ pH 5.87, A 4L
JF 18 2.25%

BR B 25 g/L i 3UAS 5 (penoxsulam ) 7] 43
R R T 7 L S I B R 25 A A ] 5 50% G ME T
(quinclorac) A A3 77, VLI B BRI T A A
PR/ 5100 g/L BUE it (bispyribac-sodium ) £ 7771,
H ARG At Toalk kX 24t 5 109% FF R (cyhalo-
fop-butyl) FLiH , Ll A< 2 i Ak T4 A PR F] 5 10%
A Pk 213 (metamifop ) FLIH, IR & SESAR P (R4
A BRAF

IRFFLAE :95% PBO . 98% NBD-CI, |13 7%
MAALFL5 A BR A 7] 5 2xTag PCR Mixture, 4t 5% 18
BRI AR ARAT B 7] 5 AR Bk [ 7= oA 4l
T100 Thermal Cycler PCR {¥ . PowerPac Basic H, Jik
%, £ [E Bio-Rad 2\ H] ; ASS-4 [ B4 i 4k 25 55375 2
g, EZ AR A5 BAL TR 5 AR A28 H .0 ; GenoSens
1800 RINEEWE AR 53 BT RS0 , Ll EhFnpl# A as A
PR F] s GXZ-280 AU B FRAE , T ULV RIS o
1.2 Ak
1.2.1 R BV ARAR B2t B AR 3 M 04 Su b K P 2

SR VR o S N 3 (BRI ¥4 55, 2015) 0 52 2R
L1 9 N RUFPIEXT U S A BT KT A F
BRI 5] — B BF T2 300 b7, B THIA 2)2
PEARHY AR 9 em BEFE LAY, A LN K B 7K 8 mL fif
FRIBIE B B 27 MR G BB F 40 v 2, e iR/
I 12 W12 h, B/ R 30°C/25°C, MR K
1 em A2 47 B, B AE 21 A ik - 380 B2 12 em 4B
Fh  BEEE 10 BR, B FIRE 25~35°C X 709%~

85% . A SRCIRMIL = h i 95 . T 2~3 it kA7 (]
BT, B B A KR — B4l 6tk . TR 3~4 1t
HRS, FHF 0 SRR R (R4 450 £ 30 g/hm?, R H
A Bl A 25304 R Ge kAT 2E 25 Ab 3, IS
J17590.275 MPa, Wik £ 4 450 L/hm?; 255 21 d g%
A FHEAETE I DL, 100 25 0 W7 4% BRRRRE A 4T K
o AR AR TGS R, R B X

PERVEES A 0.1.1,3.3.10,30.90.,270 g/hm?, &% 4
TR 4 0.0.37.1.1.3.3,10.30.,90 g/hm?, 714

T8 WU & 5 LA K AL Ry 25 O I a2
B L 29)5 21 d BYHUE #5453, 80 CHEEAE R4t
F 72 h FAE 5 AR T E RS T A
=AY T/ O IR B T E < 100% ., R H Sig-
ma Plot 12.5 # {4 DU S50 3E 24 (a1 H AR Y FL 5 19
itk R R o LA R () T A ] T i R, [T 5 72
RN Y=C+(D-C)/(1+XIGR,,)", Hoh ¥ Jy 523 (A *t
RO HEAS [] A B A8 A9 A X 85 C AR S
B 5 D A7 S B 5 Xk L GRUR SR A s b SRk
R (R FEA R o o SRR B A BT A B, Bt
PERB=HTIE R RE GR/BUBFIRE GR,, .
1.2.2 ALSAR 7 BSLE S0 5

