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Abstract: Field weeds are the main factors affecting crop quality and yield, and chemical weed control
is the primary strategy in modern agricultural production. Acetolactate synthase ( ALS ), also known as
acetohydroxyacid synthase, is the critical enzyme in the biosynthesis of branched amino acids in plants. ALS
inhibitor herbicides are also called ALS herbicides, which inhibit the biosynthesis of branched-chain amino

acids in plants by disturbing the binding of ALS to substrates, achieving the purpose of killing weeds. With
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the widespread application of ALS herbicides in agricultural production, the problem of herbicide residues on

subsequent crops is becoming more and more serious. The impact on crop yield and quality is particularly obvious.

Thus, breeding for cultivars resistant to these herbicides would bring great advantage in effective weed control.

Germplasm resistant to ALS herbicides has been created in a variety of crops through chemical mutagenesis and

natural mutation, and resistant varieties have been successfully developed. In this study, the characteristics, types

and scope of application for ALS herbicides, the resistance mechanism of ALS herbicide-resistant crops, and the

research progress of germplasm creation and utilization of ALS herbicide-resistant crops were reviewed, which

provides a better understanding of crops resistant to ALS herbicides. The innovation of herbicide germplasm

and variety selection can provide reference, and make a simple prediction for the possible development of ALS-

resistant herbicide crops in the future.

Key words: acetolactate synthase; ALS herbicides; crop; development of germplasms
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L EFLER & 1 ( ALS, acetolactate synthase ) ]!
TS BR R LB 15 S R R A AR
Yre vk SR AU 25 2 H bk, H EZAHE 54
AN [FIZ5 K B9 A G W 205 , 43 53] WK s R i 25 ( IMILL,
imidazolinones ). it X2 ( SU, sulfonylureas ).
— s I i P Jl 21 ( TP, triazolopyrimidines ). 1 i
KR JE (PB, pyrimidyl-benzoates ) Flfitfi fit =
FR AL =k il 2 ( SCT, sulfonlyaminocarbonyl-
triazolinones ) ">’ H:Ht IMIT 2 32 %2 5 Al A5 Ik ek 2,
JH R ( Imazethapyr ) 1 H %8 K %% 46 ( Imazamox ),
WK 2 MR 22 TR S H B R — A AR AR
MLEL ( Echinochloa crusgalli (L. ) P. Beauv. ).
W FR( Abutilon theophrasti Medik. ) Fll JZ #%
W ( Amaranthus retroflexus L. ) 45 ; W 4 K 5000 =
LT REHBT R —F A5, SU ZEXF i it Ay
T RERL, MR £, A R i % ( Tribenuron-
methyl ), WE W fiffi % ( Thifensulfuron methyl ). it 1%
it F% ( Amidosulfuron ). “ W% fiff % ( Bensulfuron
methyl ). 3% i [ ( Primisulfuron-methyl ) J fif
W ( Prosulfuron ) 45§ finv, R it f& 1] T 22 28 H By B
—ARE B AR A T 2 A, WA U ( Descurainia

sophia (L. ) Webb. ex Prantl ). 5% ( Capsella bursa-
pastoris (L. ) Medik. ) 55 ; WE Wy fif [ ] T 22 28
K HH B 53 i 2 B AR AR SRS R
( Galium spurium L. ) Y54 ( Veronica polita Fr.)
5 5 Tk s ik B FH T 22 28 HH B I ) b 24 o, % A e ot
R TR G [ T B OK H By Bl —4F AR Bl 2 4R
AR R QBT SRS AE s N W A R 32 2 T R
B B — 41 A= F1 22 4F A= [id] - % B R 95 e, 0 7
( Monochoria vaginalis ( Burm.f. ) C. Presl ), 5 A J55
¥ ( Cyperus difformis L. ) 55508 KA S T
TR BB BRARABLFFE 425, TP 2R A it Ff g
FH%E 22 WA T30S 5 ( Penoxsulam ) X SR fisk B 1
( Florasulam ) 1R B fifi 55t ( Plumetsulam ), Hi i
U e FH T AR H 7 B B T 42 - (Leptochloa
chinensis (L. ) Nees ) DA} —4F A= P45 5B} Fl ] i 2%
B WU FURE Y S ] T A/ N 2 B R A - A R
A i e i P R OK RN K & H B BR R 42 . PB
FIA i Fh A XU ik ( Bispyribac-sodium ) | F% B¢
Ji ik ( Pyribenzoxim ) I % fifi 5 [k ( Pyrithiobac-
sodium ) 45, Ho H BUR ik 32 28 H T HE K R H B
R — 4 A R 22 A7 A 2 B R IR 3~6 I 1 A AL
A R, R R OK VB B ( Cyperus iria L), T4 145
RN 55 5 WE i B kO ) S KRS R B,
BT B B 22 BOR A B A0 [ - 2 R S 00 4 AL
( Paspalum paspaloides ( Michx. ) Scribn. ) % % %5
5 e T S ] R AR B R — AR AR A 2 AR
HERAPRH I B Z 0 i e B, SCT 28 F 25 Fh
5 WE i fif % ( Thiencarbazone-methyl ) F11 5 M4 fiff [
( Flucarbazone ) &5 , JH: rv 8 Jifil fisf [ AT A5 2% 7 % oK
FH AR AR} % R 7] it 22 5L 5 UMl 3 T T/ N A2 T
Xif BY e 4 ( Avena fatua L. ) Pl # W ( Alopecurus
aequalis Sobol. ) SFARAFL A FLHITL /3 - RL 1 B
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60~70 kDa FYREILIEIER 7T 9.5~54 kDa 9757
PR 1Y, BEUE 48 T & S HE 2 MR, 778 T
A 1Y = S TR AH EA H AEARAEE T ik
MY ALS HEALBIASTAT IR, RIVEEAL 431 PR
R & L (R)- B 7L 2 ( AL, acetolactate ) il H
CO,, Fx 5 A A R N 58 2 IR 5 M Ak — 53— PN
PR FIl— 43 2- B TR &5 B (R ) - LB R JE T IR i
( AHB, aceto-hydroxy-butyrate ) fx 24 i 745 2 1R ,
A I e T B IR R vk T ik
SV S A, AN e 2 W5 R ( ThDP,
thiamine diphosphate ), # 2 iR IF204 — #1412 ( FAD,
flavin adenine dinucleotide ) Il -/} 4> J& 1§ F W Bk |
B

