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Abstract

Using herbicides is an important way to control weeds in traditional
crop field, but repeating use of the same herbicide will enforce weeds to
evolve herbicide resistance. Chemical herbicides have been registered and
used in Taiwan since 1963, more than 50 years. However, there is little
formal survey. In order to detect herbicide resistant weeds in time, this
study focused on the establishment of a complete notification system to
collect and identify resistant weeds more efficiently. After receiving
notification from farmers, we will prepare to sample putative herbicide-
resistant weeds. All weeds sampled were cultivated in greenhouse, and
herbicide damage of these weeds were observed within 30 days after
transplanting. If weed has a suspected herbicide resistance, its seeds will
be collected and planting for subjecting to dose-response analysis.

According to the results of five cases, weed samples from four of them
may be resistant to herbicides. And record of applying the same herbicide
for many years have been found in three cases. This study mainly focused
on the herbicide resistance in goosegrass [Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn]
from DaCun vineyard, and to establish the standard of procedure for
observation and identification of resistance to glufosinate, quizalofop-ethyl,
and glyphosate. The results showed that the goosegrass from DaCun
vineyard generally had low-level herbicide resistance to glufosinate, and
some had high-level herbicide resistance to quizalofop-ethyl, whereas all
goosegrass sampled was extremely sensitive to glyphosate. Three biotypes
(DC4, DC7, DC8) also showed a multiple resistance to glufosinate and
quizalofop-ethyl.
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11.409'N, 101°8.675'E) + # 7% 5 &% * 6 = » 42 v (paraquat)* F A
Eog o viiagAE S 075 kgha! s BRI HEHME 5 045 kg
hal > & E F B d7is o Ry L IR kR (Cs) » ¥ whuld =¥ 4
5w pov Bl s R R 2 3.69 (043 kg ha'l) 5 R Rl %
o pl L R %R 34 2(0.17 kg hal) 0 £ 3 % £ Fub(multiple
resistance) © ¥ — % ] 5 Jalaludin ef al. (2010)% 3R > fe ¥ fe R A3t
Bokd dpzo 2 853 F IR gk i 35 7 Y (Pahang) 2 i 1z (oil palm, Elaeis

guineensis)w [l > &yx? HRk 5 # £ (EDso) > L4828 5 B % FE 2

7.63 & (2.30 kg a.i. ha') » /7 3 %P 2%~ ¥ EM % (glyphosate)
= Y % #8 ACCase #r+#|#|(fluazifop-P-butyl, haloxyfop-P-methyl,

10



and butroxydim) & 5 #uid ; Bor B PFFE 5§ £ fultr ACCase F#r 4 #]
2. % R Fult(cross resistance)(Jalaludin et al. (2014)) - Jalaludin et al.
(2017)%>¢ w0 i 2. BB E fuft 4 8 B T g o B Rt
B GS RS R R - R ERE AR 2 0 0 B RS T

BE A SRR AL T 6 P (e

o

FIALE IE & T % P2 [E 4 (vacuole sequestration)) iy ik — R B o

¥ 3 Avila-Garcia and Mallory-Smith (2011)% IR = % B 3 #+ f
(Oregon)" 2 % F ¥ 0 % 1= 2 & X (Lolium perenne L. ssp. multiflorum)
W2 E L7 O o H RRET Y B ko R R S R R
¥ 2.2~27 B o B G FME AJL(S > ammonia } ff 5 R L%
- L e HAE2Z E 142 ICs (half maximal inhibitory concentration)
BRMEEFRC I AR FLAR > B B ERE

Pz 3702 ¢ % af®2 ) $o? 2 %EMG) 4# Avila-
Garcia et al. (2012)% F $F> FM I 2 4+l » 2 GRso 5 B 183 2.8
(045 vs. 0.18 kg a.i. ha') » kedpptF 2 Lso » APt S 425 % Cl &2
C2 23092 1369 mM » A5 2 & 24324 mM 1 i E F4p 2%
oo g MR fL BEF R MR F 2t {#mE GS2 fr2
5 171 =AM RSB F I GAC 88 5 AAC > ¥z =il fed
aspartic acid (Asp)zc % = asparagine (Asn) > }* 5 % — BrEiLp &%

X % (target-site mutation)2. FIM I Fuft 4 £+ 3] o
11



=~ ACCase Fri| FFeft e 4 F 4] 5 it 48 4]
ACCase Fr|&|Ir|7gsrpe & S pujfens - BE2 ACCase > i@
18 4= & ;2 #acetyl-CoA i## # = malonyl-CoA(Smith and Cronan, 2011)-
FEAEE R OB|X 547 F %4 & aryloxyphenoxypropionates (AOPPs)
4 cyclohexanediones (CHDs)= =+ #f > AOPPs F & & -fop []4c R F
(fluazifop-butyl) » -k ¥ (quizalofop-ethyl)] » m CHDs F & #_-dim [ &
4o @ B ¥ (sethoxydim) > #] ¥ F (clethodim)](Devine, 1997) - ACCase $r
FIRFIE T IOLERHMBES L AP T R 2L AR
v e A FRA i f G S fd ACCase > 4 %] 5 23t #2 B (cytosol) &2
B %8 (plastid) ¥« MF-ACCase (multifunctional-ACCase) 2 MS-ACCase
(multisubunit-ACCase) » & F # f(Poaceae)te 4= & F 48 &2 ‘m¥e F ¢
ACCase '# 5 MF-ACCase’ % % ACCase Fr+] 3 #r+] 2 /& 1+ (Ohlrogge

and Browse, 1995) » Fls § £ # 1424 ACCase 'k J AlFr 41 > o

157 ACCase $r31H £ 4 Fulb2 323> 27015 2017 © 4 1. 48 fo-
1980 &30 8 kd FFEEFFIFRLESTHTRFIEF BIAERZIL
> kF ¥ (fluazifop-butyl)z. ICso * >+ 500 g a.i. ha' (Marshall ef al.,
1994) > ¥ B 15 8 3% 2 85 ¥ %2 2. ACCase /& [HAp O R %83
R EF L~ T E (fenoxaprop-ethy) ~ & ) & ~ B3] ¥ e E Fufd o Ji

¥ i d 3 ACCase #F 4 2o %> k%2 2 & ¥ 413 ACCase Fr+| 4|
12



7 acR (Leech et al., 1995) -

Délye (2005)w AFiE4 43+ ACCase £ § Hultehse ¥ % b » #4
thas gl ap s 2 P g F ACCase Ap M ~ &2 1% ?]L“/f\ B AR B 25 dm
fEgs i o & ACCase Ap M 2 ffi 8] > B 5 ¢ IR 5 B %K 5>
ACCase 2z %2 #L # #} fi# (carboxyltransferase ; CT) domain %% 2 %=k 4 iz
%2 (Liuetal.,2007) o [ 2. 8% 3 & ~ 4e £ + 2_ )y & ¥ [Setaria viridis (L.)
P.Beauv.]~ ¥7 & ® 2 + ﬁ%—g $ 4> 2 ACCase & p)is 3 >t % 1,781
=i pe > d B v "=fi(isoleucine)iz % 5 v *%f&(leucine) (Christoffers
et al. 2002, Délye et al. 2002, Moss et al. 2003) - ;= F 2 = %—F:] & pi g
2 $ 3% > ACCase SHiBIs#F M5 2,041 BroRAm: - d B 6 ipt
(isoleucine):z % & * 4 i%fi (aspartate) (Délye, 2003) = i* B2 ~ f 5 &

%2_ ACCase S5 # B fs % > % 2,027 B v=fL fh > d & ¥fik (tryptophan)
P & L oBIRpg (cysteine) (Délye, 2005)° % W2 < f5 ¥ 412 ACCase
SRS F TS 2,006 BoEAR 0 d 4 vepi(glycine) e ¥ L A MR
(alanine) (Délye et al., 2005) - = & 2. £ 5% » B ACCase {8 T_F {8
IR H 2,078 BrAELd X % defif(aspartate):T % 5 H Yefk(glycine)
(Osuna et al. 2012) - © F R P ¥ % ACCase 7 2 it % > ¥ =3
carboxyl transferase domain (CT domain)=n% 1,781 ~ 2,027 ~ 2,041 ~

