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Abstract

The use of herbicides is an effective method to eradicate weeds in crop fields, among which the
herbicides targeted by acetolactate synthetase (ALS) are of great value in weed control. In this
paper, research progress of the structure of acetolactate synthetase, the types of ALS inhibitor
herbicides, the mechanism of herbicide resistance, and crops of herbicide resistant to ALS inhibi-
tors were summarized.
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1. 5|

] R b 5 ) e ) S A R AR AR P 2 TR AL . R R T A R R AL BR B R
VEV) H A () S 1 2% B DL S AE 53 R AR B2 B SRR S o3 AL 2 B, Gyl =i R ) BT A T S A BLRE
JKFE H AR RRI 7oK A, N I 2R L 2 S TE T Al . R T AR HOX — 1, LR LR & B (ALS)
ORI 7] 288 70 B 50 FF R 4k e R R RIS (S o 2Tk LR A F B (AL S) F 1 7 5 B AR LA k. R
W AR N B R AR A SR FLIR A R (ALS) 7R BR B 2 BT LUK N B
492 RN Bk FL IR £ U (acetolactate synthetase, ALS, EC 2.2.1.6) 52 W 78R MM A W44 9 Ak S e o 0
FR(EIR . RN R R) & e DRI R 2 1) 5535 X ALS UL ALS 811752 Bk B 770 0 A T A
T, B TR ERENE T LM FLIR & B IR S5 44 . ALS HIHI 28R B FIFP S BRI PPN BT ALS
77 2 B BEAE P LA R AR 5 et PRI 52 30 i

FH ] 244 e 71 B R 0 A 47 7= R 0, FH BR 70 97 ok FE R 8 B A T B IR R B R B 2,
Hr i K —K 02 CBEFLIR & B AN i) R BRBL7R),  #EbRA2 £ FLER & 15 (acetolactate synthase, ALS).
ALS JESCHERFER G M AMR . AR R A R) S, NAREEMAEY AN, ARSI
WAIELE, DR G 2 BRAR R BR B U REAREE, X ALS 2544, ALS HMFIRT A . ALS #0HI7/E AL SR 78 A
2o MG TE 7 AE AR F SAEYIAR S 10 ML AL BT, i =% HH ) B AR ST SR BLRE, /KRG H Y
BB ORFE, INEHIREMILERLE, WRBRE A R T IR BRI C kb Rt e . BRI
WEN GOl B AR K T IR RIEY), A3 BR R0 A T sk PR E DA T e 0 Ak S . 283 1T EEEAE
T OBRALRR A BRI S5 R ALS ISR EFIAN S PUBRE RPN . HTALS H ISR AR
WA B AR S 5 I S S

2. ZEABRS RESHIERA

Umbarger /& Z Bt AL & B 10 R I E AR 7E R AT B R I S B FLRG & B ), LB 7E SCRE R
B A s R IR, B M S BELRRAE A B BRI B[ 1] o 126 2 L A P R R A 1l 2 R L
B, SCE AR 2-F0 T R AR il 2- L FE-2- 2 3L TR, X WA= M ik — R N 2 g BT 3k
R FER . A 3 MAAT GBS B R 7 —— 3 RS % 12 (flavin adenine dinucleotide, FAD).
FEB M 2 (thiamine pyrophosphate, TPP)FH 1 A~ i & J& &5 T [2] K 4ERF ALS & 1% . TPP 7E ALS 461
SN RN 1 AN ALS S84 1 8 AR RE 2, 36-TPP, 35 & IR (FAD)FE ALS 2 5 AL [ M
Wi, BRI AR IEFE 2 3E-TPP A= FAL[3]; ALS [F—Seikii TPP HIBE—FE, HFE 1 ANEEE
TG MZ HIAHBI[4]. LA ALS NHERR BRIV A T ek, 755 B R A Rz, 33— B AS 4H
FFI AR A BEE B)), A5 kdiAEK S305E, BReZIR BIR BB H I [5]
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2.1. ZERFLBR A RERH R ELH