FEPIRT ALS ZEBR R = A bibk iy L £ 2
2 . — J& #1845 BT PE ( TSR, target-site resistance ),
RV s 356 PR OGS A6 a5 A SR AR, X I A il X IR
FF ) BORAE TR B, AR B R AR AR BT
( NTSR, non-target-site resistance ), Bl AN #5 % #L 5E [K]
7 5 5EA%  ABATY RE (A 40 A il FH B 500 )5 A0
FE BB A 475 0802 B3 e 550) A WA A e o R A, 3
IR % B0 AR 7 NS AR OB S AE S R
WAL I ( Arabidopsis thaliana (L. ) Heynh. )
ALS K& PR AR N 28 kB2 Fr 51 355 (R IR) ), TSR #
R R TR 5 w2 T AN R i — A3 2 A, B
Alal22 Prol97. Ala205 . Asp376 . Trp574 ., Ser653 LA
o Gly654"°", Hvh 42 18 f% % 19 J2& Pro197 Fl Trp574

RILTRIEAR o FF HL, BRELH 5T Fp S RBT 20
JEH ALS 23k iR 58 A8 o7 5 Rl 2tk g 1. ol
Ala-122-Tyr/Val Z 5E R %€ 78 % SU ZE 1 TP 2R L
FIEA m e, (B IMI 2 5 7530 B Ry, i
Ala-122-Thr Z 5 R 58 8 H U0 IMI 2B B 71 2 A
BB Pro197 5748y Ala ., Arg. Gln. His., Ser.
Tyr 55 G LR P I A o] — Fh#5 23 %F SU 28 A1 TP 2
R HR R B = P, (AR AR R Leu B, A 2348
J%F IMI ZE BR B AT itk . Ser653 24 5 i 28 78 X}
IMI 28 B R 50 LA i pi ik, TrpS574 24 3L R 28 748 %)
SU 25 . IMI ZEFl TP 28 [k B0 48 H AT Kok
1M Ala205 Z PRSP T X i ALS ZEBRE 5
fFebE " AT UL, AR BOR T ALS R
PR e A W 7 o S AN Ak o e 2 L 1R 1)
2, RIRI AR S0 ALS 8BRS A7 A 52 4RI A8 1.
itk SHERPTIEA H, AERAR BT AT REAR FL
P R R R A s ) S R A AR AR
TEARSERRBTIEXT ALS 2EBR R P bE  (HA T &
B, ELA IR ALS FER AR L SE N ( Papaver rhoeas
L. ) AR ALS 28 BR BRI M BUS M AAAE 22 5, )R
FEANHEAT 5878 ALS 4507 3k P A B4 b & X ALS
FBR T A BT, X R SUB A R AR
FRICIE ), Scarabel 45" X IMI 25 [ 25 K H A
JREBARPTPE R B SE AAE 2R AS, By B SU 2Bk
TR P, Fy B0 TP ZEBR B HI e, X Rht
P i 22 B DRI, 76 B vt sk 20 A 35 I e rrg FR R
BHOE R, BAMARON, I 5 ALS HrtESE07 JEE A]
DIFNAEREAR DU I AR, B, JEfE Ryt 22
W AR AR R RE ), BUPE AT REW RF 200 1R,
{E A A BRI 3 411R] TRt (40 (6 2 P450 s
TRl A RS RS B RO S L RS W ) (AR L AN ATP
LERTAB R IS X 4R Bl R
ARG S R ER U AE 107 2 B AR E bR o
S AMER, T DL AESERR BT AT ALS ZEBRE
i 52 P e LA S LA 5 o — PR
A B — i ) o e R A0 45 Ok e, $R 3
— P B HTEE A A SR R s L T,
I g T B I E T i A 5 A4S
TR R A el VS I, A e e B 2 M — iy
RO . ATAER, i ALS RASIRASBR R P EY
PSR 22 BT, T R 2B AR EY
) ALS 2SR B HTHERN B i 5 B AR - T
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JKHE ( Oryza sativa L. ) &4t S i B R
VeI Z — o UTAFR KRG 7= Fr RSk 1) BRI AE ,
A (UHRAER ) e E . e RmAA
AR5 ) 5 Ak, R R KRR A AR K T S B
HAr Mg A4 SRR R 20 R %Y ARMETT
S W 1T R 5 B 0 X AT A R R T
R FH 2 R, IMIT 2 R R 50 LA R 0 %) Bl 3, L
AR AR LU R . QTR T, S5
Prrk SRR, T DA — RIS . AR N BRI
fifi ik £ 15 ( EMS, ethyl methanesulfonate ) 1757 /K ##
rn Fl AS3510 Fh1-, BRI 2, K iR M it M, AELRE , T 16
HAFITE AR , 2255 AR 5 AR T LA ALS 28BR
FCIMI 26, SU 251 PB 25 B as B hikk ", igets
&4 93AS3510, Fifi 5 M FHIZ 28 R 1R TF & H P Rl
IMI KRB A 7K R 5 AP CL121 A CL141, T 2001
AETEE E A B, XK S Rl Cypress i
FAFERERY 7 iR AR B, T 3 i3t 1 29 140 g ai/hm’
LK RIS 2] 12 BRAFTG JE AR B o 7 ANt 32
P f 58 B4 i & PWC16, PWC23 ., CMC29 . CMC31 .
WDC33, WDC37 Al WDC38 3t — 4 0F 5% it 1 %
B 2 05 ISR PR A B PR AR T R T AN
IMI 25 R %258 (9 7K A5 & AP CL161 # XLS, Jf T
2003 4F B Yk #% 2E E %, DNA I %K,
93AS3510 FI PWC16 FEAF K 1) ALS FE K 34 5 2R
FEGRAR | FPEOG BRFL BT, Hor 93AS3510 1Y
2875 & Gly654Glu, T PWC16 [ 28 75 /& Ser653Asn,
PW(C23,CMC29, WDC33 Fl WDC38 i) 8 7% i s,
5 PWC16 #I7'*', Shoba % 5 1o %t 5445 (N22,
Nagina22 ) fi F 47 EMS %48, 75 M, A #E 258 5
3 RR BT AR, B A O 2.5 mL/L BRI 2,
A R O 30 Ak B i 28 % B 1 A Hh B35 TR 4 o) A it
IMI ZEBRFLF K FEE 2 HTM-N22, Hoi P nl fig 2
Gly178Glu 28745 T80, A W AT & i b AL Rl