2,078 ~ £72 2,096 i+ % 2z v 4 e o

13



FE R B s e F o @R TR B SRR R AR R
RE A Db £ AR O AL A EEA RS Ea
FACG A P VRPRLEG P A AP B
FAREE AL ZER FEBEES AL R R A fER > dolwie d
% P450 ¥ 4 3 fis(cytochromes P450 (CYPs) monooxygenase) ~ 4 3 #&
i 7 # # P& (glucosyltransferases ; GTs) ~ & & # 4 *x S-# # fs
(glutathione-S-transferase ; GST) (D¢lye et al. 2005) -
SAPERAT S DT s 2003 AW Bk e EE
0 bR I FL 2 2 S o 2 5 Wang et al(2017)4] * ABT
(aminobenzotriazole » CYP #r4|#&| » 7 0 PHE kN CYP F % > X v
FIFE o A RBRERA 2 1L B edZd s B2 B 2 54 S £ 2y 24
R R PCL 01l mM REFLE N ETE DA RES
NBEA 4 27 MC N E M 0 0 R B2 CYP R B
fed o R4 F AR ABT 2 &Jd? e (B “C-fluazifop)»t »s & 7
T RS AR E L S e ABT Fr T 2 45% 0 @ a2 5
3R 5 60% 0 B or Fuit A $ A & fluazifop 2T > H CYP450 £ 3 f&
e 4 s 73 MC 2 0.l mM REFF R EA S S
EHP 2w is447 GST* 7 2 p 2 5% > FIRE 2 $# 3] GST &
M3 R NRFAT0% 0 Fd A GST B> % 3 X %X #ik

FEH A ¥ T X5 400% 0 BT Fult A P A2 GST B gess 5 iF
14



rF Y GST 2484 B KB 2B BAEF RATRI? 245
o Kn BEAXS Bl A% > S5 BT R 22 53] GST 2 Kn B 5
12mM » 524l s 3] 04mM eh= > il d e F AR

7 g Aos .

R RIS A P8 Bl 4]

£+ % (glyphosate)*t 1950 & #&3p L it & F_Dr. Henri Martin %
oo e AATE it G408 o B 3] 1970 & F JLigf(Monsanto) = & 1
Dr. John Franz % 3.3% 1 & =7 M ¥r4|iEy 4 & (Franz et al. 1997) - >¢
1974 & } & & 1¥ 5 @ {$ (post-emergence)£? 2435 % (=AY BH R AP 8
(Duke and Powles, 2008) - /4% ¥ % 4] 5 &2 & & fk £ /5 (shikimate
pathway)® 7 phosphoenylpyruvate (PEP)#t% ¥7 S-3-P % & » A= [ &
BhE-F ¥ pa-3-mifi4F & 47 (glyphosate-S-3-P complex) | > & @ B fdr
#] EPSPS 1F* (Duke, 1988) = & 1996 & F 1384t 4 & § EBE % Ffs
h1 Roundup Ready ,# 7| A FliFd (< 2 ~ 258 ~ i) EmEpi
¥ ~ #i (Benbrook, 2016) -

23Rz 2019 & 6 7 © FI 43 fERe T A5 EREEIUL
Powles and Preston (2006)#-i6 3 ¢ 2 2. EpkE Fult % 6] 0 & H it
WHlAZ PR R E R R ERE 2 s PR
- RS A G e % e f R P ARAE % SndS A T 2 ee o P RpR

15



FORAMREZRE D A XL ERBPE 5 - BEBE P &2 F EPSPS

=

FA R PEGI A RTLEFFRAFRZ ST > SHpEFRA
EPSPS } » % 106 B "=<fL pad % fs(proline):c % 5 & ek (serine) °
#EE ST EEE F AR @ B F Fuii(Baerson ef al. 2002) o ¢
R NT BT K 2 BT EARE & G Uit 2 BRI, R2,
R3)> %5 % P~ EPSPS 2. RNA Z_& {64 . R1 &2 R2 i+ 2 55 3 2. EPSPS

HRATE 4 e s 2 A mEF 4% Rl A HFELRY

4y

% 102 2R s5+ 4 ACT (#R¥=f& > threonine):z % 5 ATT (£ v *=fik>
isoleucine) ~ ¥ % 106 2 %%+ d CCA (’f "%f& - proline):z % 5 TCA
(i % P& > serine) > R2 @ % 106 £ %5+ d CCA (°f "=<f& > proline)
sz 5 CTA (v "%=fk > leucine) » EF A I RIZFEFREE 32
il fart g 2 Pk & 4 AL 71 2 F (Roundup Ready ' GA21)2. EPSPS
v 4k it 49 e (Chen et al. 2015) -

CERFEEEG S A - AR REN R B A
® 2 ¥ 3 (rigid grass » Lolium rigidum Gaud.) > % F]> i@t 4 15 £ #
ER R AIEE( 0 ¢ m2 G gl B 2 ¢ X% (NLRT0) - 82 24
PR EENS T ESGEAR VAP AR LA EmEER )

PEIF > FREVCH D 2EHHAE 2 X2 5 1 Ei8 o b %H

REEREIGCECE L EY A R ER I G E R
TARHR S R EEFEETEMERAF R EMEERIFE Y

16



T2 A R AR THAERIE T R SRR IR RAEZ F R
£ 3 #t(Lorraine-Colwill et al. 2002) -

Chen et al. (2015)* @ R = 383 IR 2 4 S5 LB E Ll RH >
B A G bt S g 2 B s frE A B 2 % % R3 %% EPSPS £
F14§ @] #c & (gene copy number) 5 89.1 i B >t R M4 %E3H 9 1.9-24;
pUeh s 2 55 30 EPSPS 20 4p ¥ AL 7] & I & (expression level relative

to f-actin) 5 1.1-3.7 » % 1% B >t R %3 10.11-0.37 -
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(- ) FM T ST o i

AT REA NI > QA R 10-14 2 0 AR
A ?mit&%uﬁ;#a‘}. BESHER Y 2R S Big A B
GRELFEDHFERHE AT L fE IR RRIGRIT E ]
WA BB AR R Y 5 0 A et AR L G 2 T
Mo F P EPERERIT A A R 2 B 2 BT A AARRN ~ RIFE R

HERC > PRI EIERERES A kL 0 @S

—

/E_?};P\ Qi\nﬁi* ’ ”S"ﬁ;ﬂ}’g ’é ;’iﬁgﬂ ‘," % ﬁj"\wqﬂ’ Klr‘_g’_;??x]{;:__{,rg—l'lj
S % Egro G HRA 0 20 4 ENUREEEEAGTARS S
0-5- &R 05 KAXT “,f FAHGT S EREEIIFAE ] A

PRIz TIR A 4 0 9 20% 0 T E S A HoRE  F

-

2 GRS IR AG T 0 9 20-50%E FHEA R AG T 35

R ERUES ",f W E T 50-80% % P4 “f EAG L 45

P
|

-

.

iy S WA %16:)3% 9 80% R A “fiﬁd‘i”f i
BB = S A RTFIET - o

RBBERP T ook rh R 2 EF R BT B3
SO RIHRGIRT R & A AL TR RGO R

FIZAFT B 2B EBIRBZ LI SRFE FRRELER
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T - BRI

(=) FLlAek F 2z

A ERRAT (S R RRTES LF TSR A & PR
T T (et SEBS RS 12 ) e 30°C IR K BT
TAHE 4G A )R E R TR RENRERY > FRy A EE-

TALR(S 35 5 35 3) P R 7 P ERRS 5 A G

THEA R REMEF B ATRRIFUEAZR > ERERE Y 7

1r“b
5

A LRRR O dorv s ek R G T Ay e B8 EBEES
(log-logistic model)i& & & » & $ 2 Becl® — L k5 & & & L #cif 3
HE o THBERPEEFREZ O E 0 o RS E R)E RS
AL (S) ) T B Fp AR (Fubbdy )0 1245 WSSA Fulk e ¥ 2k
fultdp e < 3t 10 B A2 & (high-leve)dlt 10 RS AR
(low-level)#uit (Heap, 2005) -

Fait i H - puld AR R (B B H Bt > simple resistance) & B 2. Sk 4%

h

FROL T FQfe g SR RLEHRGE - I ML W E
- AR RR TG RBIE S BT L R R TR 5
2 3R B R g Al 2t T L 5 E ol (multiple resistance) s A 37
ke Er Bl 2 3 2 g TR RS G F o TR F(cross

resistance) » B § & i&— P o
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(Z))#ZE2fPReil FHE
EEH PP ERLE G s o R L kbR f TR - BEAR
MR R FIA AT RS Y - FERREAR RIS T EER K

BLFH S ERAMLRTE L R

A R R
(=) 2 8% kiR
AR LR IREERT § BN 22 55 E [Eleusine
indica. (L.) Gaertn]f&+ > Bl % p $F 25 % BT 2 PRI 20 & 11+ o
A2 2 SEDCI8)B T B E R oA 2 bl FRICE
VR AR B E PR et g e R TR E R
WEEE G o A e Nenetd 2 B35 R RS R

FERRRr -

(=) 38 KR e )