BT 120 U S5 5L, ST A A
B HUBRRE , TR 2~3 IR, AR 104Kk 4D
i, & H CTAB ¥ 43 il $2 BBk %) 5 (X 41 DNA
(Doyle & Doyle, 1990) . K415/ DNA i T--20°C
PRAF o BN SER AR, HALS A & 2445
0, AWF9E 2% GenBank B35 JFE A B8 ALS 2 RN H)
P U1 1531 (LC006058.1 . LC006059.1 . LC006061.1) ,
FIH Oligo 7 #RAFAE HARSY X ¥ 11 2 X5 4 Ecl-F1/
Ecl-R1.Ecl-F2/Ecl-R2 H T ALS 3L K Fr Be i) 47 3
(D), 51WhAETAY TRECEE) B A RA
B BTG R BOSTE ALS B A 11X, A
TN T 24 B BOnT i 5 COARGE ) 84>
ALSTUHEGRASAL 1

F1 BMALSER R YGRS

Table 1 Primers used for ALS gene amplification in Echinochloa crus-galli

5149 FFa1)(5'-3") Bk Fr BRI £ B R I,
Primer Sequence (5'-3") Annealing temperature/ “C Product size/bp ~ Mutation sites contained
Ecl-F1 CCCCACCGAGCCGCGCAAG 65.5 849 122/197/205
Ecl-R1 TCGAACCGCACACCAAATGCC
Ecl-F2 TGACCGGAATCCCAGTGACA 63.0 1051 376/377/574/653/654
Ecl-R2 CCGGATAAATACACGGTCCTGC

50 uL PCR 4" ## {K & : ddH,0 17.5 pL.2xTaq
PCR Mixture 25 puL  IEJZ 15 4)4% 2.5 uL . DNA B

2.5 uL. PCRJX N 4544 : 94°C HUZAE % 5 min; 94°C 748
P30 s, 65.5°CHE 63.0°CiE k 30 s, 72°C #E 41 1 min,
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HLISAEI; o5 72 CALEN 7 min, HP 347
5 uL T 1.0% S e eI rh it A T rEL KA K 55 H Y
Z I PCRY B4 7= W38 th A= T A4 TRE (it ) i
AT B R HEAT S o B BB 1E
1O ANRE S o B I P B A9 4% 1 R 13 4 SCAR 1047
$: 51 1 DNAMAN B f 3 e & LR 7 51 i L 16k
1 R T 50 AV L 1R 7 51 AF NCBI AL 22 2R 47
BLAST Xt , LA BT AR P 10 16 o0 B AR5 5 5%
Jo 485 04 &, ] Chromas 2.33 2043 Ao
ALS KL Ala-122 \Pro-197 . Ala-205 . Asp-376 . Gly-
377 . Trp-574 . Ser-653 . Gly-654 Z F R v 14 (Beckie &
Tardif, 2012 ; Yu & Powles, 2014a) &b 275 & 4= T i
FLE e B R R A SEE R LS ARE L
1.2.3  P450.GST#p) A A AR LR KT 649 %
P450 .GST /B E 2 F e b O
I8 , Ay WIBA AR T i BT B T T S e i 1)
HUtE A S5 I 6, L 1.2.2 T FHHT P A e A e
SR T, A B R U A AR R T
R R e e R R U A RS it T VA M R 1.2.1
¥ PBO #1 NBD-CI 43 51| H 4 il i 47 %5 i L SR J5 H
0.1% - 5t-80 7K ¥ W L Ji -, PBO 1 NBD-C1 4 3
439514 4 200 g/hm* #1270 g/hm?*(Cummins et al.,
2013;Guo et al.,2016) . WP FIWE 1 h)5 , 3%
HE1.2.1 J7 3k A5 e it o SR e, A R i A
IS 500) Py Ak B SA40 o) 5) % BEL LA B s i 24 751 %) Ak B
FEGFINIE . ARFRSE 21 dF IR 1.2.1 A AR T