rh [ F ST N B3 KA SRl 9311 Fh 31T EMS
VA FBR BRI % , A5 2 R R IE AT Fl D164,
JF M 5E HZ 578 5 PWC16 MR 28 28 7 55— 3K,
il HOGE IMI 2R BR B BAG L — T 32, XKk 2
i (1 0 VR B Sl 500 mg/L ', 3 55 RS 9618 Al
LR 1007 2258 DL R 24 R AR B R 2T IML 1Y
S KF 818, HEI ] BB /KRG 5 R SRR R A1
RIRFAN, G5 8RR 5 PWC16 I 5EAR o5

— 3, G K 2 AR BT PR B IR 70 g/hm® P, 4
818 7E 1 VAT g v ¥ L AR VLR R
U R WAL 5 b IX RPAE . Chen 2520 X RIS 35 1
i 4T EMS 5 48, 7E M, Jifi JH] 108 g a.i./hm’ Y
LR B PEAT O 1 , Zead 3 4R 0] 58 53k e 5] 7 3k
I AAAT HA FE BRSNS Ff JTD-001, 7
HI Xt & B, ITD-001 1 ALS FE K 1642~1643 57
I TG 28 AT, G35 Trp574Met E AR 578, Hefi
] 2427 3 e o 2K e o B A T 59% A 2% Y
K I 2, 0 R 0 35 , 3R A5 1 IR P bEFb R R16-4, &%
FELIREAL 5 PWC16 1 28487 15— 2, Prik ki
1500 mL/ hm’,

KRG A D PB 2R 5 B v R G F
FERIA . LA PB 28 o 551 00 ik Sy i 2 7, AT
BN AL R e 3 2 M PitEsh R, 25N
ATG J5 %55 284 (itz R & HE 52728 (G/C ), F B L
A H Z RPN ZRREUR ( GOSA, %R AR I+ ALS
FIEFRIF A GI121A), FEMST PB KBRS 7= A= bt
P ALS-G954 K& A ] FAE K R i e #6410 2 A
0] LAGE A A FIZEAL ) ALS 2878 S 1) il 22 1 ik
Ve, Kawai 2512 K R 40 -5 004 ik AL 97
PG A R AP, 252 & I ALS R &
HEREEAR TR L TR)Y 51 e W5T4L/S6531 %€
A5, PRAEXT Z2 R ALS JERRF BY 22 AT, Hrhxt
PB 2R R BoA e iyt 32 (1 kg ad/hm? ), DA
K FEBCER TR R BRI 1,

22 EX

T 2K ( Zea mays L. ) J&4 5 wr= 1 s AE
Y. e LAY ALS ZEBR I MR ST , i
TR AR, 28 2 RS it , Bk
AR A% 1) 0 R R 2 B R T A e ™
&, I, SR AR K ALS BLEEF T, X T &
KEMGE™EXEE,