- e

1. ¥ # ¥ [ammonium-DL-homoalanin-d-yl(methyl)phosphinate

RS

B ETERR G L P) )k

glufosinate ; phosphinothricin]f & # :

£l

FéRFLER AR 7 BS%EEFTARAZ FRE 4 - FK
e g4 %2 glutamate $5 GS t 2 B & FHE GSBEE -
Fif4 i (phosphorylation) = i /& ;¢ f& (transition-state) » & 3k 7 ¥ i &

Z & @RpEZ & ¥ EF(John, 2016)
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2. = %k % {ethyl(R)-2-[4-(6-chloroquinoxalin-2-yloxy)phenoxy]
propionate » quizalofop-P-ethyl} & & & 5 & X 45 (S B F £ > 5 L
F) R BFERBARIA FNEEFTARAZERE A o B
K3 B ACCase Fr|#& > & Edrd] g mik & Ny - BAEEZ
ACCase » ¢ {247 & ;= #- acetyl-CoA ## 3£ = malonyl-CoA (Smith and
Cronan, 2011) -

3. 4% B 7 "%% (glyphosate-isopropyl ammonium)> 3 & % 52 2R %
(BRERFFR2T) s I B FEERERRE 7 41%LEF
ARRZEHEE S A o EREEITH 4] 5 & F X L4 [T (shikimate

pathway) ® &7 phosphoenylpyruvate (PEP)#t < &2 & 3 e -3-Fafii4f & &~

bt

%

-

£, T Rk e -F X pe-3-#4p4F & 4~ (glyphosate-S-3-P complex) |

)

2w [ fPr4] EPSPS 1T % (Duke, 1988)

PR R R

=%

LBEFFENE IR AR A ) > T K > B0
Ry 12/ FE30C2ERERE P P TEBSEERTRE &
#O R3S EYR O BEFRIL SERESEL F RGE RSB

DI AR L R o 4R A L 60psi(4.08atm=0.41 MPa) > i #

F

RS FARBPIRE RYF AERER o Rk - Ko
(- ) B E (glufosinate) : >a * fa g A E 8 B+ BHER » & 35
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0~ 4.0<102~ 1.0x10" ~ 2.0x10°" ~ 1.0 ~ 5.0 ~ 1.0x10" ~ 2.5x10! & (4p ¥
3 0+23.6+59~118+590~2,950~5,900~ 14,750 ga.i.ha' = & * & ;
0~0252~063~126~63-~31.5~63~157.5mM) -

(= ) B-R ¥ (quizalofop) : ¥ * L EH E N8 B 7 F BHIER > & 35
0~ 4.0<102~ 1.0x10" ~ 2.0x10°" ~ 1.0 ~ 5.0 ~ 1.0x10" ~ 2.5x10! & (4p ¥
3 0~1.76 448844220440~ 1,100 gai ha's B * £ ;0
0.0078 ~ 0.0195 ~ 0.0039 ~ 0.195 ~ 0.975 ~ 1.95 ~ 4.875 mM) -

(=) &7 % (glyphosate) : *6 * £ B HEH8 B2 F BHEER » & 35
0~ 6.67x102~ 1.0x1071 ~ 2.0x107! ~ 1.0 ~ 5.0 ~ 1.0x10" ~ 1.5x10! & (4p §
30>~ 115~ 175~350 ~ 1,753 ~ 8,765 ~ 17,530 ~ 26,295 ga.i.ha'l v & *

€ ;0~57~86~17.3~86.6 433866~ 1,299 mM) -

IR R
(- ) 28X 35FEP o2 ART § Tk

MAEBEISEDST P BET FORGHFEART L 20

B TRARE AL BERRL T ESERL § T B
i TAERA A S 6B S AR 1)

0: Htith 1 £ F TR G2

1R ¥ - H ¥ 5 L>50%F i

2 AR E R R >S0%F (0 T E Y Ak
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3RS BE Y FIL>50%F 0 P E S A
4 EHRIETR - 0 WEEA LB AF

R GE S

Bl 1 2 8% 236y ARTELGThlce 20 &%;%?%&

(0-5)

(Z) 28X 3SEP a2 BRTG T 4k

_\-o-,_-v-"‘/t r 4 R 'E’_
R IRREGET  AERBLSTNELETRLG T B

B TRAEDREAL 6B E (IR 2):

DERITE 7 50%% i

2:HRATEZIE 2 8

%
W
H
e
Rz
=ht



3iHERI2B3IER>F L

5 fEtkF] &

ke
34

7=

A SIS 5 P S8 R AR 15

M

AT RAREFES > BERFC TR ELIRLG T o A
R TAZRI AL 6B E SR 3)

0: fEthith 7 LR LR G 2

—

CEBRE - E5 50%%
PR 28 3HERGE L

3:’@;*%1‘2'_%5?3&.“%&-&@ ,435\:5:&%,“},\%@
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4 EHRHETRT S > - FEYHER TS

5:fRFIET A

¥]3.—éiif%‘”*w’*%5\,»&%197\153"#,3%:7,&?] ARG

3 4 4(0-5) -

T A
RIRERE Z b EE 0 R % 117 Seefeldt er al. (1995)4 1
PLAUM 3 §F 2 4 BB B (log-logistic model) 2 7 F AL ~ PR &
EREIHIE ST S5 4 RS54 50%RS 52 EHER
(effective dose causing 50% inhibition) » £2 3 = 2 5 %72 57§ & i L #ic

2_ % H| )k B (effective dose causing 50% injury) » #cE 2 3840 #1571
D-C
1 + exp{b[log(x)-log(D)]}

y=fx)=C+
<DA$u%?%4$lfM%UQF@ AERIA,CARALAEEHE
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TRMKTIE 0 S F BT F BT - L 05h AR L TR

Gl ARAL T o h AR R A A RSN ] BT REE - 2R

LA R R BRI P Nt e TR et

1““1“-*

2. EDso &7 ANOVA 447 > 7 ¥ ¥ £ £ (P<0.05) » {£ i& {7 Fisher’s
protected LSD 4 45 W b R M EH T EE B 5 iL% XA ATR M

MELR > {8 EDsg T+ B2 L F I o
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C s N T

R L ARD DL ETSFRNEREEARER T G b
R TR F BB GILAR 0 £ AR TR
%@:%u/ﬁ;jﬁﬁ.}g;{p,##j EIE! I, SR Fg,&%ggﬁ_;i{g\;{ﬁ)g\tg:’#—%;;\
oo FIE AR FLRG 0 FIY G A IEieE o pIPRos
FigmzFafEth BREVYRPMET > F 52 8- Gl ¥
F302 X RBETHIHEESEES A HHITIATTRET

Bodhfmy H- %630 2017#97 17pR 4 Zhis- 560 A

REFAN 2018 F 52 23 p >R A REFEFH - £ 50 0 X2
R LR AR R

(=) LEF:FE

IR

*

i
‘2

AP BB AR B Bt ERIN RS 0 By
e —gg 2012 #4= > R E R R E R FRTE T 2 V)RR
L 12 (V)R ED FEER - REPFR S EA G SFERS
SEAEGBEBERARR VS 0 AR R "fi’ré’w%’ AR AP S
EPAR 2R FI A THE 8 hizitlEthr P BB E 3

B8 A PR AL FTHARC o FRBY P T KR E

AR RS 2R O R H T ARG A SRR A
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e V|7 B F (L 1 B4 e
95 WSSA %4> 5% & 1980 &> p &% M4 £ + # [cnadian
fleabane, Conyza canadensis (L.) Cronquist]2. = £ V|3l 4 7] » | &
o Afs I F [tall fleabane, Conyza sumatrensis (Retz.) Walk.] =
Pt bA] g 2019 # 6 % Sk 0 B T RV ¥ nE
2B LTI BRI HY L & ZAEE 7B R A 1990 £
NE KT LFR B 2019E 60 £F A BRG] 5 B R T
HP - k%3 1970 £ B 4@ * © P2 4 BIBFIPN e > 93
2005 & T E AR (S P FALR BT VB E LB T 06
o0 3 2009 EFEILE BN 22 8 E > HONERE & T VB g
(Chuah et al.,2010) - ® AR -+ 4 A (papaya, Carica papaya L.)E2 § %
(grape vine, Vitis vinifera L)F] 5 20 & r2 _F 25 % & 3 V[ &g S F F p
B3 B RE S I T P4 FA(Luoetal,2019) o gtk 5 B R b 12
FIph »© 4 26 &% = @ ER2 kb & E%Y 34 % B
RFIRZ S S ETHNEMES T PV E G § £ s (Purba, 2013) o
HYEBETE Pz oy A po iz 4B ¢ 152
5% ~ 2 % 3 (Lolium perenne L.) ~ & = 41 2 % 3 [Lolium perenne ssp.
multiflorum (Lam.) Husnot] ~ 2 & & 2 & % (Lolium rigidum Gaud.) > %
THEGHY 2H6[5 28 - F0AENTLVNERRLTFRE

