E % % (glyphosate) 3 2t —
ORI EHREREZ A

KR
w OE

5k % (glyphosate)s 2 3k Fl ol & e R F & B 7 & DIR20EF 1 8 3 £ 471
T BRFWHEESER KR EER ZHE - B ER1996F M N H
% L{E T E 3w £+ & 2 F (Lolium rigidum Gaudin) > 7 X [ 4T 7 2 &
(glyphosate-resistant, GR BB 4% J £ - SAEEARFEE R E W > ETEH I
FEEREREE—ERWREEEETAT > MEAIEEE N EE KRR ERE T
¥ 24T R23MEHEE B4 7%k & 4 4 B (biotype)  H o R ARFE A BT A 13
1 HRFHHRAREY 2 G HOK2ME » S ERC BT B AR ER I+
BRHE ~ jne K% (Conyza canadensis (L.) Crong.)s &3 & (Amaranthus palmeri S.
Wats. )% 3 % 7 (A. Tuberculatus (Moq.) Sauer @ B E G E(EWM 2 £ E 5 Hhoh > H5%
# 2 4+ ff; % (Eleucineindica (L.) Gaertn. )iy 277 & £ #7600 54 » {ELlLF 2 23R+ K4
PREFIEE 2 — HE DI HIOET FAF A IRER £ R B A 1R B B oy
B eiE - 23BN EHERE T URERNAIERTE » NRT79-1155 2/ - K%
FALETREY - ZEMI0F R RE ~ R8Ik b h BLUE M R A4 7 ok
ERE > 4 Fl %% LB T ¥ (Diclipera chinensis (L.) Juss)s 4# & ~ ¥ & & (C.
Sumatrensis (L.) Cronq.)~ % i {%3%(C. Bonanensis (L.) Cronq.) % ft. 7 m+ 2k (Hedyotis
corymbosa (L.)Lam) » % 8 i 2 (E 4 B [ B 7 PR 0y 18 S04 - 8RBT PR = B i %
HERT > JENRDEFRKE N ZF T HHCGRIEMEEMET R R E » FEAT
FIREE G AL @R LReRAEHERGRESR ZEMEHmAE  EFRE
B AUE T R PR A o $Hnon-GRIEY) s JF # - =T SR i s iR & 05 7 5] 1F A
ZRER > AR AEAT - MRRERBEESWETARE  BRERNERNE
BB » BRI E 3 A -

TTERE R EEE T REFEEYSI AP ETIEE 210 5E -
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— > BHEZAEN

75 % (glyphosate}; JF #1214 8 t4 fr B > i £ B & 1L 4 A 5] (Monsantoj
1974F 53 E i 2 H s B ZE | > (L& & AN-(phosphonomethyl) glycine— % H
M E#16~25kgaiha-is AR Ir—FERKI M FFLERE EEEDHE
RRIVEEEEY - KRR EEHRER  AREREEZHARER(E %
2010)- 32k £ £ F {E Jf iz & Ashikimic acidft #t #% 1€ # 5-enolpyruvylshikimate-
3-phosphate synthase(EPSESS » % # % £ % & phosphoenolpyruvate(PER)4 #x
FWZ 4| > it B IEEPSPSH]# & B i 2 % 4 # (Amrhein et al. 1980) %
&K A A B (phenylalanine) & Z B (tyrosine)k & 2 B (tryptophans 3% 7% & ik %
EmeEBRE VEMEYEDHZE AR KEH LK (Amrhein et al. 1980,
Marshall et al. 1994) = py [ a2 > B 8] »

i 7 7% B 2 {F il 2 shikimate pathwaff #f B2 (27 4 & S84 - B ~ 48

S % 4 Yy (Bradshaw et al.1997) H b > ZaEHHATY - 4 - BEK

BREELEYEREHEZHE A E2RER Ex S WHRKRER - T E1996
F B e S R Y 5 — RO BUIR A - BT BB 970 5 9% Z (glyphosate-resistant, GR)
¥ > ZEZHGRRE ~ X~ EEMIEFR A > Z2011F i RAE TR T H9
TE A &5 P A 2 B 0758% (Heap 2012) i it b % B & 7 Fr 4% 2 o T1F
WHEL REREHEE—BER  TRFRKEaEE R - H AR H
i BRI G B TR BEREEX G RE > Eib o SURE RS
I R T R AT % 4F £ 4 B fp > # 3% Global Industry Analysts, Inc. (20178 & %
ZE 201 7F oy 4 44 & 2 4 v 12 1358 A\