BT ALS 25 B B30 E oK 09 A1 ] 4R T 1982 4F,
WF 28 N B 3o 78 5 IMI 0 15 9% JE L 15 558 6 ok 4
Fh A188 x B73 [ AL 17 20 22 v i 5 HH 8 Fifish IMIT
%:XA17.XI112,QJ22.XS40,ZA54 UV18, ACI17
1 QT15, G XA17 F1 X112 Ho kw51 A S gk
b E K S F R, F 1992 4F 78 32 [H 430 & T &
K IR2 FIMI3 2, 2 5, il i EMS 578 [ 52 &
F oK UE9S WAL, UM SRAF AL 46 5 AR A 1 A48
T 2 7E N A JLAD IMI it 32 19 oK A 22 &, XA b
S WAL 0 7 AL BT K G 2 7 AR
FHPO3T XALT X112 5 ALS2 3t [ 58 48 1) i v
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Table 1 Resistant mutants gained from mutations of the ALS gene in rice

. R E R )
M A 818 itk AR .
93AS83510 PWCl6 HTM-N22  JDl64 JTD-001 . ) ) R16-4 Resistant
Character Jinjing 818 Resistant line .
rice cell
AT IRk Tk TeE i€ G/A TG/AT G/A G/C G/A TeE A
Nucleotide change
ASEm AL G654E S653N G178E S653N W574M S653N GI21A S653N  W574L/S6531
Amino-acids change
B FB MFEAL FFAE MTAAL FEAE MR ARSAY IEZiRRE oEdR YL SR
Development method
BB L H U IMI IMI IMI IMI IMI L H U IMI 2 H U

Herbicide resistance

SCHBUHEIEIR A MRS 2 LA L1 ALS ZEBRESHRA P, T 1A

Cross resistance means that the mutant has resistance to more than two ALS herbicides, the same as below

FAEL, T QJ22 1 XS40 NIJE ALST KK 58748 i Hidk
b F o 3 R B, X112 0 5L R g A R 8
Ser653Asn i I 2 FER X, Q122 AT AR {4 2 FRE
i AHIAI Y Ser653 Asn 5848 (v 5, % IMI 2B R BT
Py 30 4% (R TEF AR50, T ) P42 5 XA17
FE[A — P 9 Trp574Leu 578, BEXT ALS 2%
B (IMI, SU, TP PB) F=AE A8 B oM, Hodps ™I

K2 EXRKALS EERIMERTE

FEERELFN PSR 300 £5, X SU 2 B 555 (1 40 1
21000 i DL |18 g8 a8 {1 4 Alal22Thr
ZEA AL BEXT IMI 2B R85 7 7= R TR A2 B ok
GEARRAD, F K A LAE AR R LR 58 AR S R ICT 8532
IT, H: %875 4 Alal55Thr, %F IMI 25 11 PB 2 [4: 5 7]
FEAE, Ly 43 R B AR LAY 7 A A S AL L
KRBT ) B BRI 2

Table 2 Resistant mutants gained from mutations of the ALS gene in maize

ke ZRARMA 1 ZLARIA D

i XA17 X112 Q122 R R ICI 8532 IT
Character Mutant 1 Mutant 2

AT IRk TeE TeE TeE Tk Tk T
Nucleotide change

AAL AL W574L S653N S653N A122T S653N A155T
Amino-acids change

Al B HAETR HAETR HARETR AR EMFAR TEFHAL
Development method

BRF BT A H M IMI IMI IMI IMI IMI, PB

Herbicide resistance

23 IhE

e /N ( Triticum aestivum L. ) BB EL A
YEWIZ — o /INFZ B2 AR 2 o p i 3 15 22 15
FEEE, CH IR R TOKRE ARG, HE A
LI THTFBIBE 1 22 MBRHR . /N2 T 425 B
FRA9 ALS ZEEREEHI4 IMI, SU FIl TP 2[5 7], [
AMIFFEN R H B Z AL 8 ( Sodium azide ) 175748 1k
[E4¢ /N4 Fidel, 7 H 300 g a.i./hm’ [RBKME 2 HRBR T
VEARAS T 4 Bk BU VA bR FS1.FS2 FS3 #l FS4' ¥,
BifiJ5 , 35X 4 BRPT AT AR B ARG B P IMI 28 BR &
FN /N ZE S AP AR IFF 2002 4F 7F € FE R 1k

Pl 0 il EMS 5748 4 /N2 Teal, 3111 40 g ai/
hm? FAEDR IR it ML, REAR , i A 21 6 Fhpie il
2, WP TeallMI 1 5 1A 9A  10A . 11A ., 15A FlI
16A, #—EHF58 LRI, 1A 9A . 10A FI 16A W1
FERLA S 15SA 19 1 ADPet LN 5 FS-4 0248 6 5L
(ALSL-D1 ), % fir % K Imil , 11 A FE7E 09 50 M 3L
(ALSL-B1 ), @i 45 % J Imi2 , ¥ 50 % 52 Imil F1 Imi2
LR B A HB 2 Ser653Asn LR e, 15A 1ER
2 ANHUMEIE N WAy 44 Tmi3 , 220 L DR 20
5 PR R AT L 4 5 /N 22 X IMIT 2B 8 B ) o e
X 2L TealIMI fi 3 B /N2 BUPE S FPTE 2000 4F
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J& LLR i 44 Clearfield 8 *, il 1 Xt 3 K ]
V. /N 2 ity Fh Brookton i H & & Ak &l iE 1735 A,
Lk 400 mg/L % H 5L Bk B ( Imazapic ) Fl 2K %24
(Imazapyr ) B &40 G A, e & 345 Brookton-8 5
AR, DNA FF 41 EE 6 % PR Brookton-8 28 2R K 1) 6D
et ik ALS FEDH b A 0G4 B PRIEERS (1) 58 A8 | 23K
Alal22 Thr 2 5 R 28 4% , 1 17 %5 IMT 2 g 52 5] 7™
A TSR AT A2 P SR, T ALS ZEBR
FIBTTE/NE BT B iR AP B, R A D DL L
NGB B BRI 3.