£ 5 Fuptz £ 5 3 (Chuahetal ,2010) 5 ¥ - X &]s 05 ka2 0 47
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Blg o 547 L FElis T H YRR E BB E - ¥ 29~ & ACCase
Fral& L 5 % £ Fut(multiple resistance) > # ¢ { 4 % 8 ACCase #r+#1
A% 3 2 ) Ftd(crossresistance) > B M end 3% b2 @ }P% s ¥R
R ?]",ﬁ% ¥ Az ® % g2 ap & (Jalaludiner al., 2010,2014,2017) -
T A T2 X HHBE N T VLG iz 2 8E
FARBEY G FED R ABRE ATV BT
HHEF 20 &0 2% SR o AT A0 BRP UERFRE R 2 506
W SEH SRR EFF 340 JHPIEHTT PE ERT AR
Bz RF]V i 2 BN B ES &0 E PR R A
LR34 S E mE R AP o 0 A ER TR T i
B3 IF 1 I i (Lagator ef al., 2013) - » € 0 Fud e i g 4 48

F (Diggle et al., 2003) -
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Fo 1. B LB 2 B 28D IR 02 ® 2 V) (paraquat)£? BB X (glufosinate)$o
PESEIch k250 BABE 2017297 17p ;BAERME

B 22017 # 107 15P o35 %- 2blap=th BRE28%

%P r%
AUz e w 2+ §5 3 ( goosegrass, Eleusine indica)

PR B s 2Bt & % (Accession LiGung ; LG)

(GPS) (22.792804, 120.473579)
ERFAEGE £ = V| (paraquat) ¥ ] # ¥ (glufosinate) i 3& & & £ fiz & {4

1:2(VV)R &% ®

BRI p2012 #42> - FX 34> 32 BEp QEFEFS5E -

BEEZY R | pLERFLEOSTBENET 2L o F 2 - B i

2 Accession LiGung (LG) 1-8 » **# {8{5 % 58~ 13~ 18 ~
23 28 2 gedr i TApde Res T X AR A LT
B F AL TR

v SRR ATRBN PN AR T 2

BE ¥ Pl o
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Injury index (0-5)

)

Goosegrass LG1

|/

Goosegrass LG2

}

Goosegrass LG3 Goosegrass LG4
5 1 1 /44\—!
: Goosegrass LG5

|/

Goosegrass LG6

Goosegrass LG7 Goosegrass LG8

: | —/—/
4
34
2 4
14
0 T T T T T T T T T

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25

B 4. 25 EF 2 B0k k(Accession LG)2 s it iz k2 % T 4y

Days after transplanting
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(=) *HFTFHRE

AL AT RS B oI ARR B S 5 R ARG
HigFes 5§ 5 Fp 228554 5 (common purslane » Portulaca
oleracea)¥? 7 ¥ -} ¥4 (green kyllinga » Kyllinga brevifolia) - % B % %

EFH 2 Gi ) L E- R X (quizalofop-ethyl) 7 F] 4 ¥ (glufosinate) » )

E

PFECRATE 20 £ o PR PIRL P HEZ BTG EL S K
BEZ R HEBEL ST 8 BRI 6t BRI 3t B
WM R E R 30 % o AW S AR p ke S - ket 4

iR E T EHRAR S £ F R BT A TS

BRI BB E 2 (22 -B5-6~7)c

)
am
P
B
B3

[
Qﬁ\/»

8% 50 FF L2 £ & f(Poaceae)fe & o A ¥ 305 K
oo BT FAY B 5 Fult 2 32 %k 5| (Chuah et al., 2010, Jalaludin
etal.,2010,2014,2017) - %+ ACCase #r#|#| & 7 itz £ S5 3 £ 5
6F b ATRE KT I T B BT % 1990 £ A5 %
TR FR o Flw e L3 % (RFE F (fluazifop) 4-5 & (Al

Fro & E35% 23 =0 HRRIAERGEY R A SR L5 RFF 24

(ACCase inhibitor) » 2 & & 3 525 % — = » 7w | HR2 2 8% %

7T sethoxydim & p it vh o 4 20 5 453 B ACCase #r 41 H|

(butroxydim, cyhalofop-butyl, clethodim, fluazifopP-butyl, haloxyfop-P-
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methyl) £ 3 < R i (Osuna et al., 2012) o

FRETVEERE 5 & @ * sethoxydim ¥4y » FixP
2.2 SR EHplie o B FEH A A ACCase #r |4 (diclofop-
methyl ~ sethoxydim) & 3 ot (A & &> WSSA &4 &4 F# £)
(Mccullough et al., 2016) ; ¥ % 35 # & (common purslane » Portulaca
oleracea L.)¥+>t ¥ % /% (atrazine) & 72 3 < (linuron) & 7 #ult 2 % &) >

R A E R RO RV FEF Y 00 B p 1965 £ B 12

m\

70 T % 1991 & F I G A &2 3 sndy ] 85 % B (Masabnieral., 1999);
I 3 A R uEee (green killinga » Kyllinga brevifolia Rottb.) 8% L3t
L fpF fs & = fi= e+ F| (acetolactate synthase inhibitors ; ALS inhibitors)
(bensulfuron-methyl, flazasulfuron) & 3 #wi+ 2 % &|(Okuno et al., 2015) -
ACCase #ril#l 5 E B ILF XA > 7 LEBBES £ AP IR
N S ) f ¥ & (graminicides)(Gronwald, 1991) » F]t = % 2F 5 2£
ERR R = I Al S Tffé*\"l M A T ATF IR R n Bl R 5 S
s REHER MG A HTF RS R0 § 1997 &
B4 e 3 20 # 4 w35 FHCE 27 -k 3 (quizalofop-P-ethyl) 2 5 4>
faple F2Z 2 BTEURFBRET EELRITEZ R 7 d £ £

#

g

R

33



% 2

FsqL
. #/l TN

ARG - R EFHRT P ST  FH TS

KiEie e B h2 R b|4R2 B AR 12017297 30p s AR

pFRF 2017 & 10 * 30 P -

WP

nE

2 fey

1. 2 55 % (goosegrass * Eleusine indica)
2. 5 % & (common purslane ° Portulaca oleracea)
3. ¥ -k iEs (green killinga » Kyllinga brevifolia)

o fé Bl 5 < e B % (Accession Dacun ; DC)

50 HREE N 3B 11 ST AR

(23.940955, 120.549857)

1. #1600 & = ik 3 (quizalofop-P- ethyl)

2. #fR 200 % 2 F#F (glufosinate)

WERBZFFET | p 1997 & > 53— = » FHEFEF 20 2121 o

BEEZPHEE Py RYFRABENEZT2HY o5 2 - I %I
Accession  Dacun (DC) +#cF %L @ **# e84 £ 4ok
G0 FIET A b K £ TS RRRALE L R
Fulh 2 T (3t 2017.1030 2 A B) -

= % B #% % 6 k¥ 3% (common purslane DC1-6) 5 2 & ¥ 8 $&

® 3% (goosegrass DC1-8); -k ifis 2 $hi3 7% (greenkillinga
DC1-2)- = ﬁ}ﬁiiﬁ rEE ”ﬁ “,% F AUV F R L

TR SCE R f
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Goosegrass DC1 Goosegrass DC2

IR e

Goosegrass DC3 Goosegrass DC4

| .

