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E [ BN B e I8 K SR (Amaranthus retroflexus L) FHEXS SRS AL BE R HTZG PR JFRIFTEH ™
AU R BRI LG, [ s 1A R SRR A Bl e SR B R VTA BT B 3 A SO S B X SRt e ek Y Bt K
- 3 o AR T O L SR M g W W R R 1) SO BCIE R AR , 1A T TN N B 4L fL B ( protoporphyrinogen IX oxidase, PPO) il
LTEFLRR G (acetolactate synthase, ALS) FHERRIEDINT . [ G55 TAR LE THUSAIE, SRIETTA 3 /NFIHE X U0 i w0k Fr A S
PUPEREEL (resistance index, RI) 73514 83.6.83.8 Al 93.4 ;43 T S A Ui PPO2 15 FE A4 X Ik g fith 128 1 & IL R AUAZ HFR tH AGG
AN GGG, FEOR A MR N H R (Arg-128-Gly) . 3 MHURU e Bk (1 SR DR RE 46 ALS 10k 570 28 Bk 27 7= 2F &2
itk Xt als LY G &I, SEUBFREAH L, S PUHEREE 10 BRI ALS fR5F XI38 & A4 2R 5 (Ala-205-Val |
Asp-376-Glu, Trp-574-Leu Fil Ser-653-Thr) M 414 I & BRI 7 28, & FhE 988 (A B BE 2R [ 4535 1PPO2 1Y Arg-128-
Gly ZIERRHUR T g B AP TT. 3 AN SR R X JBUR Iz o ok A TP A SR B IN 3 AR [RTES X ALS 070 550 2K o3k e 1 77
HBRA M AR B ZHTE

KRR OB ; U I i ; PPO ; ALS ; 58748
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Resistance level and molecular mechanism of
Amaranthus retroflexus L. to fomesafen

WU Qun, WEI Jianguo,GUO Jiaying, ZHANG Zhanzhan ,FENG Zhike , CHEN Jinyi "

(Laboratory of Herbicide Toxicology and Resistance ,Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract ; [ Objectives ] The paper aimed to determine the resistance level of Amaranthus retroflexus 1. populations to fomesafen
collected from soybean fields in Heilongjiang Province, and to study the molecular mechanism of fomesafen resistance and multiple
resistance. [ Methods ] Three populations from Nenjiang County in Heilongjiang Province were evaluated for resistance level to fomesafen
by agar-based rapid bioassay. The plants that survived fomesafen or thifensulfuron-methyl treatment in pots at the field recommend dose
were supposed to be the resistant ones,and their full-length sequences of protoporphyrinogen IX oxidase genes and acetolactate synthase
gene were sequenced. [ Results]Compared with the sensitive population, the relative resistance index ( R1) of the three populations to
fomesafen were 83.6,83.8 and 93.4,respectively. It was found that the nucleotides encoding amino acids at 128 in the highly conserved
PPO2 region were mutated from AGG to GGG, resulting in the substitution of arginine to glycine( Arg-128-Gly). Additionally,all three
populations exhibited multiple resistance to ALS inhibitors. The als gene sequencing showed that single or combined amino acid
substitutions at multiple sites( Ala-205-Val , Asp-376-Glu, Trp-574-Leu,and Ser-653-Thr) occurred in the ALS conserved region of the
three resistant populations, with a diverse heterozygosity. [ Conclusions ] Arg-128-Gly amino acid substitution of PPO2 might be the
main resistance mechanism of A. retroflexus L. populations to fomesafen. All the three A. reiroflexus L. populations showed multiple
resistance to ALS inhibitors,and the resistance mechanism was mainly due to target site ALS mutations.
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5 W e | o s O NS s D NI A | 7 VI Yl PO (115705 /0 - NI o NN e N G
e SRR frle T LA WA R A A )R K T T K T 8 IR BRSO 4 DL BR B