£3 NEALS EEMAMRTH

Table 3 Resistant mutants gained from mutations of the

ALS gene in wheat

i TeallMI-  TeallMI-

FS4 Brookton-8
Character 15A 11A
R JoEdE B G/A G/A
Nucleotide change
HIERRAEL S653N  S653N.  S653N A122T
Amino-acids change ToE G
BB L 7 A U 7 AR U 7 A L e 74
Development method
BREERI U IMI IMI IMI IMI

Herbicide resistance

3 HEMEMRHUERREIE S EMA A

3.1 jHm3E
W13 ( Brassica napus L. ) 2= 55— R RHME
P T SRR 7 R B A R B AR S B
SRR H A TR ST IR, X 22 B i
I Cn ALS 28 ) HA SO, Yl S 2 77 vhoxd i i 22
TR AR SEIAL 2= B B, A e L R, A
ALS ZEHTHEIH SR T |5 & AR R BT S RIS
A A EEE L

FE] AP X ALS 2 B 50 70 Bt P T = B AT 9 A A
Swanson 25 YR HE T 38 1 /N T AR 3RS
IMI KR BRI MFP BT PM1 A PM2, PMI1 2 ALSI
FER 78 3019 Ser653Asn & IR 28 7F , X IMI 2%
Bk R LA — P, X R 2 K TR 1 T 1
ik 50 g a.i/hm’, T PM2 J2& ALS3 5 PH 58 7% G B iy
Trp574Leu 24 R 5745 , Xof WK M 2, 08 2 110 70 1 e
5 300 g a.i/hm’, X SU 2 B 52 5 47 78 58 BB ok
A G AR [ sf H BLAE S S H Es, XE IMIT 2 B 5
{OE 7R Gt SR BN [ A SRR WY BN 3
FRIHSE R Z S8t PMI1 AT PM2 R A 35 i A, 40

TENINEE R 1Z Fh#E Y Smart Canola,

P B RN TR TE B BT ALS B B35 3 S Fh
Ji MO P, B T R A R, ALST BN 5
FAY Ser653Asn & FE iR 58 A%, X IMI 28 [ 7 57 H
AL — Pk, XEBRIE 2 HH TR 1 401 VB e i 1l 3k
400 mg/L '**', Fifi J5 38 i EMS 5 5 A ] T SU 2%
s B0 30 4 M T S B MI342 YT i A3 A ALS3
3 [N 1 Trp574Leu & % MR % 8%, Li% ! @
ik EMS 548 i 156 48 45 28 A8 IR M45, H 5 AR 7 5
ALS3 ) Pro197Ser % & I 5 e, % A fst [ 114 i 1k
VB 2.5 mg/L, FIFH [RIREJ7 5, PNIF IR 2500 4t
T3 RRPUIE AR IR K1 K4 K5, XF A B A 3t
e ol 6 mg/L, H: K1 K4 1 =278 5 M45
[\, 1 K5 J2& ALSI i) Pro197Ser 44 it B2 %5 #h, 2=
N ZE Y S AR UM RN BT 12WH318, 285 5E BT
PEAL A5 5 MO A ], Xk B35 bk 0 0 0 e ik B 3k
240 mg/L. Guo 45" Fi| 138 1 475 748 345 1 Hi ik A
JiT PN19 Fil M342 & R AT T =t SU 24k
FORIFPTE SN, v B B m Al VR B 1Y) 16
¥, SR N ALST F1 ALS3 FEH & 1 Tip574Leu
IR, 3T 5 EMS 574, Guo %1 iR 4k
13 T UM T DS3, Btk ik BE 2 b5 5 5 7 0 v
FER) 12~16 15, 5872857 55,53 3R ALST () Pro197Leu
F1 ALS3 1) Trp574Leu LM, DL L ax sedik
T AR TR LA AR A, Syl b AR A
H AT, LA Al B2 Be A BT R BT SN 2 L)
BB AR S BB FL S R T R101,
W6 I SRR T AN R R201 Y AR R TR AR A
IR R B, T R101 BT A K 3k =P
7 7R BN FE SRR A 1 A SR A A=
77 LA ISR ERR T Y B BRI 4,
32 K=

K = ( Glycine max (L. ) Merr. ) F1 il 3¢ — ¥£
JE XU MR, XA 28 ALS 28 B R U, B %
- FEVEY B BR B R B T B0 B A, (H
TR AT D GH AR 35 IMI, T8 7 A ] IMI 4 e A
Ji, 20 2 80 AR AT, MEFBEFTE A BN K
fi Pt Williams 82 EMS 175 4% J&5 ffi FH| 100 pg/L 11 5
TR T e 30 A5 TR G R W20, 2826 5 X} SU 2%
I ) R B0 o R P Az M X R bl 4 Sk
e 0 M AT A B[R] AlsT 5848 BT 5 B0 Pro197Ser 24
BRI, 20 4D 80 4EACS I, b AR
BRI T2 R W20 K55, IET 90 4EAL
WA LARG ML AL & A STS FEJL SE ARG 55 12 F AL,
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Table 4 Resistant mutants gained from mutations of the ALS gene in rapeseed