Goosegrass DC5 Goosegrass DC6

Injury index (0-5)

20—0—0—0—0—\ 0
149 L

Goosegrass DC7 Goosegrass DC8

R N

® ® A

h \ ) ) \
0 T T A g T T T & A4
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Days after transplanting

B 5. % 5 ¥ (goosegrass, Eleusine indica)#% W ¥t 2. < fHyc & &
(Accession DC1-8) i & dp #cs¢ 1 > i dh s BHE (s e S s § 3 4p
B (0-5): 02T AFLET SETFAGERG LA~ o
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Common purslane DCI Common purslane DC2
5 -
4 4
34
24
14
0 A d & & & \ g A g A A4 A g \ g A g &
&~ | Common purslane DC3 Common purslane DC4
1 51
=
N
X4
)
o N
g
2 2
=
SHER
)
0 * A4 * A4 & A4 * & * A d * *
Common purslane DC5 Common purslane DC6
54
4 4
34
2 4
14
0 & & - A A d ® A & L L4 * ®
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Days after transplanting

)

B 6. 5 % % (common purslane, Portulaca oleracea) ¥ Witz + +
Tef & (Accession DC1-6)if T 4p#c® 1t - i dh 5 BHE 1S % Hoo Sdh s

$THE0-5) 047 AF2ET S EAFTETMG LA
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Green killinga DC1 Green killinga DC2

~
Vo)
OI 14
N N
N 0 T @ ® & & »- T
% 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
< | Green killinga DC3
o p— 5
~E
sy
=
e
34
2 4
14
0 T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Days after transplanting

B 7. -kixis (green killinga, Ktylinga brevifolia)s w3l 2. = FHic & %
(Accession DC) i Z g 1 » fifhs BiEis X e 5h5 i Tk

(0-5) 047 XH 2L HET 547 FETHG T A~ o
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% A %+ (purple nutsedge > Cyperus rotundus L.) > 3% 9 %% 1 & £ iF
FRE S0 p 2013 FAcE B 43 S0 e b E o map

SRR F O EFRBERBERLE S AT R IR 2 R

—\\

HETMIMAEFETEMAT= 25tk X B 27T Ry REPNEZ
230 % > H ¥ IRoEtko - o I pRnERAE 4 £ 0 AT T R
B2 EZ BEERRE LR S KD1-10(% 3-8 8)-

At ALY 4 0 1 & f T 4% (thizome) ¥ # T B & (tuber) 7
EEFEE 50 RS 490 e g FeX > EVD HAR R FIRY

e o FIRE BRI I“i"ﬁ? 3 | (contact herbicide) > & 5 & 5 FR 4

A )

% S rs 3K (systemic herbicide) st % (% > 1994) » |2 ¥4t 31 & 2 3

TAEERE THRERITOR G sk G o gt b FIRAE

7

Jan
i

2EHM “,f | (non-selective herbicides) » » € $3+ & % &2 +

WAABE TR F A EREL WAL GE A R B G o
B o 2T T 2019 & 6 % S0 0 FANIE R T T 4

24

FAR FS AP A B0 BR L E S R0 FERE

Mo B g REZFT R E-
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F 3. B LB SLTR 5R

MR ERE R R ek k2 xR

FILPFER 12017 & 10 * 21 p s AL APRFERF 2017 & 11 2 20 P -

r %

3 '/t (purple nutsedge > Cyperus rotundus L.)

P {8 Bl 2 &R YT B % (purple nutsedge KanDing ; KD)

(GPS)

=

BABMTERa VEE X 89 F®

(22.498109, 120.509155)

ERBAE 7§

fo B £ 2. T I (590 g ai. hal)

PREFFER

B 2013 »4-5=/8 » FHHPHER A5 E o

HBIEEEY £

BB A BRI oK 2 - HRE R

Purple nutsedge KanDing (KD) +#% %% > #1534 X &4k

CEECE STREC IR E - woRRRALT
EF R AL T A
L35 30 ABBH P o 10 RIEAS A2 5T AL BFLA L

1%

A E 10 k%5 5 purple nutsedge KD 1-10 -

Rgth2 R A& 0 &G T Ap Bk ® 5 10 B or

iy
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E

Injury index (0-5)

o

1 Purple nutsedge KD1

Purple nutsedge KD2

|

.

Purple nutsedge KD3

Purple nutsedge KD4

1 Purple nutsedge KD5

Purple nutsedge KD6

AN

1 Purple nutsedge KD7 Purple nutsedge KD8

Purple nutsedge KD9

Purple nutsedge KD10

-
o 5 10 15 20 25 30

Days after transplanting

BRF b B X B Wb

FoOSEFEIERAGT A o
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2T E(0-5) 0 0 £ 7 A A

® 8. & i+ (purple nutsedge KD1-10)5% fuddt 2 SR e & ki 3 4p




(e ) | %9 f&

AEGIADFEL PP AR AL FET T - RE)

N

b

o oo

(=

3

o

e ¥ 5 0] ® 4 # (small goosefoot, Chenopodium serotinum
L.) ~ ™ R % (green amaranth, Amaranthus viridis L.) 22 %5 % (black
nightshade, Solanum nigrumL.) » % % 2_ “%rf I AT (4S5Lhal 0
600 )&= ~w —# (2,4D> 1 kg hal)» fe § (3040 ) B (FH
¥ % 13.5%5Lhat> H 600 5 = ~w —3 %23 kgha' > #1E 200-

300 ) AT HEE O] EAF THREEE 2 2 HEF > H

m\:\,

—
=

)

o
Wt

ErRFIMETERE  BRYEL

W R RFAFE O E L EA
P3itb6tk £37%5 5 TY1-6(X4-B9-~10-~11)-

1995 WSSA #4 £4F 42 > 3 2019 # 6 *» M AFRFHBLT 2 - -
PR EAF BRI A ERES B 4 W AR
REERT L g b2 6 AT F 8 R 38 (atrazine,
photosystem II inhibitor) ~ prometryne (photosystem II inhibitor) ~ £

trifloxysulfuron-sodium (ALS inhibitor) & 7 $%2 2 4 4| (Francischini

etal ,2014) o 3 F R F A WFI TR F BT PV E G P2 B X

7

bt

ble ] ERE DB R RS TR B3
IS LRt XIFIFFRE s 7 RTE
RE S f BAEAE ~ &0 Bl g 2 38 % (Powlesand Yu,2010) « 277 3 -]

FoRd FH2Z0 FERE G E AL R - R e 2 o
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v —3 (lkgha) Mot e AR > 11957 A TA R B T A ARL
(45 Lha' > 48 600 )R|+4 & 4 FIp (3-5Lha' > 3 600L) >
S e R EEHEE 2-3 kg hal i A 200-300 % 0w F X H
ERRA SR - MR T ANPEY A e EY SRR

BRI PR 2 AL TR R FA e BT ERE  # =2

FAEE A0 5 IE o 4t R - S R ORI e PRI R D
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‘tll_grg%

'%i'
gy 1

O

E 2721 p o F4 EPpRIFFEL

/

e

FoMBEF 2018 & 10 17 p o

MILE N HET B2 4Dk 2 E A F

DAL 2018

s MR E T 35 % o

3P %
& itz x| 1. -] £ A ¥ (small goosefoot, Chenopodium serotinum)
2. ™ ¥ % (green amaranth, Amaranthus viridis)
. %% % (black nightshade, Solanum nigrum)
Pk (8 Sl 5 < 72 B % (Accession TaYa, TY)
» gL PP P ARRFAHRLFRY MG - RE ) S
(GPS) (A :24.238315,120.652759 ; B : 24.230531, 120.653683)
EHFEEE TR | A uE
1. BRI @5Lha' > #4600 %)
2. 2,4-D(1kghal)yi >3 & £ o
MEBEFFRER | 5- @ 7%
BEEZTYRE | 3EEBRBENET LY o & 2 - KT ¥HE Accession
TaYa(TY) (] A& # : WHEF 1753 %F 1 1-2) %
IR X sedkis » & 5 X jedh- S e85t (BBY R
ARG P RAR L LR PEERES 1) BER
BAETE LG “,f- P ¥ e S e A
% JEAFRIS T EBH N A 3Ho BEL Ak 4 E AT

2.5 TYT 1-6 (T : tolerant) ; T¥ & ¥ £7 35 5

:‘é:"]:(;g: S0 iﬁ’tl?/\?

P4 R R
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°1 Small goosefoot TY 1

Small goosefoot TY 2

N

°1 Small goosefoot TY 3

1 Small goosefoot TY 4

°1 Small goosefoot TY 5

| Small goosefoot TY 6

*1 Small goosefoot TY 7 | Small goosefoot TY 8

) |

Injury index (0-5)

AV

*1 Small goosefoot TY 9

o 5 10 15

i Dazgfs z;ftersi[ransplanting

B 9. /| £ 4 ¥ (small goosefoot, Chenopodium serotinum) 5% i1 F| B3
£ 2,4-D #fd2 < s e &k [small goosefoot TY (1-9)]# % 4 g it -
Bdhs B < o Sdhi § 24805 02T AL ET 54

TR AG T A
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s{ QGreen amaranth TY 1 1 Green amaranth TY 2

o - N
. .
| )

L ]

L
]

& & & &

s| Qreen amaranth TY 3 | Green amaranth TY 4

o - N
A .
| )

L ]
L
L ]

s| Qreen amaranth TY 5 {1 Green amaranth TY 6

Injury index (0-5)

o - N
\ )
| )

s{ Green amaranth TY 7

S e

T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25

Days after transplanting

Bl 10. ™ % 3 (green amaranth, Amaranthus viridis) % " FR 3 22 2, 4-
D itz « e e &k [green amaranth TY (1-7)]% 3 R o Kb Z