ZAER, MI—HBUIT OBAREG MO, EHME. JE. 8K, Eh e kLM ALS
fitg. KBATEE 1 ALS B P A E A KBS NI [6], B — IR A ARG 1
ALS @R 5B AV ALS @R ARRRIX Al 108 T B ED IREREN ALS SR g iy £ 2
ARk, 297 FAD. 2401 TPP. 24 Mg®*. 3 MNBERRKE. 2 A KYLL & 325 NG5 /K [7] 40 %

2.2.1. EHFEMEHIDEAESY

FAZ AW RE ALS &R (1R AN BRI L4 o 25 K4 35(85-269) 5 45 #4438 (28-458) il y 45143 (473-643) [8]
X 3G, WA 1. BRSSO X AR 2 A o BBIRASHIIRAN 2 A y B AR, T B AL TR
i, EEHTRE RBIRS A A9,

o AT 45 H

Figure 1. Monomeric structure of ALS crystal of yeast [10]
1. B2} ALS @iy B ik EE49[10]

FAZAEYIEE R ALS SR FETERAIA 2 4, 31X 2 ANEVESALAL T B (A B, AR AN S R AL
A A B B LR AR R [11] o 17 TPP HRNE 2 AN HRTE MRS g il FLAEBERRE N 5, 85
BT UAR p S M a5 M S S B BR AR A FAE Y, B L FE B ER AR b i) 48U 7 F0 His500. Asp550.
Ser552 1 Asn577 HIM%E R 18] &2 GInd99, His500, Ala551 Al Ser552 fit) &4k JF 1A (A 5. TPP (W
SERYRI—ANBAR ) Tyrl13. Gly115. Glu139. Thrl62 1 Prol65, % — k[ Met525 Fll Met555 LLTEfE4E
JIHHEAEH, W 2.

MXF ALS ShARgE M 7o b, FA1EEn T SO AL B, T T ALS SIRMImMsi &, A
ALS SR s R R T YN, RIS ALS 5 LD ALS NEERRBRERISC RIT T At

2.2.2. ALS ZFE#RF3

FAE EM2E 70, 80 4EAX, BIEZRATS AR ALS ZEH O FELIRT L. Lawther Z[12] B 56 7E
KA v Hh s e 1) ALS £:[R . B 5 Falco S5 [13]7ERERE - H R DL st BE S 7 I ALS JE[K. 5% [E Rl
KA T RERE S 0T SRR ALS 258, B EATNIE, W7E GenBank H4# & %5 ALS F:A
KIZHIR . [ERRTH) K NE ARG R 2L ET%, BMEDKIET 50 MRFEMADFE, HZ L
B, B, ERAE, Hh e s KRB ALS JEE(E R @i JUERRFTE, A IR E 4 Fh
ALS E:RH TEIRNMT i, — NMEVEF TREZIEZ N5 ALS B [RIEPEAR s 1R R, (EAS R A
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RIS EA ThAE[13]. ANFEIFZ 8] ALS JEF 751 2 7 LUEOK, 4% BB ILP 51 EL B AR L R AR kg 3L 4 R
RSEAD AN SRR E AW IEY) . B — R R HEERRT 5 AU L R, 8 HTE 60%/4 45
SRR R, BT HAZ BB ALS ZERT T ELRE R . Ehise 3. AERERHARN RAEEE 1 MR
THRER) ALS 2[R [13], BERRRBOAN SR, P AT 5 B REI ALS 2[R, 2 J5 ik 2R R
BE, KA R SRR R R A SRR N S A, AR IE S T AR N ) ALS SRR [14]. LRI ALS
SRR R BN o P B A A BB S, AT IR AR S e AR AE VR Y ALS 255 BRI AL T AR OK I 7 15
ML, AT R AR il R AR AR ALS JE R TS AW R N, Wiersma 55 [15] LI FE I+ 1) ALS ZEPRIE R
BEF, @i Southern 24X MM 25 & @I Z AN ALS JE[H, RILZWFEAE—N LA LK) ALS 3EFH . 2
T W[ L6189 T2 A B2 5 Jad MU Ao [ 60 it o (6] 1) ALS BRI AEAE B V2 (8% AR e