v 3R KRR IS T CH B A 4 78 (weed shiftsy %4

—BME > RERFNEE HTRAFYREART  AEELEALLZE
iy — M8 A& R i JE 3 % (Sebbins 1999) T H b % HIKE /7 KA MEE B H oy F 2
£ Floe 3 E ] UM 7 UE RO R B A & 8 £ F M % 5 (Hilgenfeld et al.
2001)- MM R BELRHEREHETERT R AHERRET N ZPUTEHR
#HE (no-tillage)R i Fl B E I oA B 7 > AEAESE - BHEER SR BE LN
ENRENEERE WEHELFEERNRRE - FHRERATHEWG Y
B> KT EHBENCGRAEL - MK ERE > AERLZESYCRALHA LAY
EHELGW NN E AN TER AP R A T T A E
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Y1 B B ERE
(HE S TEHRREHBEERBND

FHEAMERHS R L X2 ERECH ST RENEEREE
(Grundy et a. 2003) - I ERED R F R K HERETEONIFLE
B % % 9 85 % % (Buhler et al. 1997, Owen 2001, Scursoni et al. 2001) - 45 # £
P EXRRRE WG ERBE  eERIREET O E A EEK
(Buhler et al. 2001) » % #7477 # 3 4 32 H1GRA B T K 18 » 3 578 48 b
8% Bk (Swanto et al. 2006) - #rfF A L& 1F4 » MEW L RMALEE -
7] B th, & 3 fm B A 42 48 By 4% € (Anderson and Beck 2007) -

KRBT  TERRBHBERHNERERIKRN  REETTH
BoARAETRE HEE - BLIRERERBFIANERETE £
FRTAEANLERGARTRETHF - REHF L AEHERERL - B
5 5 45 4 % 3k #£(Buhler et a. 1997, Tuesca and Papa 2001, Pedersen et al.
2007) o FH AT EH FHEHECGRAE » B4 T RFFIER MR - (B4 H
PR % 4 1Y £ A 1 (Cerdeiraand Duke 2006) - 45 42 # J& [ 7 £ 4 R B
GRH# X kX Huyft LR E D A EAFEE © MOREXH oy £ F K
PME 4 H AE# (Heard et a. 2003a,b) -

(Z) 758 22 8 Al 0y A0 B B RO A

—RERFFEARRE  SRRELERANEE  WRERERA
ZEMEHN EHNBERFERS  BEETRELELANESRREE
(Conner et al. 2003) - FREFIZH il Hl K BHEMMPET— > wEmAL
REREHEINKERD  BREBHEREE S 2R EHE  HEWH
HEEHNERY S EHRA SR EHE  BREEHLERANEREED
B R E W R R E 5 A% B 1F B F A& (Scursoni et al.
2001, Stoltenberg 2001) -

H19755F 42 » AIABT A S E RN RE ~ TLAEH % RS 3 7 IRAR
birsafoot trefoil(Lotus corniculatus L.) ~ H 3zt field bindweed(Convolvulus
arvensisL.) ~ 3 17 #k £ 4 4 hemp dogbane(Apocymum cannabinum L.) ~ #& &
# quackgrass(Agropyron repens Beauv.) & % #a # (Commelina communis L.)
FEE(RL) > H 5ok — A i R B & AR s 2 4 (Boerboom et 4.
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1990, DeGennaro and Weller 1984, Klevorn and W\g&41Own and Zelaya
2005, Wyrill and Burnside, 1976} 20004 [ 72 & ¥  # 3L B K& & % B 7 &
I K Skt & 5% £ 1) ¥ LB T Z (Diclipera chinensis (L.) Juss)y H B % 2 &
& P B9 18 B4 4 (Yuan et al. 2002)%1.)

T BT R 2004 42 - B WE T WM T - %
# /i (Abutilon theophrasti Medic.)~ % (Chenopodiumalbum L.) ~ % £ 48 4 (C.
desiccatam A. Nels)-~ ¥ ip 2% ~ [B ¥ 78 f7 % (C. benghalensis L.) ~ #i {7 1t
(Ipomoea hederacea (L.) Jacq~ H # (Sesbania exaltata Rafin.)~ % K J9 B &
(Setaria faberi Herrm) - # 4+ % (Cyperus esculentus L.) - f& f# (Digitaria
sanguinalis(Linn.)Scop) # & & A (Richardia scabra L.) ~ % 4% (Sellaria media
(L.) Vill) & %7 & 2 (Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench)g: 147 #% 4 (Culpepper et al.
2004, Hilgenfeld et al. 2004, Jeschke and StoltenB606, Own and Zelaya
2005, Wilson et al. 20073 1.) - #| 1 GRA & H & 4 i | 24F B b £ » 7] H 3K
MR ERGUR T ML IWM X ERTFEHTEREGE R A
GRA T H [& 1 % % 4 % (Hilgenfeld et al. 2004) GRE ¥ A 124 % > H
[ 4 5 09 5 2 m A AR B & A (Firbank et al. 2006) % 793 [E GRE X
H 8 i 5 % £ 54F 2 1% 0 H & W18 % ¥ g 3 F (Kochia scoparia L. Schrad.)
& B Zx(Panicum miliaceum L.) % % A # £44 (Chenopodium desiccatum
A. Nels.) (Wilson et al. 2007 AGRK T Kk E K # {F H - 84F 14" i 7 o
ZEIRER  SREERERE LR AERRE LTI MIRERF
R EEEEA A JLAE Y (Amaranthus spp.) & ik R J B 2 (Jeschke and
Stoltenberg 20069