B A o G s F T 8(0-5) 0 0 A7 AFAET 5 &7 FR
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| Black nightshade TY 1 | Black nightshade TY 2

o

EN
L

w
L

N
L

Injury index (0-5)

o

Py
A4 L d T T T T L4 L4

5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

o

Days after transplanting

B 11. ¥ # (black nightshade, Solanum nigrum)it i B M. & 22 2, 4-D fo
t2. = ez f i [black nightshade TY (1-2)] % £ 3 5 1 » K #h s #
ffe 8 ghs G T4805) 04T AR 2 ET 547 Tﬂ%i‘

HGETar= e
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AT L FREE 200 A S EREE B0 R R4
FULBFEFFRN  FRA 2012 £40 FE R EAE S BT
4% WAL ANPPRT A F A L2 8T LA GED ST A
FEE O REGE L BT ANE BRBEEEL FRE B %
Foa EEL 2 RERBIE Y EZBE30 2L 975 EHREED 4
Frhp2 L TR REF(E S R1213)-

AT LT ERL S R0 4R R e ST R
ARY TR ERY PR OREIAE LG ANTENRTTERE

FREEF LY B b E% Y B - R TAFRY (S E IR

l“‘\ﬂ
E
s
i
Ft
:‘3‘1“'
|k
&
s

E/g_u*m? o 2 5,7_\3'_ o % [ % r‘])@i_\z‘_ A |
(590 gai.ha'> 63 mM)> T p 2018 #4223 p » ¢ 57 &%
A AR LW R ER S T 5 AR 1)

% ERFEA L AT R NART S T
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o 5. 5 o HR4AEE L2 IR MR 2 AL STk ko B

LR 1201847 23 p A ARAPRE 2018570 23 p o

7P rE
ey 2 §5 % (goosegrass, Eleusine indica)
Pk (s Syl i @ 2L e B % (Goosegrass XiDou ; XD)
23 13 50 BRC fR4EE L 2 MRS 180 B 31 5L
(GPS) (23.894612, 120.409277)
EHAEEETE | FFEBRTHEHE ST (590 gai hal > 6.3 mM)

WREEFEF | 2012 F4 0 5 E % 4 %
BHEEZT? AR |- HE vl REASE RTINS o F 2o B

55 Accession XiDou (XD) (£ 55 & i% 25 * Kf ERPEER A A
2 A1-122 B1-9 = #) "B lg X edkie > 3% 510
15+20~25-30 % gedrif Tdpder L3870 LB E

ST R R T AU LT

it
*ﬂ

T A BT REED S AR o bk 4 £ 2

At BT SR 1 T v iE— HAmA o
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*| Goosegrass XD Al Goosegrass XD A2

3->—\
24
1

*| Goosegrass XD A3 Goosegrass XD A4
2 >—\ .
°| Goosegrass XD A5 Goosegrass XD A6
I~ 2
lrp x
S
N
Qx) 0
= °| Goosegrass XD A7 Goosegrass XD A8
s .
ol 5]
*| Goosegrass XD A9 Goosegrass XD A10
2 >—\ AN
*1 Goosegrass XD A1l Goosegrass XD A12

30 o 5

Days after transplanting

o 5 10 15 15 20 25 30

%
J<

Bl 12. s it 2 55 % (goosegrass, Eleusine indica)?. & L JT & %
(goosegrass XD A1-12)% T g8 it » Fdha HHL18 X B Kb §

THE(0-5) 04T A2 FL S EAATETHGE A~ o
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*1 Goosegrass XD B1 1 Goosegrass XD B2

- n ©
1 L L

s1 Goosegrass XD B3 | Goosegrass XD B4

R

- N ©
1 L L

s{ Goosegrass XD B35 1 Goosegrass XD B6

Injury index (0-5)

s | Goosegrass XD B7 Goosegrass XD B8

/

s1 Goosegrass XD B9

Days after transplanting

Bl 13. s fnft 2 5 % (goosegrass, Eleusine indica) 2. & L T & %

(goosegrass XD BI-9)# % 4 Hc S i+ » # b s 54515 = e 4w s § 3

s

il (0-5) <047 A2 ET 5LAFTETHG LA~ -
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e LA L EIFA I B RFZ - 0 1980 BB ERER

e

FivP A B0 K 486 B F ~(Pimentel etal., 1993) > F]pt Fr 49 &

ST LREL AP FR- TR FIBT S A 544 B

(Powles and Yu, 2010) °

ARL AR AT BROTSES Y R TR BRT e

PAROLG G o ARE - AL -7 PV L% = it
RABP T EW 2 S & 2016 £ FME R FS LA

12% > % &% 10 (> }ﬁﬁi’2017)’x$$&d— VEFE RS R0 H

ME B v 2 L] 4 R BB T s B

h

Pl 5 FET e R T A HEF

=

RS R PRCES o

RIS FREE YRR Z 5 Lhal I 1,000 B 0 Bk Egrm vk
Bs 1Lha' 1 600 B - & 1395 k ¥ 844 F2m o2 £ 4 ik
jBRfEEHE > AMI W FAREHE S SLha! I 600 &%
oo RE Ry THF A RAERE S 1 Lhal A 300-440 L(&

FRIZAEHE) AR50 §FFw
51
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FUHEAER B K -

e S LI

7

\+ }H’
=
B
AN
N
-
@
PO
gt

v SS3 L FE A

Juh

«E\

2T RAATRRF AL R P L ERT A4 F i 140,000 f8

PSR A 6 A8 0 Y X% L 4%(Chauhan and
Johnson, 2008) - F]pt 2 §5 3§k 5 & F chw Fl> 7 0B ic @R &
WAFERRFEEBEET AT Rl G R EGY 4

R A B g s Y0 BB RENRS o it

SEF I AR R AU < gt g BB ARY S ART R

Fle g E RS RS L T % e F L (integrated weed
management, IWM)#L4 > e FEf| % 2 o b~ i B~ 2@ M4 o0 33

kip 4l d (Powles er al., 1992) » # & # 418 § 5 8% F it 2
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A E 2 & % (Lolium rigidum Gaud.) (Powles et al., 1996) °

"

-~ E- g
(- ) FABEHLF AT

TR R e S f—“rf’*i" Fubis ) A3 8- H
¥ 8B {E 105" (log-logistic model)(Seefeldt et al., 1995)i& (7 & & F &4
Yo FMET SR BERENE BT g NIR MY o Tedk s s
FE G Tl SEHEBENNEF A > T 42 EDs k&
(FHR7;HE > G T AE) Bt B g4 F 3] 2 EDso #iiE Ap
“f {6 o W18 Fuft dp Bc(resistance index) > I & 3% fic B 2| ¥t A2 &
(resistance level) = 1345 WSSA fiftfe ¥ € & » Fuiddpdic <~ 10 i 3
42 & (high-leveD) 4t » & | 3 10 B 3 K42 & (low-level)Fwi+ (Heap,

2005) -

,JwF

BB RS AW FFESEHEADC1-8)¢ » rF k(s X A
FAT B HE S T FE 0 LAt BAE 0.1 2702 % (0.63 £
126 mM) (kR FFF SZicBE T HF 2 o SR EHE T RIS R G IS

¥y G L gl B 2 EDsoe 175 $FRR 22 g4 4 F 4] 5 1.08mM (101

Bir N B RS P S 1.54~3.02 mM (144 ~ 283

34

ga.i ha')>
gaihal)>) 27 24 8% £ B enDC4 2 DC5 {61 » fubfe B 5 B 14
FEHEN29 B R FEFITE L T ERAHE O REA A S 155
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mM (145 g a.i. ha'l) » FtfE R is ©~ “ér‘. DC2 #h » 2R ¥ E 5 b &
Bk AR S 5.67-9.99 mM (531-936 g a.i. ha!) » A2 & 5 B 1%
¥:13.7-64 % 457 DCl & DC3-8 #7 MARE 2. FAR T Fui (% 6~
7) o

Riemens et al. (2008)F2 3 # > 12 FM E 30 g a.i. ha! g2 & 3 £
(Poa annua) ~ 8 3~ (Echinochloa crusgalli) ~ % (Chenopodium album) -~
3¢ % (Solanum nigrum) ~ & (Panicum miliaceum) ~ #§#.3%" (Elymus repens) >
& B § (Centaurea cyanus) ~ 22 % %(Stellaria media) - ",ﬁ% S RA &P A