SR fHle Tk 2 P R 7 Ak 2 Tk AT B w4 A —Fh R SBR HE5]  1998 AT Rk T A
B2 W) 1 P SRS fre Pk K R A T B IO, B TR AR K R 5 5L AR Y el i 28 2 R
KT R AR 2% B A H A — E BB AE Y S e R Y R BB O b ok 5 4 AL i
( protoporphyrinogen IX oxidase,PPO) ,PPO J& UL A= )5 BGE AR e BE DR ST I IR SS G R %, 2t R
L2138 A 40 A5 I S ARl ) Tk I TX R A I A R 4 i, LA 2 RO A, 3 112 PPOL A
PPO2; e PPOL H1 ppacd Gl , 520 TSR |3 PPO2 [T ppa2 Gl , 07 TLBLIRME 1), 75— L5 4%
A YRR ppac2 AT LA RE ) SR AR ZORLRT DA R EEZE R AR 1Y PPO MR BT 253K
e FE RS R AREE R B A BR T ORBESBR R S 3R 3 T A PPO HIIRA AL N-OR
H - I i 25 ( N-phenyl-oxadiazolones ) 4% R, N — 28 3 5t SV f% 25 ( N-phenyl-imides ) 411 P9 4R 550 5 iz
N—AE Kk — = MR B S ( N-phenyl-triazolinones ) {0 %7 iR 25 bR 5]

Bk T PPO Ml FIBR E55h , £ BEFLAR A B (acetolactate synthase , ALS ) 411 il 771 2 55 — 28 K G B bk R
AR I 2 R BRI ] R S A R B | DK e 2 AR R | e it R 5 20 4D 80 AR
RAEFRE AT T Z Y SUARET ALS 2 r 20 A% 35 B 4 i 1) 52 17 T ISR AR 9 1, i Umbarger %5
FERIAAT TR & B, 2 A Ak S S S IR AR W & R A2 R 5 1 R, M4k 2 4 7 I IR R 45 5 TF 1 2 Tk
FLIR .,

W& BR RIS 2, AR AE R R A e % T R RO o , 7 A P2 e AL, R RERE
R 500 A ML 23 R AR AL TP E AR SR AR A s Betk o AR s HTE AT LU Ao B PR 588 5 | R 2 B R e
A M REAR LS AL, AT RE (- Bk R WAL O 5 R BRI A 6 5 30 W] LI FE AR RE PR i 2k ik A
T 3 o R T R G A R AR AR SRRSO A BT A8 BR AR O s T2 M 2 A BT B AL
Hile BREFIBTIEAT AN Z 0 S e T HRIE T 2RV N 15 Rl 2B (11 BB 4 RE 4 Fhs o it 2 Rn ) X
PPO I A BT 5 T 2235 172 B A% B (105 Bt 22 B 67 A I Z& 55 ) % ALS 0500 7™ A= 4t
PENY B R B R AR 6 5 RS R T 24 B X PPO IR B9 B, 4445 PPO2 H Gly-210 42 5L R ik
212 PPO2 H Arg-128-Gly/Met , Gly-399-Ala 1 Val-361-Ala Z 3R HUIC P ) LL & PPOL ' Ala-212-Thr
MBS Z Bt ALS 50 B 500 A B v A [ PN A b & R AR AR B EL 4G T AT ALS 19 S A AR SF
X9 AN RAS A 15 5 BT 25 P A9 & 2 % D) A 56 Ala-122 Pro-197, Ala-205, Phe-206 ., Asp-376. Arg-377 .,
Trp-574 . Ser-653 #il Gly-654'"7"

RO Ay et 2w X Z2 RN [V FRILAR A BR 55500 7= AR Bt , (348 06 R 42 1 (photosystem complex
IL,PS IU) 4l 50, ALS 410 1 57 PPO 4110 i ) | ¥ 5& 28 3 79 I 2 A 40 1k [ ( 4-hydroxyphenylpyruvate
dioxygenase , HPPD) RN R R 5 A R s A B, RO R R R R R I B e
S 2016 A TR R B YRR T R VTSR B Yo U e S Ik B ) RIS IS G Xt W W R | A
MR | RIR 2 MR R AE ALS BRI 7= Az S ACEPE Y L AR SR A I A 3 R 2 e VT4 O R S R
D Xof R Y TR R T A WF BT 2 FHILR R 9T Z B MRS B0 L, S BRI R B e i R 23R
PRER AL PRISAKTE

1 RS

1.1 s

SRCDETC T 24 S0 USRI ER: B VL0348 3 2= W T st DRI, Rl AR A SRR VLA L B R R4
BRI 1, 250 g L™ AR ik K 50000 T 75 Rl /TR AR 25 PR W, 25 9% 1R Wy it e ] Y P 493 5 ) ¢
B RAAARTHEAH]
1.2 R TI AR B R A 25 1 K i E