21, B R Y A

e Fed fb g * RE
N2

=4 Agropyron repens Beauv. #g#.% Klevorn and Wyse 1984
2 Apocymum cannabinum L. (% 7 ¢ 4%) Wyrill and Burnside, 1976
7 Convolvulus arvensis L. v &3 DeGennaro & Weller 1984
w4 Commelina communis L. "§ix % Own and Zelaya 2005
B OF] 2 Dicliperachinensis (L.) JussE+4 g 7+ ¥ % % 3 2001,Yuan et al. 2002
£ £ ek Lotus corniculatus L. f #% 12 Boerboom 1990




e &P Y Se¥ 8 *

B. Fnimigk it

LB Abutilon theophrasti Medic. F Own and Zelaya 2005
Chenopodiumalbum L. % Own and Zelaya 2005
Commelina communis L. g% Own and Zelaya 2005
I pomoea hederacea (L.) Jacgp= i+ - Hilgenfeld et al. 2004
Sesbania exaltata Rafin.n F
Sorghumbicolor (L.) Moench?s 5 & Hilgenfeld et al. 2004
EAN Chenopodium desiccatam A. Nels Wilson et al. 2007
Setaria faberi Herrm. j2 < fj & & Jeschke & Stoltenberg 2006
i = CommelinabenghalensisL. Fl¥*§i#%  Culpepper et al. 2004
C.communisL. *g§r% Own and Zelaya 2005
CyperusesculentusL.& * % Shaner 2000
Digitaria sanguinalis (Linn.) Scops & Shaner 2000
Richardiascabra L. ¥*8= & Shaner 2000
Sesbania exaltata Rafin.= F Shaner 2000
L Polygonum spp.& #1 4-) Shaner 2000
Sellaria media (L.)Vill % & Shaner 2000

ZCARAEHEREZHIN

Bl 2R EHERLIH23E > A RI6ERFE L B EWERTEE
ITEAK > UAABEY 2 E > FISEHEAENE S HRAFHELHEY %
F o B 6K 24 > ARk 3E & Bl Ak B B B T 22 14 5 5 B % 3R & (International Survey of
Herbicide Resistant Weed&)? i 319 I 7 & A8 il #1 & & % % % 2.(Heap 2012) #i
TR B R A B A AT T RO B R BOR AR BT 8y B4R 0 BLAF e A R 3L
BAEWEWR  TESA3EL - FLEANMEEARFEREVEE * —H#HF
JE T P B o 2R R BUIR AR 6~8k - A RS~106F VL B4 W > AEmE BSR
# rigid ryegrassl(olium rigidum Gaudin)- & %t Kk (Poa annua L. Bluegrass) kK & #
7% (Bromus diandrus Roth) - Chloris truncata - Leptochloa virgata & Urochloa
panicoides % 61 & A& £ 4 ¥ ; ¥ B % (Conyza sumatrensis Retz.)k 4% B %
(Parthenium hysterophorus L.)2f& % £ 44y » UL K & % 3 5] & (Plantago lanceolata
L.) ~ #i1t %=t 2k (Hedyotis corymbosa (L.)Lam) : % 2% 5l 71 4£ % i HLAGRAE
¥ E ML EE - A3 % 4 B (Sorghum halepense L.) ~ # & (Kochia scoparia (L.)
Schrad)s # % (Ambrosia artemisifolia L.) ~ = % ¥ 7 # (A. Trifida L) X% % &
(Amaranthus tuberculatus Moq. )& 5% £ & ; % 3% 7l 44 & 1 37 A GRe, non-GR(E
Y HEF o #3454 5§ E(Eleucine indica (L.)Gaertn) # A f| 2 22 % (L. Multiflorum
Lam.)~ £ & 4 2 # (L. Perenne L.) ~ 3 # (Echinochloa colona L.) ~ &K &R Fl 5k 4o