FEE

' PM1  PM2 M9 M342 M45 K1 K4 K5 12WH318 PNI9 5N DS3
Character

At G/A G/IT G/A G/T C/T C/T C/T C/T G/A G/T G/T.G/T C/T.G/T
Nucleotide

change

AL S653N WS574L S653N W574L P197S  P197S  P197S  P197S  S653N  W574L  W574L.  PI97L.
Amino-acids W574L W574L
change

BT B METF MET ARRAE FITAEAE ATAAE RS AT R rsE REdE RS M AR AR
Development 54 AR

method

BREFRPLE IMI IMI, IMI SU SU SU SU SU IMI SU SU SU
Herbicide SU

resistance

11 BTK323STS, A3 X%F SU 2 55 F 7 T 58 (1 Bt
PR, X W20 4756 2 #1578, L0k ARk AS Wa-4,
W20 Xt SU EBRFEFIFTHET 58 (>70 g a.i/hm’ Y
AR )T, AR RN, Wa-4 Pk 2 kR
PSS L Als] 5 Als2 #5554, 43 %128 Pro197Ser
Trp574Leu 28 3L R4 Ir 8, W90 B3R, 31X 2 4
SRAFA AT PR R) AT HRE K X ALS 2R B A T 27
PESSL DU R AT B BRI S,
®S5 AEALS EEMAMERTH

Table 5 Resistant mutants gained from mutations of the

ALS gene in soybean

HEHE

N W20 W4-4
Character

B m /T C/IT.G/T
Nucleotide change
B P197S P197S.W574L
Amino-acids change
BT FhFif7E FF 548
Development method

FRERIHLIE SU su

Herbicide resistance

33 [@HEZE

] H %% ( Helianthus annuus L. ) 52 5 2 ) IHBHE
Wz —, SR A 34~ ALS Ty g 3k A, B Alst]
AISI2 F1AISI3™, BIERGH IE, AT XA/ NG
ME— & I REIE I 5 AR 1) H 28 ELA BR BRI 1
PR BR, ERRAE R BRFNARAS T 22 NP R
SR AlslI-1 . Alsl1-2  AlslI-3 . Alsl1-4. [a] H ZEX}
ALS Z5B3 w5 H AR, 4083 1 it P A0 2 %o =

AR, H 532 5 B B R 255 . Rt A6l
PO T ] 2 X 83 e 551 R 1 A 0 e T Bt
Z—

FE AMNIF5E B AE 2000 4F 26 47 5 & AT ALS
IR ) B B G B A ) HZE RO
WRUE RO BT ER S A B HE R R,
TF% T IMI A SU 26 HiEfh Ff . 45— ARl Ak
1) IMI 28 o B 551 it 52 b PP R U5 5 3R Imiisun,
H Alsli-1 36H A4 T Ala205Val 2368, ff
HOGF IMI BRI AT T, Ze 52 i T 2004
AETE S5 [ AT AR AR AT A EHE T B S
EMS Ff 117525 i il H Bt TMT ZEB5% 55 5 & CLHA-
Plus, HPt IR T Alsi1-3 LR Y Alal22Thr ZIEERES
e, Xt B K SR PERRE N 200 g ai/hm’ @ {H
AT AL R . Kolkman 2515 5 5 H 58 AR (A 4
B AHASL-2 JT 32 £ T AFTE Prol97Leu 1Y 2 HE M
e, HAT 7K1 SU Ptk %o A hes e i fo e 2 15
100 g a.i/hm’, HHA /K F A9 IMI T TP Hidk. M
B AR AE B A= 1] H 2% o & HRE IMIT AT SU 28R H5)
F BT AZ ) RW-B 5 R, Pl AlslI-4 1) Trp574Leu
5878 I B, A SU 26 Ik B (24 g ai/hm” P Tt
i ik [ . 25 g a.i/hm’ G fiff B A1 100 g ai/hm’ 4 1%
il J )L IMIT 2 [ #5351 ( 100 g aui/hm’® HY 480 K 5 40
100 g a.i./hm’® H FE K #0400 2L & 160 g a.i./hm® il
320 g a.i/hm’ B9 K HAH ), PB Z5BR# 5] ( 80 g a.i/hm’
XU TE A ) TP 2R BR AL (67 g ai/hm’ S8 fiff B
JHie ) Kb BER, #B e B KB, (H M R 52 R
AR . DL 1) H 2SRl T G 25 BRI
# 6.
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Table 6 Resistant mutants gained from mutations of the ALS gene in sunflower

AHASL-2 Ji5¢ %

Character misun AHASL-2 inbred lines CLHA-Plus RW-B
BEAF R 2SIk Nucleotide change C/T /T G/A G/T
IR b Amino-acids change A205V P197S A122T W574L

A1 Bt Development method EP/S %S [EP/NRGS i [ SR8 AR
3P0 Herbicide resistance IMI IMI, SU, TP IMI IMI, SU., TP . PB