+ A A H] o GR PR
1.2.4 Bk BOSAPRERT 8 M3 A 6 BRG]
PETPERN A USRI 1 4% 1.2 )5
DIGFRAIE , 3~4 i B M A [ B R, g o
FNIEIAFERE ) B T BRAE by b B o, U ik 7]
30 g/hm?, S MEMRIR I 54 375 g/hm’, BUFRUE B 711
1M 90 g/hm?, WM IBE B i 71 120k 90 g/hm?, A3
21 d A A AE FERRAE T B0 R 3o T3, 54T
TR AR, FET (T EAMH) R=[1-kbH4]
AEIE B () O BRI A AT (1) 1% 100%
1.3 BB
43 94 F Excel 2016 1 SPSS 21.0 #4475k
P gt K s O 2081, R A o/ B 3 224
(LSD)ikifff 722 55 W E A

2 BER55H

2.1 AEMFEN I EEEROTUEKT

ARG TR AL AR A8 25000 L BURP X 96
it e A A R, ZEHERE R 2 30 g/hm? b HE R 1Y
FET AR VT () BC-7 R e ] LUFES , 9145 5]
WrZFPEE AT BEC = AR Uk . 2 R HR B A 3
AL S, BC-1~BC-6 ,BC-8 Fl1BC-9 1% 7 P Fh#f
) GRy,  4.8~6.3 g/hm?( 3% 2) , ¥ J& T UFP R 5 1fif
BC-7 ' B i GR,, {8 M 31.1 g/hm?, & BC-2 Fh #f
(GRy, fH 4.8 g/hm?) 19 6.5 1% , Ui HH BC-7 FhHE X 9
N e S RTA O /i

R2 T HREATREBHEN A RBEEROTIEKTE

Table 2 Penoxsulam resistance levels of different Echinochloa crus-galli populations from Guangdong Province

ﬁ‘ﬁ% R Susceptibility [ )51 B2 41 Regression parameter GR,,/ ?Eﬁﬁzik&
Population b (g/hm?) Resistance index
BC-1 U= Susceptible 11.740.9 93.840.9 -1.5+0.1 5.6+0.2 1.2
BC-2 1% Susceptible 10.2+3.4 90.3+3.8 -1.54£0.3 4.8+0.6 1.0
BC-3 U= Susceptible 11.5+2.4 95.8+2.5 -1.8+0.2 5.5+0.5 1.1
BC-4 U= Susceptible 13.9+2.6 92.1+2.7 -1.840.3 5.4+0.5 1.1
BC-5 = Susceptible 10.2+1.8 83.8+1.7 —2.0+0.2 5.9+0.4 1.2
BC-6 U= Susceptible 10.6+1.5 89.1+1.4 -1.7+0.1 6.3+0.3 1.3
BC-7 Pt Resistant 45443 97.9+2.7 -1.740.3 31.1+3.2 6.5
BC-8 U= Susceptible 7.7+1.3 93.9+1.3 ~1.4+0.1 5.7+0.3 1.2
BC-9 U= Susceptible 11.6+0.8 90.7+0.8 -1.7+0.1 6.2+0.2 1.3

C.D: N TR FBR 5 b AT H A 32 509% o Xof 1 1) T JeU Rk B e 0] AR i 480435 GR,: TP, Cand D:

The lower and upper asymptotic limits; b: the slope around the penoxsulam dose resulting in 50% growth inhibition; GRy,: the her-

bicide dose required to cause 50% growth reduction of dry weight..

2.2 MMALSERRKEKFSNF
FI 51 ¥ %] Ecl-F1/Ecl-R1 il Ecl-F2/Ecl-R2 M
PUHERNEE BC-7 FEURFNE BC-2 IR oy s 21 H

(9 R BE B T A5 5 AT D , 1521 75 BT o206
FY K BE SR 1 638 bp P31 F B, JL4m A5 546 44 Sk
fi . BLAST Xf He5 3200, i A% R 51 AN
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SR T A5 B A IR ALS A R 8
(KY071206.1) FIEHE0R 751 (AT196870.1) [] I 43
H135 99.2% F1100.0% , it BAASHIF 58 FIr 1515 51 S FL 1Y)
ALS ZER T3 o XF bt P Bl BC-7 g0 R
BC-2 i ALSHE N 751 B R B0, I e ELHRAE Y 8 1
AR S AL TP AN T 25 5%, AR BT R BC-7 IR &
HEAHESRAE (1) , ALS FEPR 28748 AN & S BUH T3
Tt A e = A U A SR AL
2.3 P450.GST #HIFIxS A @B E R IEK F RIS
i Fi P450 411 7] PBO 1 GST 111 7] NBD-Cl
XPRLIEATAb BRI, 2 Fh 0 ) 70 A B e B35 JC W 38 52