FEEAE 9 em EFFRILAER 2 EUELC, TN 6 mL Z8I8/K AR A S ARG A FR I 2 N TR
B 15 F5 A T HEAT B 9% IR 30 °C/25 °C IR/ BB 32 18] 12 h/12 h) o 3 d J5 PE IO ¢ 88 (1 (52 38
KEEL A 5 mm) [FFRE

R TR0 45 5 0 o ST e i P o P . BB R 0,0.06,0.13,0.25.,0.50 1 1.00 pumol - L7

e
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PUPERIHE A 0.1.5.10.20 F140 wmol - L', Mc il F5UAE L R 4 000 wmol - L™ A BRI IT- 42 LU 51 T, 44 7 B
JE BIZGAE IR 1:100 (AL ) 510 g- L7 AR IS VA HOR A, B 10 cmx 10 em A5 7 55 3% 0L A (4L
40 mL) ,A530 E v B 25 R BB Al , 5 R v HIBE [T 1 FH . 4 PR 55 B8 11 R - Ze e 3 S HES
AN AR 2450 A B S AR b (BRI 12 9, R R 4 DR Inas, FHERHBEE AT, A N TR B R AR
FREAT R SR (IR 28 °C/23 °C MR/ BIE B FRIF ] 12 h/12 h) o 7 d JEill I Fi0 45 b A e i 28
TR

®1 HXEREHEER

Table 1 Information of Amaaranthus retroflexus L. populations in this study

Tl 22 A MR Ay FHZs
Population Collection site Year History of herbicide application
S TLIRAE S X AR LL /N2 7Y 2018 61 R A B T 24 s Fi e
West of Xushan Primary School, Ganyu District, Jiangsu Province Roadside collection, without herbicide usage
R SRR LA BRI T O LA A X 2017 HH H] R AR, 25 52 AR TF
Heilongjiang Heihe City Nenjiang County second administrative district Field collection , herbicide history unknown
R SRR AR BT T RO LA DY A R X 2017 HH H R AR, 25 AT
Heilongjiang Heihe City Nenjiang County fourth administrative district Field collection, herbicide history unknown
s RIS T BT B o RS, 25 R
Heilongjiang Heihe City Nenjiang County sixth administrative district Field collection , herbicide history unknown

1.3 EHEEIMNGESEEERNFRRESH
1.3.1 PR R 5 (VLSRR A R # R 12 (B L) IR G 18 5= 1 (pH6.3, Fi L
i 11 g- L) A 7 emx7 emx8 em HYEEHEER B RFIANE 0 SO A4 546 - 8 TR = 3
IR, WM AR (30+5) C R (20+5) °C, FRHEIZE 2~3 HEIAIY ek B4 8 Pk K & 4 iy
B, A BRI H 3WP-2000 1728 205 55 55 (AR AT mE A AU AL A 5% i, LB 8 BLAR R 50 em , 15§
LALEN 0.3 mm, BEZE K SR 0.3 MPa, 59 HA2 N 100 pum, B35 54 90 mL-min™", BERHE B 1 340
mm) , & JRIE 55 AR 30 mL WHR TEFH 0.469 m* , Wit I [E] 47 380853 ) it 450 g« hm™ % JRUR: i Rk, %
TERIRBEIITE K . W25 21 d, ARV AR R AR 55 0 B HL , (D R R AR B8, AE T AR IE 3 A 4, B
FETE RSB 1) A T i 2 2, A BU R IBORE 8 Bk, SRR B 1) T AKX HEBURE 8 #% | BB 43 T
F-80 C vKAHRAT .
1.3.2 RNA RELS cDNA &/  FBREBLCK FIRFE 5 AR A N RS s A0 8y, FH S RNA $2 3G 7 &
(DP419, RARAALFHE A PR A W) ) 4% 20 B AE A 47 5 RNA 4250, 48 B BT PEAE Bk RNA FF 5k 2
114.7~771.5 ng~ wL™" SUSBHEBRAE 5 BE 9 553.36 ~2 186.76 ng- wL™" | 2B WH BRI v JK A6 I )5 & PR
RNA FEATCREAR . XHHEEU RNA BE ST S8 5%, 45 1 4% 54D DNA (¢DNA) 4% #8 HiScript® 1T 1st Strand
¢DNA Synthesis Kit(+gDNA wiper) ( Vazyme ,R312-01) &, &FEME cDNA A 5 T-20 CH#HRA,
1.3.3 HEERERYERMNF FHCHRIER 2 X519 ppxl-F/ppxl-R Fl ppx2-F/ppa2-R 43 5l % KB
ppxl F ppa2 FERFEATY 1S, 51 SR AEWRH A R AR A B, 5115 B 3% 2, A B8 R
(PCR) #£ Applied Biosystems™ #AEFRY ( Thermo Fisher Scientific) Fi#£47  PCR £ i i 4 50 wL,PCR Jx
I 5.5 wL eDNA | 45149 2 wL .25 pL 2 x T5 Super PCR Mix (R MR A BR A7) #1 16 L JoE
F2 RMEEEEMNT Y