UESURE - RIRE AR R b i e 3R SEAR I S

6. 2 HI R EAFAPTRBE Y (320X 0 gy f T I dir i
Flenfudidnfic > S 52 S E R A FHA > DCI-8 4§50 4 2 8 X4

th2 A1 5 Futtdp ik RI= EDsowry/EDsos) ° (EDso & - 3218 45 4 25

)
Biotype EDso (injury index)(mM) P-value Resistance index
S 1.08 +0.09 - -
DC 1 1.76 £0.13 0.329 -
DC 2 1.36 £ 0.11 0.691 -
DC3 1.56 +0.10 0.489 -
DC 4 3.12+0.13 0.007 2.9%
DC5 3.10+ 1.66 0.007 2.9%
DC6 1.64 +£0.23 0.419 -
DC 7 1.54+0.32 0.503 -
DC 8 1.88 +£0.45 0.252 -

*hAB A AT RS F (SR EFLE > P<0.05-
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g’?;’rﬂi{ﬂf% SRRt EX S EME R A 60g 2 300gai hal F
BERGLT 97 PR REE L ARREL SRR E AT
o e A F R L SR A MR R R ERE
590 gad.ha! T v R fER TGS BT LEHG T K

FY 2 RET 8§ (WSSA) ek K AlFil e X 2 %3 4
(International Survey of Herbicide resistant weeds) * I 2019 # 3 * 24
PR EBRY Ry REZRETFET 2 8% 2 % X (Lolium

perenne) ~ #& ~ | 2 % % (Lolium multiflorum) ~ 2/ & 2 % % (Lolium

\\

rigidum) » itz £ S E K Gk p N E ka0 HEBE S

EDso(< #icik 7~ & £) 5 301 gai. ha'! 5 i+ 4 7] Kesang £7 Jerantut

F 7. 4 B FUR A A FARE E {220 % IZQ;}%»:? s S U
shfuftdpdic s S A 2 BT R £ 3] DCI-8 & 71 <+ 2 8 it

4 3 Al18 o Fuid 3 #ic RI= EDsow)/EDsos) ° (EDso & T 328+ 28-4)

Biotype EDso (survival rate)(mM) P-value Resistance index

S 1.55+0.10 - -

DC 1 5.67+0.55 0.022 3.7*

DC2 2.39+0.21 0.619 -

DC3 596 +0.17 0.015 3.8%

DC 4 9.00 £ 0.49 <0.001 5.8%

DCS5 9.99 £3.99 <0.001 6.4%

DC6 7.47 £1.30 0.002 4.8%

DC7 6.40 £ 0.49 0.008 4.1%

DCS8 6.56 = 0.81 0.007 4.2%

SR EGY R FAlpRG BFLE > P<0.05 -
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Pl 5 593 & 2,297 ga.i. ha'! (Jalaludin et al., 2010) > @ #7731 # & Fuit
2.2 3 EDso B 5 936 gai.ha! > 3> 3w g #E 590gai hal > @ B
A * 2 HE 354 gaihal PN EHRE 0 AR EFF T (BEEIEE

Flo R 5 EER o

(=) BRFHEF BA

SR-REHEF e Aris o 8 T dp 2 EDso kg 0 BILEH
% 0.0282mM (6.4 gai.hal) » 3 4a B &£ 0.195mM(44 ga.i. hatl) »
Filtm AR 2. T B F B 4 Filkhs DC2 -~ DC4 -~ DC7 # DCS > 4
EDso /i ** 0.0906-0.1366 mM (20.4-30.8 g a.i. ha'l)’a@‘?ufi;};] $c s 3.2~4.8°
£ ik e 2 EDso 0 BE3 4 0.0258 mM (5.8 g ad. ha') > &
¥ L 3 filtehi DC2-DC7~2 DC8» & 0.4372-0.6654 mM (99.9~150.0
g a.i. hal): a‘?urisfﬁﬁ;:; 16.9~25.8 » =3t 10 fpfRAT R %3 L 5 3
R (L 8~9)

9 WSSA S & T4 p m ¢ & > 3k 443 ACCase inhibitor (acetyl
CoA carboxylase inhibitor) & 3 Fuftenged 3 484 > H ¢ £ 85373
FI6 E B | F A T ACCase inhibitor & § Faliind $
A EAE k& o Fi 4 37 2 A 0.25-16 kg a.i. hat (fluazifop)
b enBE T F% 0 2 H ACCase fit % ¥+ fluazifop & 7 a7 0 1Cso
(half maximal inhibitory concentration) = ** 500 uM (Leach et al., 1995) -
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# {5 Chaetal. (2014)% B8 ke Ty kp = B2 b W2 $ 3 H GRs
(R A K 50%2 A B)T 250-600 gaiha! KE ¥ o if LB
At B AR gL g LT ACCase inhibitor £ F Fufhz £ 85 %
R (A HY R F I (fluazifop-P-butyl) £ § 42dt > B § 4 4pdc2

EDso = 0.668 mM (Lin et al., 2016) » = > *EZ% &3 DC 8 2. 0.1366

FI

mM -

28 2 HIRE A F ARG 1245 2 kip L A (@
Ilengfddpdic» S R 2 S E R 2 £ > DCL-8 2§71 {2 84

A P A s o Fuld 4p #c Rl = EDso(R)/EDso(S) ° (EDso % L 32 E +15 %

Biotype EDso (injury index)(mM) P-value Resistance index
S 0.0282 +0.0089 -
DC 1 0.0050 + 0.0028 0.442
DC 2 0.0906 + 0.0398 0.047 3.2%
DC3 0.0122 £0.0036 0.596
DC 4 0.1058 + 0.0459 0.016 3.8*%
DC 5 0.0071 £+ 0.0009 0.484
DC 6 0.0622 £0.0117 0.264
DC 7 0.1054 + 0.0355 0.016 3.7*
DC 8 0.1366 = 0.0251 0.001 4.8%
% 3

ForEABTRMEA ARG BFAR 0 P<005-
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200, 2 BT IR M A AR R * 15 45 X > kPR A 5 AT T
childdp e S S 2 S X R4 4]0 DCL-8 & 41 ~ # 2 S s

4 44118 % > Fuftdn 3k R1 = EDso(R)/EDso(S) » (EDso 5 T 35 & 152 35

%)
Biotype EDso (survival rate )(mM) P-value Resistance index
S 0.0258 + 0.0055 -
DC1 0.0121 +£0.0011 0.923
DC2 0.4372 +£0.2212 0.008 16.9%*
DC3 0.0143 + 0.0036 0.935
DC 4 0.3023 +0.0763 0.061
DC5 0.0158 = 0.0040 0.943
DC6 0.2007 + 0.0774 0.224
DC7 0.5012 +0.2658 0.003 19.4%*
DC 8 0.6654 + 0.0675 0.001 25.8%*

4 &5 Y

R e BT RS Ay EELR o P<005-

(Z) EREREF BAH

fin

AHFEFFRE2SETDCIS A EHREL ST G EE IS
DCI-8 f& S ¥ EAb R F iR 5 AR > 5 T dplics B 2 L iy 3 4
5 3.1247mM > BEF AR AEL ST 2 1927mM 95 ¥R
1.6-12.8% > @ DC1-8 £ § ¥ 15 Rz L #eik 7~ &£ 5 6.0-433mM -
BEFEOMEBREL S 2 3257mM 0 5 5 e 1.8-13.3% 0 B %

57 DCI-8 4 S5 AR 7 g BAEE 2 bl 7 B D B RACE 42
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WEAELAMZ 20T 55 8 4 1997 #3058 kd TR %
Bl e gg 4f > gk Lomefiley > SRR RL2
85 % Teluk Intan %23 ¥4t £ 84 % 2. LCso (50% lethal concentration ) &
4979 g a.e. ha! » ¥>> Eph % # 57 (Lee and Ngim, 2000) - § % & 7
LNT A RBERAEBEL A BY . 5 ERBEEHE Y 515
B4 il %32 EDso % 491-1,077 ga.e. ha'» 55 % & * g 12 % %% EDso
230-322ga.e.ha'(Ngeral.,2004) « & *+ 32§ 212 1 3 R LB E fuld
2 5% Davao %3 A HEK T 5 E%Y EMAESF EEGT
= » 2 85 % Davao %% GRso 3 227 ga.e.hals & & 3 >t g 1453 GRso
2_ 81 g a.e. ha'!(Kaundun ef al., 2008) -

E2 PRALHELOT M EG FELBEY B A A
T2 HIFFECT RS R R EBEZERRS > R
EFREAHRCFRF WP 22 ST HTEMERTE F FIAHRE
W EmEE? g TG AT 5 1927 mM (3,902 g a.i.
ha'l)2? £ e 7~ A E L 325 .7mM (6595 g ai. ha'l) » % 4 ¥t d A B
86.6mM (1753 gai.ha!) - ¥ ¥ - 3 & > £ 2 (T2 Rz 2 S 4