E139

Figure 2. Cofactor binding site [3]
Bl 2. WETFEEIL3]

3. PA ALS AEBERRIBRE TR

FIAF T 20 tt2d 70 FARDIIFR 15 1 MR ARSE 2B ALBR & I Bg H0 ] 71) SR, X — FHARLE
i B 7 R B A N o R 1) R rp LA O S A P R T 1 P i o 12 S R B R B T T R R
AWECT AR AL B L5 . ORI RBRE AL SRR RS MRS IS, YIS
i, FTRATT R LA ALS J93ERR I R BRI RN 2 JE BR BRI R 2R 71 . HATEL ALS EERRHRR B 32
A 1# B IR 2% (Sulfonylureas, SUs) . BK M W fl{ 2% (imidazolinones, IMIs) . B g /K # IR 28
(pyrimidinylsalicylidacids, PTB). =M Jf g 35 (triazolopyrimidines, TPs). fiff ik fize J B 5% = me nbk i 2%
(sulfonylaminocarbonyltriazolinones, SCT).

3.1. BLALS HEBFREIBRE ISR

3.1.1. WREEARE
FETBE AR S R B R AE BN 70 ARt SE IR A J] e S BREIT A o i RBR R 22 S5 4 b i ik
My J5dk. ZRIA(E ) =ANER AR, IX =SB T TR R TR A E AR B AR S BB AR AT .
it FUR 2K o B 70 P FOR SIS ok B 77 AN DT R 21 2008 4Rk, A ERIC IS 18 123670, FZEMah A
WA Lo it HATR UL, BEMEIRSER SRR I 1 o5 4 1 i, Hp AL f A OCEA 40 A, T HAS
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W IR BUL A 2 MR U W o BT SRR BT A R B ARSI BB IR SRR JRIR . X B Y
MBI 80T — R VBT FR I TF A [18] o e 2= ZE (08 i PR B ELFE B P R e . PR IR P IR e e o DA %
ZRPERERE, S 1K 11145 (B E 1L 22 BT )R =5 R R (S R A T R) S . SRR E A 17—
ST R RIS R 0], 3K oA )0, 5 P e i o (OB T 1 P e o) L, s T T T B s i o (i K
St R A WL IR [19].

X
T 9 N
S—NH—C—NH N
I \
(@] N
3t Wi sk Y

Figure 3. Molecular structure diagram of sulfonylurea herbicides [17]

B 3. BEtAREFRE D FREBE([LT7]

Table 1. Main varieties of sulfonylurea herbicides [17]

=1 AR ERMREF R EZRM[L7]

[FR=R] HEHI(123I0) T RLRAER i i 715 (g a.i/hm?)
o s i 1.85 1991 EK 40~60
s T 1.40 1984 K G 30~45
FR B 1.40 1984 INFE 10~15
TR ik 1.05 1991 ES/S 5~15
T R T B 1.00 2001 INEE 10~20
IEE ) itk i 0.85 1985 N 18~36
KT R 0.75 1985 N 10~20
S 0.70 1985 NG 15~22
FH P e ik o 0.69 2002 Tk 30~45
B it fre Tk P 0.65 2002 N 12~17
b s it [ 0.65 1990 IKF 25~30
Tl ok s e 0.50 1997 N 10~35
S 0.45 1992 HSEAE S 10~25
SmRE 0.40 1982 g 10~30
P 3 ik 0.40 1982 Aefth . Fith 5~50
T s i 0.35 1990 INEL Tk 25~30
PR AR I ik [ 0.35 1996 KE 60~90
AR L s it o <0.30 1993 KFG. BEFE 30~100
S I s T <0.30 1994 KAE FoK. HIE 70~90
BNTS[ <0.30 1997 IKFG. LI 25~50
i I T e <0.30 1989 LY 30~90
T <0.30 1988 KE. Bk 10~40
D] e s i o <0.30 1997 TR 20~25
R <0.30 1996 B S 10~30
2 A <0.30 1997 KA. B 15~30
ik i [ <0.10 1990 IKFE 10~30
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3.1.2. BRMERHHERSE