Table 2 Primers for A. retroflexus L. target gene amplification

B KREE/°C N .
51 g (5'—3") A 514 225K
Primers Sequence PAIng Target gene Reference
temperature
o . P3G pprl IAKEER (21 555 bp)
ppxI-F/ppxl-R CTCCGACATCTCGTTCC/ 58 Amplification of nearly full-length ppx! gene [22]

ACCCTCTATACACCTCCC (about 1 555 bp)

BT < K]
R GGTACCATGGTAATTCAATCCATTAC/ - A%}L f‘;‘ " 2 ﬁk%l‘fl (Hl 1608&}1)‘)) 23]
Pprects ppres TCTAGATTATGCGGTCTTCTCATTC fpthes “m(‘; gg; bp“) Tengtl gene

PEY . <. K
LF/alsR CCGGATCCATGGCGTCCACTTCTTCAAAC/ 65 AV f"f “l:_ %t?gll_lf(uz 101%11"’) [24]
an-trats GGCCCGGGCTAATAAGCCCTTCTTCCATCA fopihea “"(‘2"0’1’(; b‘;)' ength gene
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7K., PCR JWFER:95 °C 5 min;95 °C 155,58 °C 15 5,72 °C 1 min, i3 35 ¥X;72 °C 5 min, PCR ¥ # =
Yy o R A MR A FRA T AT . {8 SnapGene 6.0.2 D& Chromas K44, % I ) 45 S 64T L X
30T .
14 RERZBIABRSHERNFRRTHH
1.4.1 WEREE W 1.3.1 797, BERMiE FE T R RO 58 30 g-hm™> BEFPREEIRCRE 10 B, BRbR
IyHEFET 80 CUKFEIRAT .
1.4.2 DNA $2BU  FHBREE (SR [ FE i B ES B4 A, FH CTAB 232 DNA
1.4.3 FBHRERTERNFE [ als-F/als-R 51 (£ 2) AT 1, PCR £ty 40 L, PCR [ 2%
4541 WL DNA 519 2 pL.20 L 2 x Rapid Tag Master Mix (i#ME#EA WIRHEE A R R A1 15wl G
ik . PCR SUMFRF:95 °C 5 min;95 °C 15,62 C 155,72 °C 75 s, JG¥F 35 YK ;72 C 5 min, =90 Al
SrArlE 1.3.3 95,
1.5 HESIT

fdi ] Image J G40 BRER (00 5 FEMR 284, 2RI 36 = (1 -0 B 2R/ X HR 24 ) x100%

b
{5 ] SigmaPlot 14.0 S FEHEATHARAMT Y6 Log-Logistic = ZHETI A Jif iy =a/ “*((;2 j I
50

e BRFLFIFR G (pmol - L) 5y S HINHI A b SRR o N ZFRKAMHIAR A BRR, ARAE A [R] S A 5 A
BER GR (ETT AP IERTEL (resistance index, R1) , RI=PTHEMEE R,/ BUSPEFEE GR,, .

2 ZHRESH

2.1 FFEARRNE AR &8 58 B X S R E B O P UK R

S USRI EER L, HA FH 25 52 1 3 AN SOl 00 R 22 6 Rt e e ok e B = KB, IR 1 AT,
il 5 245 700 B A3, B A B ) 2 AR I M B 5, VLR EBURRIRE S 7E 1 umol - L' JURSE Jie B ik Ak P
TR AR B 2 At T 2B VTR RE R3 76 1 wmol » L™ FURB kAL 38R 28 K2 KL A2 5200
40 pmol - L™ B 2R A KB S8 30l (18 1) o 70 1z i 2k (181 2) 85 2R R, BUBFPBE Y9 GRs, [ R 0.1
pwmol - L™ B T A MERIEER) GR, 14 (8.36~9.34 wmol - L") ; BRI VT 3 AN SR D AhRE R G5 hisk g B ko P
JKSEHFARL, RI Jy 83.6~93.4(F 3) .