Ala-122

| | | |

C

AW

Ala-205
n
C

1 n [m [
G C |G C

[l |

> (.

[l@L ]

n
R

AATITATTA

Trp-574
| ] n n | ] | ]
T G G G A

Om
——m
—m
Om
>m
Om

olo! |

o
G G A C

i) 224 2 b 0 7] 39 Ach BB b B I P 24, RS
TR BC-2 it T U 5 iz 19 e vk T A e A8 Ak, (H
PBO FlI NBD-Cl ¥4 1] $ & Ji P Fp B BC-7 it 1 Ui
I A AR B 2590 % B A L, £ H PBO B
NBD-C1 74 2 () R A 3 7 A 7] o 38Ul e Jie 751 1 Ak
R (AR FA AN AR N (&12) . 76 PBO I
NBD-CIl fii b BRI HE I , iR BC-7 19 GR,, fH
i 31.1 g/hm? 73 IR 2 11.0 g/hm? H124.7 g/hm?, Xf
R R R B R RO B 25 2. 3 A5 4.8 5 (&
3). I, YR EE BC-7 1R 7] REAF1E P450 FI1 GST
-SRI

Pro-197
; ¢ ¢ % ¢ & % & &

AVATAVAYAVAVAYAVA!

Asp-376 Gly-377

u O u
G A T |[€C G T
D R

Slal
>m
—m

Ser-653 Gly-654
u = = ] u [ ] " n
C c G |A G cl |G G T

B 1 MHrfhEE BC-7 89 ALS EE7E 8 4 B A ENAL = Ak B9 Fr £ E

Fig. 1 Sequence chromatograms at eight mutation sites of ALS gene in BC-7 resistance population of Echinochloa crus-galli

100 -

80 ~

60 ~

40 -

20 -

FXTTFE Relative dry weight/%

0

BC-7P

BC-7 P+PBO
BC-7 P+NBD-Cl
BC-2P

BC-2 P+PBO
BC-2 P+NBD-CI

poormeO

0.1 1
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A A ERESE Penoxsulam dose/(g/hm?)
P: TS RERE ; PBO: WML Tk ; NBD-Cl: 4-%0-7-Rl3E-2, 1, 3- A IF A 448 g
P: Penoxsulam; PBO: piperonylbutoxide; NBD-CIl: 4-chloro-7-nitro-1,2,3-benzoxadiazole.
2 TREIRFNEE BC-2 AN IEFhEE BC-7 7£ PBONBD-CI F At 12 T x4 T R B AR 57 2 O e Iz fh &%

Fig. 2 Penoxsulam dose-response curves under PBO or NBD-CI pretreatment in BC-2 susceptible population

and BC-7 resistant population of Echinochloa crus-galli
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2.4 M BURFREEX H TR EFIMSUR T

THUBA PR BC-2 ML BC-7 7R 50U I A1
WS A P 5 e 270 Fe AL B R BE T334 35 100.0% , T
AN HRAE 92.29% LA _F, Ui B S0 B A s i v
i ] B ok ) o S e 7 A it 1 BC-7 Fif
BE 5 7F SRR ) A B, SR BC-2
BB (BRI BC-7 AR WAL T, BT HI