4 Hft{ErsmEa R s S8 A

BR T FEOREFHEMEY) , HoAdAE 9 bt e R
T ALS RAZIHTIERN S, A& S ( Cicer arietinum
L.). &= ( Beta vulgaris L.) JH% ( Nicotiana
tabacum L. ) | K3 1€ ( Gossypium hirsutum L. ), & %%
% ( Solanum tuberosum L. ). K7 ( Hordeum vulgare
L)%, PRdRiE, M G 2 AUk s Al CDC Alma
F1 CDC Cory #B/& ALST FEFZA5 5 Ala205Val
LR AL, 5 ) H 2% Imisun (19 58 48 — 2, fig %t
IMI 25 05 (30 g ai/hm®) P2 A i 2007 it
% 5% A8 A Sir-13 & 1 [n] H 2§ CLHA-Plus A [A] 1
Alal22Thr 28748 , AV %] IMI 25 [ 25 50 T 52 ( 1, 2 55
ALY 40 4% ), T2 ARKR Sur J& FIIHEE M45 A1 1R 1Y
Pro197Ser 2278 , % SU 2 Al TP 2K [k B I #8 fig 7= 2E
it 32 1 (I, 3 B2 A= ) 1000 £5 A1 50 4% ), HAR
AEXT IMI = AT 52 . R0, Bl S 28 A8 14 93R30B
[ B EL A Sir-13 A1 Sur B9 4% 14, 3F H X IMI 25 SU
JS TP 2 B 5 50 # HAT 28 B AT (L, 40 ) 2 B
A 1 (#1000 35 . 4300 £ F1 200 /%) 2% B
B T ORI TSNS SR BT R KS-43, % IMI
J5.SU 25 PB 2l TP 28 bk B 57 35 A 38 BB ok
(Lsy 43 1) 2 B9 25 R0 A 118 435 . 520 1% . 188 135 Hi1 433
) 1% A, I BT A R S A A 5l S4
F1 SU-27D5, H: i SU-27D5 Y 98 7% 5 Fit 3% Sur —
e, AT IMI 2SI SU 2 Bk B0 7 47 78 28 B0 (I
23 Wi JE B A A 150 435 A0 50~785 A ) 0T A
ZRAF PR DO-2 XiF IMI 281 PB 2 [ 10551 26 80 ) 5 v
(BT (L5, 43 591 J2 B A= A9 19 2000 7% F1 4000 £ A
) X SU ZEFN TP 23R 50551 (1) T 32 1 A R A1
(L5 43 ) J2: B A= A9 1) 80 %5 F1 90 % /2 47 ), 1M PS-3
XF TP 2 SU BRI H il —Ff (BEMMiRE ) HA
e U PE (L, 43 5102 55 A2 59 1000~2000 £% 1 1500
£ ), fEXF IMI 261 PB JE HA AR (1, 4 512
WPAE B 12 A5 A0 13 4% ) CO Y A SR N R g
T A SR AR 1 45 (20 pg/L A ) A5 R AR K

CRO6 Fll CR27, H:H CRO6 %8 78 v 5 5 Fit 3¢ Sur —
2, 1 CR27 M| & Trp574Arg 58748 (HAR ™™ 4= T SU
KERFRIBUE . XK S Al Bob #E17 B R AL
VAN 34.7 g ad/hm® HER BRI , 75331 IMIT Bt
Mg AR, Foge AR fir 4 57K B PWC16 —8( ",
SR AER ZH0/E Y T L it AN ) 578 207
B NG e Ty = S N NS SR
oI W & BTE AR R A AR R AS [R) 2 A5 437 4
[ AFAEPUPERON 122 5. e PRI, 5 B2
FA FHUEHE DA LU , 3% SEVED BT PE IR K 22 1
KRIEAT R AR PTHE R TT & 5 0 B & R A
FAE A TG Ze it — IR FITAL

5 ERTIREM

FIH AR 5278 B Ak 2517528 R ARAR BT R H 50 o
SR B BRI /N (H [ SR 58 AR WRAIC Bt
22, BRI, 5 SRR, (b5 B AR
FMEEEE NN T ARAG P2 AR K S B R i I RCR (5
PR GEAR R HILAY , — P R 20 RIS i e
YT A REARAT HA B FA HANEL A Fh BTl L A

I AR | ASNEGT I SE R B R
FIVED B R EORNE 2 — o SR, S 5L Y ™ S e
B A I RN A W2 4 5 7 T R Iy B
A RIS AS (5 &, P EE BRI T 4% SR BT A E S a4
JSEFH T AR SR, 5 DR 4 R B R R Bl CRISPR/
Cas9 /)P K 8 Ay fiff DR 2 5 DR IS FH P8 M Ay R Ay
BB WS E I IR A 3 R g R AR ALS 26
PREFIPTHEFI T, 51850 B R R AR b #54
AH L, 35 PR g 2 R BENIORS o L =i A FR AR G A b
JEAE A T3 AT AEAE S 18, AE AR AL B 1) 7 JE (R
VER, Fr iU/ B oy B A 2 . BRI, 5%
45 75 Y AH b, CRISPR/Cas9 $% A 15 48y 41 55 1 45
B, BE AT P B R e o a6 N G ALS FE A
A7 A BT 2, DT AT DK ST B B0 PR B e 1)
KD A B AR WAL B B b, I Li 7
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# CT-nCas9 i 4844 ( Pro197Ser ), il i A AT A
oK A ZE £ B73 (AR BT, 5635 13.8%, Ptk
BN S I, BRI R G A (A S R R B SR A R
FHHRE (G 5 435, 12 DR 58 725 (A B 1 2 4 e 1 P e
JE 19 15 45, BHAb AR 2R R 2 50, Sun 2517
P T 415 2 4 sgRNA FI Cas9 (1 2 AA, 1) 7Kk
e ALS A [F] B 5] AT 2 A~ %8428 (Trp574Leu.,
Ser6531le ), 2 Ji i b ki F 2% ¥ 2k Ak T A @4l
20,75 5 M7 FH 100 umol/L BB ik , P/ b bk 26
PRIE &, P AR B4 AE T, Wu 2577 ) i s e
Bl AR C-T 1955878 (Pro197Ser ) 51 AJHISE
ALST JEH 3l 33 AT TR AL IR AT SU 2KBR R Bk
GRARA A AR R 40 R X R 2 B 2 3]
710 mg/L F1 15 mg/L, Cheng %' ™ #~r i HF & T
A3A-PBE R4, REA R R i 3 A0 Bl 3% C F5 40 h
T, i A K ( Pro197Phe ) 7 200 mg/L 4 fiff 4 b B
TAERKIES o 8 5L g AR T DU PR AR AR
B R BT TR (L e 5 AR MR AR T 1 7 Ml Ak
B _EARSRAFAE R PR ], 5L R i & A R
W32 BV HR =AU, VR 75 S BREG L R A
Yy A AN ) B RAAFAE R DL