20 ti2d 80 FARWISE EFHL A F RINTFR 7 DKPEMRED S BRER . BERPR R RS RS
MR HAL MO RERR . 55 5 KRR ER IR (1] 4)IX =ANE84% . BT IR B B A R R 1 Tk 32
FIE NSO Z B, EESRNILE 2. BAREE 2008 4 HAR R EF SRR, S EH A P ks
AR 248 ok B9 (V0 B B 20 BT 1 B, (B AT0IE 3.2 443800 A o LSR5 o A IR S J0R (K P 2 R 75

[z A -
Fo L
/
IR I e . =

Figure 4. Molecular structure diagram of imidazolinone herbicides [17]

B 4. PRRAUHERSEPRE T 5 TR E[17]

Table 2. Main species of imidazolinone herbicides [17]

= 2. DKRETHKER SEPREFIR E R RM([17]

HE s 1 =

L5 %70) TR N HAED) (@ 2.i./hmd)
IR I8 2, R 1.80 1987 RE 75~110
DR e 0] i 0.60 1985 ek, ARt 75~150
I I s bR 0.40 1986 K& 100~150
B 420 I 47 0.30 1997 KE., 14 35~45

3.1.3. IBLEKHELSE

W KA IR S B B 7R 2 AE R B FUR 1) 5 B 3A L 5IN T3 S OR S SR T TR R o A3 T LR W AE R I R 195
R ESINGTEORAIE L 5, U R 2 R, R EEA B, BT SR SR S L -7 R
A LA EERT A AT B T RGBT TE, I 2 v il VI WE 7K A R 2B B 745 LT AR (35 3) [20] 36
SRR RIFIPABARENE, B 7RI A A S A IS RS DLUT LR 8 HRRELR AR 557 KIH-2023
N KIH-6127 (H AR G A5 AR FEAR) IO | X5 g I IR R T S - I P s 86 R i A P s e T
JiE55 o LA b UM R B AR I BR B FNE . O ENIFE T3 5 A R AN R, B IS FEBER .

Table 3. Main varieties of pyrimidine salicylic acid herbicides [17]
7= 3. IBEKAHER KPR E I EZRF[17]

sl (f?i?ﬁ;) iR i AR e
RO 0.25 1995 izvia 35~105
BN RN <0.20 2002 IKFE 100~300

R Pk <0.20 1997 IKH 15~45

Vs 2 <0.20 1996 IKH 15~45

% U J5 R Tk <0.10 1996 IKF 30~50
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3.1.4. ZMEFHIRNEA

5 [E M B A 7T 1989 4 I I A = M M e IR R Ak A 0 0 FR I T BRI I A ks g S
BT IR A A AT A TR 1, B T EHE S S MBI R — 2R BB R . g
P FR A M i A, — A e e A% [ ) JHL A AR T Tk R 5 IR PR R 2 S5 1 38 = 2R ) ALS #i7), EEL
mn A L 4

Table 4. Main varieties of triazolopyrimidine herbicides [17]
A ZHFIEIE RPRE IR EERM[17]

sl jﬁiﬁ) LR i AR e
PAE R 0.65 2000 INFEL BFE. Mg 2.5~75
WA i i B 0.55 1992 A NI NEINIE 5 N 17~70
WAL 0.45 1998 K 18~25
Tl B frg 0.35 1994 N TR 20~30
T AR R 0.25 2001 IKFE 10~50
R 0.20 1998 K 18~44

3.1.5. WAMEPLEHRE = MRS
Tl i B e = I bR ) 248 B 712 o ) B 25 R N ) TR R ), v MR % Bt 14 ] 5 el R 2K o 57
FHECAL, B R R 2K R 0 A e b e P . B B R S S AL A N 22 5 TR

Table 5. Main varieties of sulfonyl amino carbonyl triazolinones (adapted from [21])

5. BB RREHRE ZMMEERET N EERMEB[21])

st 44 B EE{GFNT) S FAEY)

e B3 30~48 Tk, KE. M. KE
metosulam 20~30 Tk, DED KE
DE565 44 KE. EX

4. FBREFIHEMR AR

FEPIRT ALS 8055 B0 A 01 8 B FR B AR v A AR BE AR BT

1) HEFRbTrE:

B BRA0 P A T I FOAR B 1 I 3R TR M T R B R B 5 R R S A T T 2 ) AR T 3R A R BT
PEo DL ALS Jy AR I o B S5 AR A B0 1 7 A 1 S S R S R 1 B e o AN AUV p B B R 1) 5 40 LA S B
BB 7 T BU A PUIE RN ANAE IS R ZE 7 . BT CAI ALS R 7= A Btk RAZ A7 A
(AR IT ALS IR 7 HIE NS L) EEAFE LT 8 M : Alal22, Prol97. Ala205. Asp376. Arg377.
Trp574. Ser653 Fll Gly654. FEiX 8 M4, e )0 R IE IR S R 2 7717 AR Uitk () = FE RR A6 i 2
Pro197. Ala205 Fl Trp574 iX 3 M . i Alal22. Ser653 F1 Gly654 [22]-[27147 A f 4 ik 12 5 e S5 A
A XoF PR A R A% I 5 7 A B

2) AEEEFRENE:

JEREARPUIE R 1R 18 S PR (R AU FH 1T 5 AL BR B0 = AR itk . A BEFR R 4 Bl B
B RS AR AN (5 3 P450 B 23 B H KA RE B . I & B AR R2 I A ABC iz 12 5 [ XS ALS #11

DOI: 10.12677/br.2021.106097 787 JERZIEERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2021.106097

KT

7B E IR UE . F18n: CYP81AG & —Fr /K It R PA50 FE[28], I S EUE Yyxt S i
R AN s ik o it s HbAh CYPT72A3L 78— i i) /K R 4 i 2, 25 PAS0 Jif[29], ‘& AE W At AR A T XU 5 Tk

5. Hit ALS HIHI5HIZEBRETIESD

B LA ALS AEEARIIBR B AR RS, T HUEAR A ALS BREFHEYI T KB it H 28 5 £
T 90 FL A5 22 (1) A2 UK MR 28 A E ) A HT R R RSB W . UKLk (E P K 2 #102 122 [ IR 574 fif
OHIRS 653 A E IR R AL, MHUBEIRSSIEY KHR 2 197 22 %R . 205 N ZEIR S 574 fr R R
A%, R ARG E b AR o FEFE FE R, i 3R B 2 588, AT PRI ALS S IR bk 24 B H 57 [22]
FRIVRA TR JR A B 0 70) () BBURR A

PUK LB EOK I 702 A 1982 AEFFURIY, RECR AR 5 BRI EATIE S HEEH%
JEKG 442 Tl A188 x B73 F A5 AL ZUAE /N T+ 400K IR IR B R I i P B G 15 9% 3k rp 3k A7 2 VR %, 2%k
H T RETE LU 4R 55 77 K BRI R VR P52 5 300 A5 S R B AE KNI R, Z G S ABREE KA.
IXFERE TR H BRIk £ oK T 1992 AE/EEE A i . A0k 8 & R Hu ik FoKR 7%, H 1% H
TR R AR R oK B A8 & UE9S e, FTE AR KAk, WM 7, KM 2 0 R Kb R A R 5
Forhfy 9 BBtk & 1 660 £, DL TTVE Pk I HiPE oK &R S A6 [30] [31] [32] [33]. M= Z [ RAR
P72 Alal22, Alal55 Fll Ser653 [34].3X 3 AN i ) TR T B K KT K bk i B B 770 A 04, 17 Trp574
71 SR AE TR T DK R . BEEEARSS . = IRIRmEnE K. mEn K MRS E AT Pl .