FAVHK 5.0%, BaFAHTHEFPHE BC-7 AN G0 2
Je 7 A T i o AR L A T I T s A
MRS AL P T, JUE AP E BC-7 IFET A
TR BILR 44.4% F1 46.3% , A% T-H5USFh
FEBC-2(554) , R U EEANE T B BRbe v A e
BC-7, 1 1] fig 5 WU B ik 5 o Rt e v J ALS JeBR
F, BRI BC-7 X RO fik = A= T 38 HHUEA .

x3 MEUARFHEE BC-2 MHTEREE BC-7 % PBONBD-CI Hi4hE T3t A SIS AR GR,, &
Table 3 GR,, values to penoxsulam under PBO or NBD-Cl pretreatment in BC-2 susceptible population

and BC-7 resistant population of Echinochloa crus-galli

TSR TR E+PBO TSR i -NBD-Cl
FhEE Penoxsulam Penoxsulam+PBO Penoxsulam+NBD-Cl
Population GR,,/ YRR GR,,/ PrPEREE GRyy/ PUikAE
(g/hm?) Resistance index (g/hm?) Resistance index (g/hm?) Resistance index
BC-2 4.840.6 a 1.0 47404 a 1.0 5.1+#03 a 1.0
BC-7 31.1433 a 6.5 11.0£1.3 ¢ 2.3 24.742.7b 4.8

PBO: SHUZE Tk ; NBD-Cl: 4-50-7-T53E-2,1,3- 148

WE W5 GRy,: TEANG . R AR R fEDR

AT AR FHE R GRS, [H 4 LSD K I 1 P<0.05 /K F-2253 3% . PBO: Piperonylbutoxide; NBD-Cl: 4-chloro-7-nitro-1,2,3-

benzoxadiazole; GR,: the herbicide dose required to cause 50% growth reduction of dry weight. Data are mean+SE. Different let-

ters in the same row indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by LSD test.

R4 MEURFHEE BC2 MM B BC-7 M HEREF SR

Table 4 Sensitivities to other herbicides in BC-2 susceptible population and BC-7 resistant population of Echinochloa crus-galli

R I i FET-R TEA AR
Herbicide Herbicide dose/(g/hm?) Population Mortality rate/%  Inhibition of dry weight/%
I e 90 BC-2 100.0+£0.0 a 92.2+0.6 a
Metamifop BC-7 100.0+0.0 a 93.7+0.5 a
A 90 BC-2 100.0+£0.0 a 93.0+0.4 a
Cyhalofop-butyl BC-7 100.0+0.0 a 92.6+0.8 a
TR 375 BC-2 100.0+0.0 a 90.9+0.6 a
Quinclorac BC-7 0.0£0.0 ¢ 5.0£2.5¢
XU i 30 BC-2 100.0+0.0 a 91.0+0.8 a
Bispyribac-sodium BC-7 44.4+7.8b 46.3£3.5Db

TP B YRR R . RS R PR IR 4 LSD B B0 7E P<0.05 7K F-25 54 12 3 . Data are mean=SE. Different let-

ters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by LSD test.

3 it

ARWFFEGE TR R , B BC-7 FEERT T 96U Ak 7 i
AT B 3R R R M S A R R X
R ARIE o AR T B VR AR 1 R R, ALS 2
PR R A T S8R R pTME (RSB 10 Y B
AT SR EE R EERY I (Beckie, 2006) . T At B
e T 2009 A3 A E T 3 (UK ES , 2015) , (HAF Y
R PR A 2012—2013 4 A4 F R 2 X5 980
fishi B R r= A T AR K B9 4T ME (Chen et al., 2016)
& I o SRR R e B A B EL A 8 v PR O XU o AR F
FERTIAE () R4 O AR R ML X BRp e, A 14>
R =4 7 0 ok, HL LRI B A AR BC-5