FA B RRY SFEREESRY > EFEHER o
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2010, £ S EHE 2 A EAEE Y 1530 % 0 kA F Al
BRlenfildinfic> S 3 2 S EHAMRT2Z 2144 #7] > DC1-8 % )
LA A SR AEEET 2 U AR R R Rl =

EDsor)/EDsos) ° (EDso & L 32 B+ %281 )

Biotype EDso (injury index)(mM) P-value Resistance index
S 192.7 + 89.6 - ;
DC 1 53+1.2 0.022 <]*
DC2 74+£22 0.023 <]*
DC3 3609 0.021 <]*
DC 4 3.1+1.0 0.021 <]*
DCS5 33+03 0.022 <]*
DC6 11.5+1.8 0.026 <1*
DC7 24.7+4.7 0.038 <[k
DCS8 9.6+1.6 0.025 <1*

*LABE BT R ML FA G HFLE  P<005-

Zhou et al. (2006)#--k §&(Oryza sativa L.)% £ 2. EPSPS % » < %
& F)(Escherichia coli)® & 7# 3 > 3 3L EPSPS % 106 B =jipsd 3
vk (proline) e % 5 v ¥efk(leucine) & + % & FAH T LM R K B
3B KW EMEZAS RS 70 B 0 TEERE R4 IR
7 P106L % & ¢ EPSPS $>* £45% £ 1 it - Yueral. (2015)% .2
2553 25 EPSPS 'l fFE %8 » A u 5% 102 Bredpid i
biefié (threonine) e % 5 £ ¢ *efik(isoleucine) ~ & % 106 i =ik fa if '=
fi& (proline) < % % 3% & fh(serine) » - EPSPS A F1H » ~ % % 7 7 >
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L M E LR R R 0 FUAER B 2,647 6 0 AT B

EEER BT PR SRR DA 0 R ERE 5 AR

211 2 BT FE B FATEBESY 530 X > Ry EEFTE
Plenfulb i S 3 2 S X AH TR 2 242 53] > DCL-8 4 §)
A ST ARRERET 2 M PR R BRI RIS

EDsor)/EDsos) © (EDso & L 3278 +1& 3% X )

Biotype EDso (survival rate) (mM) P-value Resistance index
S 325.7 £ 146.8 - -

DC1 56+2.5 0.019 <I*

DC2 142+14 0.021 <1*

DC3 6.0+2.7 0.018 <%

DC4 6.6+2.4 0.018 ~1

DCS5 6.6 0.6 0.018 <I*

DC 6 23.2+6.0 0.024 <]*

DC7 43.3 +20.0 0.034 <I*

DC 8 15.6 £3.0 0.021 <I*

“EABEAGERRAPARE HELE  P<005-
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=~ R A

2R f(cross resistance) & FE X ¥ - FEIEH B2 7 B B iE
%fé’fﬂﬂ’"ﬂi‘f’ FAUE e AT () HTFFEEET . Stk
i#]i¢ DC2~ DC7 ~ & DC8 ¥t - RE 5§ A2k 2 Fuft » B3R 4
B+ Bp 3 R &y AFH @ ACCase Frdl# 2 2% Filtigipl > B
MR AERDOEZFFRRET c R A E R
ACCase #r |8 .7 £ 4 2 2 Fulb(% 9~ 4 10) -

K EZR FR A FEA 1970 £ MY HRE AR LR
diclofop-methyl (ACCase inhibitor)$- 4] 2. & & > @ {83t 1980 & X jbrgr

5l » 2 s ACCase #r#]&] > = % FIp p 1985 & % 1996 & & > & ¥7:0

x\i
El-]

g;k

4

*5 * diclofop-methyl {5 > 2R 2 &2 5 iy 412 ¢ & > ¥ ¥ 3
*E%i“,ﬁcf 7 ¥ diclofop-methyl & 3 B A2 ik b Fr H 8 AT
% % * 2. ACCase #r +#|#| (clodinafop ~ fluazifop ~ tralkoxydim -~
sethoxydim)™ & 3 % = $ift(Kotoula-Sykaetal.,2000) - ;= B2 < &5
T4 B IMET 8 ACCase #rd# & 3 = k> d 2+ H ACCase
P2 = BIRAP AT o AN 5 % 1781 Biiiped &9 Rk
(isoleucine)#x % % v "=fi(leucine) ~ 2 % 2078 Bixfpid = * It
(aspartate)zc % % H "=f&(glycine) » & H 43t fenoxaprop ~ clodinafop ~

£ pinoxaden & 3 % R $fd(Petit ef al.,2009) °
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Fitz PR RS ES AR R YA F IR A 2P R
B Pl o AP 5 WA 4 e SRR Y W8 L
S T RES IR LR 4R B Y @?{z@]”,fi’??‘l?é A dedg o s VR R R
FE R S0 R P A B AP oa BE S ERME A
FU 5’% PR TR I A A EHRATY B2 “,f % ) (Beckie
and Tardif, 2012) - 2 & % SLR31 * ¥ % £ %% diclofop-methyl
(ACCase inhibitor) & 7 it &8 5 f £8 g Sk % % (sulfonylureas) ",ﬁ% A
23 2R Fu o 1% 35 C ehchlorsulfuron A2 SLR31 ~ VLR6O(
¥ diclofop-methyl F #uit )£ g 1+ VLRI %3 {5 > % R H 3
chlorsulfuron :# & & ¥ % ** >+ diclofop-methyl 3 #u}t2 VLR6 ~ &

R 1+ VLR *% ¥ (Matthews et al., 1990) °

A o ¥ el

% £ it (multiple resistance) & f2 % 3t 5 A7 I Fulb B 40% &

—««

#| L 4 2 Fift o Jalaludin eral (2010,2014,2017)% § % & & 2 b 43 B »
FRZF B2 2 ST FRE » EBE - & ACCase v #
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(fluazifop, haloxyfop, butroxydim)% 3 % £ #wit o Chuah et al(2010)**
Bho L2 EARFRATAZE STHNART ST 2] 5
T ZFE R 1970 &£ B4 % ¥ v 3 2005 & B 4 e PR
FME o Purba (2013)% W E R R G TERHE N EMES T 2V E
ftbz 2B R BIN S F 26 EN EREES TRV o d
R T ETS LM o 5 S EREEY R R ITY ) n,fj:,ggs. ;
FEREE A RFIEE B T 8 “f Az p YA
B> 4o 3 PR BRI 4 S B RACHAFRE F LI R Bl e ot
g F 4z By s S-## % (glutathione-S-transferase (GST)) Zk 7]
(AmGSTF)# 7 3 fedian @ L3 e ah EF f_\z,_ﬁ‘?l 2% F Fut
TE el 2 ARE P B REE S BN TR B 4 Ao R
(Cummins et al., 2013) o ;R 2./ B 2 & % VLR69 *%3 & 21 & p >
=R A ’?félﬂ?fﬁrﬁi" F#lom R MEI AT Pﬁf%ﬁﬁﬁﬂi'l“,fif
HE G Fu > ¢ 7 & kS I FF41A] C2 47 (chlorotoluron) ~ & & 3L IT
##| C1 #f (atrazine~simazine ~and ametryne)~ ALS #r+##|(chlorsulfuron -
triasulfuron) ~ ACCase #r /| #| (diclofop ~ fluazifop - haloxyfop -
tralkoxydim)(Burnet et al., 1994) > 3% A & 2 & ¥ VLR69 *% ¥ 2
CYP450 H v 3 ﬁz’ii&é&ﬂf Al e 0 REE G S ERM 0 P R

M7 gk CYP450 H 4c 3 fis e #3741 (Preston et al., 1996) -
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2B L e FE L2 T >FHES ERE o A B2 i*nxﬁg,
R AU g 4 R 2 LEEP S AT 2 2 S TR A 5 A B

ZR-REHEHE R T T UG vked o kb kp it A4

4

Ty F2 2835 DCI-8 % - 45 » 434575 %2 EDso > DCI £
DC3-8 /b 7 MARR MBI flt(Fifisz & > RI<10) ¥ 3% % 2
BEEHEhE MR BMI L m DC4~DCT ~ 22 DC8 £
BAER - REFE(RI>10); & DCI-8 ¥ HEME 5 AR - L
L E DC4~DC7 2 DC8 & 7 ¥ BT B k¥ 2 &l o

Fp R EBE R LR g P BRGNS 21.9%

T Hepr Ahl2 RERAT R SRR 2 PR A AR
BIRT Zb)od AR kAN Faeshy B3 B FR A

PR A PR ey - ARFLADEETLFRF LT B

RALAF 5 BRI oo MEPTRN R S AR L A 25

o

H

Dm0 f
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BET  BARE  RAGE 02002 % ¥R A2 ¥ i i8R S -
A L LR B Y EARRE S e

> 25-30 -
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