0.06 0.13 0.25

FRURE P F kR B /(umol - L) TR SR S/ (umol - L)
Fomesafen concentration Fomesafen concentration

1 REEENEHRE S SEHRMREERRFEE R3 I H#E R R B R IR T R
Fig. 1 The dose response of sensitive population S and resistant A. retroflexus L. population R3
to fomesafen by agar-based bioassay
*3 ARRBEAHENEERERNTIEME &S SHRIEKE

Table 3 Parameters of dose-response curves and resistance levels of A. retroflexus L. populations to fomesafen

FhitE & SE 28 Regression parameter k) e B FART B PEAE
Population a b , 50% growth reduction( GR5) Resistance index( RT)
S 102.48+2.12 1.66+0.61 0.968 8 0.10+0.03 1.0
R1 99.58+3.20 0.98+0.11 0.996 6 8.36+0.98 83.6
R2 99.85+2.08 0.62+0.04 0.998 3 8.38+0.86 83.8

R3 98.87+2.75 1.04+0.10 0.997 3 9.34+0.91 93.4
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Fig.2 Dose response curves of fomesafen treatment in the A. retroflexus L. populations

2.2 ¥ ppxl A ppx2 BEEF 55

FEXTHUR TR SO B R E Y ppact PR 515 R A B E HiIE B BT PEAH 5C Ala-212-Thr 5878 R AU
FHHERED ppa2 (ppx2-8) 5 A HTVERHEREIN (ppa2-R) HEAT HOXT IR BB, FUPEREAZAE 1 4 A §'J G 5
M%j«}i T 128 17 SRS R H SR EUR (Arg-128-Gly) . A PUHEFEEINT Y 8 A bk & A %

AR GEARHIARIR 100% . WEHh I Ue [ R 7R B P VERNFZ AL S8 A B (18] 3) R WZ AL A S 4l 5 5878

(a) ppx2-S (b) ppx2-R

B3 RETEHE ppx2 BRI N EE
Fig.3 Partial sequencing chromatography of ppx2 in A. retroflexus L. populations codon of Gly-128
LT HEFR 43 R G R AR A7 o5 128 3 Z L PR A9 IL . The red box is the base encoding the 128-position amino acid at the substitution site.

2.3 RETals EEFE ST
W SR AR R S PRI als FEDRIN 25 R AT LU % B, 4 PUbE R R A 10 400 BAbR 3 & A
FOBRA 4528748 R1R2 M1 R3 FHEE M IAFAE 6.5 A1 2 o AR Al (£ 4) . IR 7 =X & A 0 %ok
FF 30 DUk dk 574 (709 Trp % Leu B AR AEMIR ey, b7 BEU1 83% ; HLURCH 653 1 Ser B
F4 BRIREERMEME ds REER

Table 4 Mutations in als in resistant A. retroflexus L. populations from Heilongjiang

FEALRRE SN PR AR

gy SR AR
Population Mutation site Amino acids substituted Number of mutant plants/total
number of plants sequenced
TGG-574-TTG Trp-574-Leu 2/10
TGG-574-TGG/TTG Trp-574-Trp/Leu 1710
R AGC-653-ACC Ser-653-Thr 2/10
GCT-205-GCT/GTT,TGG-574-TGG/TTG Ala-205-Ala/Val , Trp-574-Trp/Leu 1/10
GCT-205-GCT/GTT ,AGC-653-AGC/ACC Ala-205-Ala/Val, Ser-653-Ser/ Thr 1/10
TGG-574-TGG/TTG ,AGC-653-AGC/ACC Trp-574-Trp/Leu, Ser-653-Ser/ Thr 3/10
GCT-205-GTT Ala-205-Val 1710
GAT-376-GAA Asp-376-Glu 1/10
R2 TGG-574-TTG Trp-574-Leu 6/10
TGG-574-TGG/TTG Trp-574-Trp/Leu 1710
GCT-205-GCT/GTT,TGG-574-TGG/TTG Ala-205-Ala/Val, Trp-574-Trp/Leu 1/10
RS TGG-574-TTG Trp-574-Leu 9/10