BC-6 J A=A HTME , UL 45 28 e R0 i et it o
JHe (TP AT BEATH AL T R R I B, 1 kAR
Ja PR R AR AR AR AT REE— 2 e, BT
PERREEY AL, Bt At by (B A 6, Ik [ B e
VT CEERY T IR 5E4 KRS T AR T U B et
£ %3k 33~252 4% (Chen et al., 2016; F 58 Bk 25 |
2017;Fang et al.,2019a) , ¥ i & & T AW 5T BT
PEFPRE BC-7 IIPTIEREB 6.5 1% , 7 4k L0 FH % 2565
TS, PR 2E— 20 i 1 XU

ALS F R 575 RARGE B 22 B 2= HE0F ALS ZEBR B
F77 A= i I BLE (Yu & Powles, 2014a) , {BASHIF 5T
FRPUIE RN EE BC-7 IR AE B T E O AL K A 278
B IR AT A S USRI TIC 22 5. AR
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FRBe LR 2 SO bR R = AR PR A B s AR
(Délye et al., 2013) , 1 J5 Jn g 45 (2018) % ##4
HYYJ-1 FHEXT T #Uhs R Bieho v 5 ALS KRR 2878 T
5L M5 PASO ARG AT ¢, R AR KHIERY 64~
W46 42 Bromus rigidus FPHEXT ALS SRR B (1 4T1E
J2 H P450 15 1855 BT 2 (Owen et al.,2012) . ASJH]
TR L PR A R 28 A8 R AT S B0 B A W I
(BT, AEFOPRPTIE R 2 th Z 3L R E ), i H R 21
FER R A W R A VE 45 5 (Yuan et al.,
2007; Délye et al., 2013) , K L AR MR bR P M3 b &
A TEUPE R UIXE LI . Bl AR HE R A A HOR 1Y
Jig R 22 A AR RSP AR DG DR B A B, e AR
FER AL 43 %52 B 917 4~ P450 FE R RN 227 4~ GST
FER, W2 S T KA EORGILE A, TR R B
F N s L E AR R AR A P A R Y
FR# 5 HE J1 (Guo et al.,2017) o 76 T 9B B e bt
PER R WF 5T B 30 2 FE R Rk B, W
P450 . GST . i S A Wy s 55 22 AR 35 R (Fang
et al.,2019b) . AMF5Y & B PBO F1 NBD-CI1 4 A] 4
S P PR B RE BC-7 X o S B 1 AR 10
P450 5% GST 45 fiff KRR RES 5 T BC-7 M xS 198
Tl R e (R e , LA R e 1 35 PR 5 0 — 20 B A
AAHFE T, BC-7 R AU F U R A T
Ptk X skt = A T Bt P A
WERIRAE ) -8 il AR PR A (TR 2 2255 ,2017) , 1%
FRREAR AT 8 17 S X — (s kiR ™ A T Bok , et
FH G e 5 1 N B R A T 2. AR
SERNER R A PUE | T S R A4S 1 %
FRECH S ATARSLIR B TR, B0 A ZHUIERNRE , 7E
Bl B SRS W B/ A IR Alopecurus aequalis %5 22 P4
i34 R I ZE 42 (Collavo et al., 2013 ; Guo et al.,
2018) . Bk, FEARFEBIG R AR D, VR BUZR 5 BT iR
TG, Yol Ko A 2 A B ) AR | e o £ il ]
[F]— 2 P R B, DAL P ) = A (RR A
BUIEE,2017) o FEIRFRHTMEARBLING | 10 o 1] B A4S
e 55— IBRER B 12U R R A, DA
IS TG 24 T A RIS o 0 F e R AT o
Yok e A A FR AL (acetyl coenzyme A carbox-
ylase, ACCase ) ZEBRH 71, 1% 2Bk AL A = i
Pk KU (Beckie, 2006) , T [H 1L T BRI IT 5545 7K
e FERBLA B 2 ) PEnale o 2 e ™= A T 30 A5 A L it
PE(ZEFHSE,2017) . R, BARPUPERIEE BC-7 XF
IR T R A T AT A S R, {HL iy S i SR
Z UL R PUIEIG B it , 4iE K A B 551 10 £ FH )

Y, PR T A ) ] SR HE
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