PR MR B 270 /N 2 I R AR R, 3 4 DMBNEL: 1) FhFEEAR: 2) RhIR TRRELAI
3) FFHTFRE AL 4) ik SIEREPIRRE AT, B AN R Fidel A7k 1 K, HEA
WAENFEAZ 2 h, M2 P FHIKPE Z R AR FE, SR 5 FREAT 2FATARBE o S R H 4 MLtk il & FS1. FS2,
FS3 5 FS4, ¥ IAE ik & PUBkmEmkER A1 RE, 2001 SE4TME N E B IRFE fb. H4h, HIH4ER 2 e b B
F /N b Teal BIFHT, M2 FEARMT H AR EL0H, M T BA 4 2 & BB /KPR 6 4N & 1A,
9A. 10A. 11A. 15A 5 16A. Z/NEEH 1 AR ALS BRERA TN, ME/NEZNTFEW 251
Ptk ALS BE R A fe 3RS 70 2 BIHME[35] [36]. ALK MEmbR i i 2 71 (1) /N 22 RAR A7 i 32 B2 Ser653 [34].

70 DR A BRI 255 o 7] 1) K R A e 5 AR P AR B0 . e F IR £ RS AR /KA i Fil AS3510,
M2 FE RIS IR e 2 MR, 36 HH B HLPERI 2848 2 93AS3510, M ik AN Pk S Ff CL121 55 CL141,
HF 2001 EAEEE B ALFE; BhAh, IR LB KRS SR Cypress %45, M2 AEFRIE T K 5500 ok
HBEK R, 750 12 AMEREAEDUE, 78 7 ADEBEPUE R, 3% A Bk s R 5 5 SR
CL161 5 XL8 JT 2003 4 K et AL PIAEL[37] 0 0K P bk I 85 B0 5701 £ /K R SR AR A s 252 Trp574 [38]
1 Ser653 [34].

X T4 ALS ZE B 5 (1 S (BT 70 B /2 Swanson 25 3 e /1N 1375 28 07 38 H 5 13 PR Pk i 8 o
FIHZE A8 4K PM1 A1 PM2, PM1 J& BnALS1 () Ser-653-Asp &4, WX BKIRIR AR KR F ) A Hitk; PM2
/& BnALS3 ] Trp-574-Leu &4t ks 1 PM2 (5] Ak XoJ 1ok R bk e 24 o 7] RS I R 28 R B 550 Btk . 2004
SRRV AR B i R A R I T A SRR S R MO, B LR IIIL BnALSL 5T Ser653 #
Hepl Asp, TR KPR IR R K 55 B0 Btk o i 2 I DR ZEL G ) FH A5 A8 75 Y B AE R £ TR (EMS) Ak B H 3 28 il
s PRAF T DUBEBEIR R BRI R AR R M343 [39], RARAL £1/2& BnALS3 & [ Trp-574-Leu. H T K ILPT
IO A Rl 215 o 790 14 9ok S SR AR A6 55 2 B/ Trp574 F Ser653 [40].

6. BMEMALESH ALS HlHIFI SEBREEM A 2RI PLER =
0 ALS TR IR SN 25 5 B o LT LA TR A9 DR A 1) 208 2 s
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2) [Fl— o B B ) SRR B B e o AR Y B B SRR BN & R R AR B A B, IS
T B8 e R 2 A ) e 5 B B v S SR AR

7. RE

BIR ALS HIHIFRSEER NG M AREE) T bR ROV W ABLEE, (HEEM—FER
BRSO S A A T = AR e 2, i DA 3 D) M 5 57 B ALS IR T R . sk mT AR A
ALS AN R ST T R 1 AL 22 57 0T R BUBR SRR, 3 KB ALS i 758 BR 55577 7
AT, I AR, UK R 0 0 A S B VR AR KPR B P, RZIRAR .

BEAh ALS RIS R SRS 2 i 2 T 20 IR ZEVE MDA, A R IRk i 58
BrReER, LIRS, WORASREC s HE I, 6 RIS AR . JRATT AT DAY I e TR A B
AW R B A SR B B ALS SRS BR B

FRTBITFUR 2 )72 ALS M FRISRER SR R RE AR e, TR ARSI S, AR KR A A
BIARE . ngExT ALS ) FFISRER B A BT T FE A RS 15 T B T e A, o ELRE Dy il B
ZRMBREF BRI 2%

HEE&mE
[ R AR R R EIR G (CARS-01-49); R EETE AR B 5 4- 41387 i B & & 71 H (2019007).
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