TGG-574-TGG/TTG ,AGC-653-AGC/ACC Trp-574-Trp/Leu, Ser-653-Ser/ Thr 1/10
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Thr B, LA 205 137 5.8 Ala 8% Val BUC ;376 A7 15 Asp 8 Glu BUR & U R A XHR AR, {UAE R2 4 1 /20
MR, IR A AR E, M 45 R R 250 3 P2 AL, 4l & B ( Ala-205-Val | Asp-376-Glu
Trp-574-Leu il Ser-653-Thr) 3t 21 k| 22 & B ( Trp-574-Trp/Leu ) 3£ 2 ¥k, BUZ& BUL (205+574 205 +653
F1574+653) 317 ¥k, Hor &4 Trp-574-Leu 2045 2828 AEARIE 17 BE, 5 S5 BREE) 50% VI L

3 SigSitie

A5 30 3 BN PR HI 1 4 A BSOS AR SRR Y R A BT 25 MoK S5 SRR B AR T IR
JERREE 3 AR [ BRI TTAR Wb DX A S AS D AR AE 206 PPO 10 il 70) SRS e 2 ik ™= A= T 8 KPPk (RI =
83.6~93.4) , LRSI 2L R FRE R AL Wi 5 v 0 A5 (B 25 SR 02 AL, X S e 2 ok 1) o
L] ppac] Ko ppac2 SEATY BE AN P J5 A B, S RURRIRERY 8 S BARRAH L, 3 D PUHERE A 3L 24 BRSO IE
i PPO2 2R 128 1 & 3L R M A% IR 4 & A= AGG % GGG WLl A 5878 , 5 BOKS &0 MR 9t H & R U
Arg—128 ¥ & PPO2 B RS IX | Arg-98-Gly #iA N5 Arg-128-Gly A8 [A] Y5, H:2% S AE T 30
A IERR /A5 5 MR8 TR N 3G Arg-128-Gly 12035 2 B 4 R AU T il 52 0 i
BEPUZGYE B SRR TS (A. palmeri S. Watson ) X PPO 11| 55| SOE 71K 1 R =9 ;- S g O LY Y V=€ 71 e
B -5 R 1) 0T (R AR R ST AE O SRR R I, P R HE I 3 AN PTE R A7 22 57 235 B AR SR AR PP HIL
AT REMERAR . 5341, Huang 517 7 2020 AFHGHE T 55— AR B HUTHLIX 1) PPO MR I BTE SR DR EE,
20 NYUHERERE A 16 ¥ER 128 RAZRE T4 HRNEE AT, ML T %M B, AR5 0 3 AP R EER
o HA SRR

ALS J10 ] 550 50500 i 7 06 R DN 45 SR W, 70 SRUAHfe Pk 114 S RS A B X I 3 Bk R AP AE 22 B, HLpidk
TR A FEAR L R S AR N 100% , 1335 24 C M-S HUHEA R 205 BOMA & RS AL, ARIEAHOCHR A,
3 AP BB DR R R BT & B 22 B g AR 2R BRI ALS 10 0 LT T b A 2 A 2R 0 AR B 2
PN SO R AR 2 a5 A A 1 98 A O A R R I G 1 SRS SE AR vh R L s R AR R
(4 3 AN FRIE VTS A DEFPHEA AU PPO 0 550 S B 7R e ik 1 A 7™ o, T L ALLS J00 k) 590 Bk e 500 1) 22 v e
JUEE PRI T R VT OB AR D 2R B B TEJEBE

TERR I R A S S N T GEIRISAAIR | o T 23 )/ ELAS 058 R PRAE O A, 2207 1 T Z2 i HIAL R ) B
FUIBCHERHN B0, Gonzalez-Torralva %5 (i FHESUAG VA I A2 4 12 DX UK R (900 5 PR 42 28 45 FI Bk
T T 2 VT SO U0 b B X DK M 2, MR 88 174 70 7 7K SF- 3 Messelhiiuser LB e 7 T R RN fE KRR
(Alopecurus myosuroides Huds. ) X 1 5 5 Fik 1 96UE B Bie e 24 M WU SRR 2 S Al B AR i A 30 o 1 A
FLHRA L (Lolium rigidum Gaud.) XPRG 578 B GRS AR WE 25 — R 91 AN [A) 4 FH AL AR 5% 5 590 A B0 24
MDY AR B BB TR I DA T RO X PPO 1 B R A B KO O K R TR
ZREXF PPO 5 R 050 A Ho v R A S (B AR T A S A
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