e, 22 B0 3 PR ) v A e e v 1A
oAz SE R g iR AR R A 16, (ARG SLREY)
AP EIASZ BRI, BB A A2 . BRI, Z8UEY)
(P ALS PR FERISE R 52 I BR AR =AU, Bl
A0 07 FH 75 B AN AR I ) R = A ) 2, 2548 T
FA A, BT LU S BIHEAE A 3 AR AU R
SEILDRIBT ALS 55 5 Wy ol TR 5 i e —
“FlET FBE.

6 NESRE

PUIGR T P S5 B o 200 o 5 A0F 2 i 21
(9, R A DTN i o S5 B R 245 5 o R BT
POV AERZR T AT BL. ALS ZRERHE I B30
R RE AP AU )2 W HT, FE T ALS 2 R % 5)]
VRV o i 1 25 R0 T BOgoA Wr il . filan, 40
WFFE N G I B R/ ML T AR ARG S AL
FEAARAT I /INZE HUKAS AEA AL FAF I KL
LN HARGEAZREF (1) H 28, SR Se i PR B R 245
CAN TR E R BEG, —LEit A
I ARTF KA ALS 2EBREIRY) , e ™ 0l
IR R TR LD A A ) L Sk
FRE R Z I BEA R SEPRI . STAFK, BEE
B TR Gt B B A ) R, — ST 5 ) T BB RE NS 1 2

HARTE T 0 ALS ZEBRFFRIVEY) 22 AR 4K, il it SU
AN IMI 28 (/22 HE SU KR E ok A
A T4 fE S B T T (R 2 A
OARE A R fa SR ABIESR

YT, ALS 1 52 BR FE5R (4 IMI 28 A1 SU 2
TE K KAE INEZ ) H S AR AR A 7= 8
R)IZ KR PR R A STt LU AR A . SR,
HABIET R ALS 2 bR FE5 G004 A 5T 0 A1 il 203
G2, EAR IMI 2SR SU 2B B 551 (0l A R FAAIG
TR fEHE R BRI s A 2k
Kbt B . 2450 kI 150
FiEA ALS ZEBRFFIBTIE R 245, Q0 WAEY) H 4%
B T a5 mEd I &S ALS JkRE
FIE B [ BT S Fh - 5 B I ALS 2R EE
FEe A fel SR AT LA B T 2% it ALS J5BR 557
YUk A, QKA FE £tk ( Pyrasulfotole ) 5
FRIRB FAEY h HEAT R i 2% ST B, AT AT 808 il
ALS KRR HTPELS L AR 2
A DA R ol FH 05 AR ) A PEBR R R s T
BRI T AT R . MR T IR FPE AR AL
I 2 2 ] T 4 o~ Y 5 46 T (1) 4 B it 0 T
B, LI ORBT ALS SRR FRIE W A1 ] 0 AT 2Lk
ALS BB 1 R fif ] S5k B 3 25 52 W i A
Y b S P, 51k - A YR R R AR b,
Hh iR Ry P R R IMIT R B, A g 2 B
SEIK SRR PR o i, e A T R AR
ALK 2~3 4F W By X e A UBAE Y /N ZZ iR A
G REUT R AR Z R ALS
SRR LA R AL A (B BRI A Pk £ otdk
BAMERAEY R BRI A A - A B 1
WARTT R o FEBLE B A B R A O e
GRARN RN R IR L, A B AL R G A AR
FEREIR T AR AR A Z ook i BR B R 5 S hi e
PR B4 b BT U I T AT AL A Zhang 45
JHL W i 35 g 6 2 ) S AR /N7 SRR R AR 199 1)
TaALS 5% TuACCase J£ [H, 7= 4= T %F SU 28 | IMI 2§
BT AR AN IR B B A Lk s Ak,
B ] TaALS B2 R P174 7 15 77 A2 Bk 9 28
RE W% X IR e i B 7= AR Pk . ¥ Im] TaALS FE[H P174
HT G631 A T ARAT (1) ZE AR (AT FH (1) £ FH 751) 2 1) FHY K
WA AR R P e P 2 8 3~5 £ LAk, #L ] TaACCase
FER A1992 7 550 7™ A= (1) 5 A8 A X R s R R e 81
e, Kuang %5557 P BB L 4 48 HE RS9
FE P R R AR R, TR 4 A FAR B ok
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