# 4 (Digitaria insular) -~ #p £ K #% (Conyza Canadensis Retz.)~ # i & i (C.
Bonanensis Retz. )k & = & (A. palmeri S. Wats. 8/ /4y - Heapt 20105 ¥ GR1E
YIRS E R EFE(E.L]) > #RETEEGREYFETRE L » BEH

ETHERER I -

22, 2R EBRERY 2 A PR E AT

FRE 3BT Fuld s o B R AE2L A RE & ff(Acres)

1996  Loliumrigidium 7~-11 B E R, e 2R, B E B F S, >2mill
bR A I RSNV S T o o o SR Y

1997 Eleucineindica 8~12 B ke I, 288k GR= 2 ,GRHf 1=,wwrezy >600
A5 E (2~4) ERRES 3 [

2000 Conyza canadensis 8~13 (K, 7, ®§,7rT GR + &,GR il #,GR >3 mill.
S A 7 F ER S R |

2001 L. multiflorum 2~3 FA,T 7, ER,F 5L ewet X B 4§33, >20thou.
A2 & E 7 FPilis X FL R

2003 C. bonanensis 10 a2t dzr19 ., 6,74 GR =+ &,GR 33, » >2thou.
E LS Y L, BiE L, ERE YR LEFE ),

BB 52 857 % )

2003  Plantago lanceolata — 3 2 35,5 11~50
R - T

2004  Ambrosiatrifida 5 ER, 45 £ = GR * & ,GR i} =,GR >100 thou.
ZHERY BN

2004 A artemisifolia 10~21 iR GR= & >10 thou.
By

2004  Parthenium hysterophor  4~6 BiL I 5§ 51~100

2005  Amaranthus palmeri 6~8 PR, % FLEE GR = & ,GR{f i~ >4 mill.
£ 79~115

2005 A tuberculatus 3 iR GR~* 2 ,GR% 3} >1 mill.
BT

2005  Sorghum halepense 4~10 [GESEZE S-S GR=* & > 100 thou.
WA %

2006 Digitariainsular 3-8 TR i,78 GR = &,% [ >200 thous.
+ ¥

2007  Echinochloa colona 4~6 B E R PR GRz #,GR* &,% Fl, >2000
= B

2007  Kochia scoparia — iF, £ GR =+ &,GR #* 3% ,GR >10 thou.
] -2

2008 L. perenne — (GRSEENENS S GR+* 2,GR% ¥ 11~50
FE4 2 Y

2008  Urochloa panicoides — Pl .3 11~50
+ ¥

2009 C.sumatrensis 8 GEE AV 3 S 5 B 11~50
i

2010  Poa annua — iF AT 6~10
53 A




FIE Fe R fE A Pl 2k B Re AR ESRE NN & f# (Acres)

2010 Chloristruncata — Pl B 6~10
+ 3

2010  Leptochloa virgata — L 5 10,000
* ¥

2010  Hedyotis corymbosa 10 T L S <1
ﬁﬁf?:%;ciiifi

2011 Bromusdiandrus — Py * & <1
AT

Source, Heap IM, International Survey of Herbicklesistant Weeds. [Online]. Available
http : //www.weedscience.org [1 Apl 2012]

Glyphosate-resistant weed species

12345678 9101112131415

Glyphosate-resistant crops hectares (8 10
BILAEE TH 285 f 2 BB E T 2 e -
Fig.1. The number of glyphosate-resistant weedslation to the area of glyphosate
resistant crops. (Heap 2010)

NEHERENONARCEBRTELARE > AR ELE - W ERE
REABRAEREFMVE > TEERERPRETEHENE  SEREERFY
TR © 341 4 o 5B o A BE 2 41600 8K - (E L ER E D e 158 1 5] F A ¢
FERER AR > R AEZRENBETREL 2B EHERE P IR
REFAERTE - NRT~1ISE 2 [ > KR %o+ B A FE BB AN 7 10~208
ZH > RGN EREHENTHERTHNR2~-10E 2/ - LTHHREEREN



TMREE - o Hl =z -

(—)mtBEE
HERENAEHAERE AL ELE > TEQMRBENANE - BEER
¥ 2 B (Pratley et al. 1996)4 5 # £ Fi| & R JE R 2 # @ 5B F L AR
TR ey 1065 UL (Pratley et al. 1999) 7 7 I 3t 0 [ & 0P 6 2~3k/ 4
B EISE 2 4% 0 W AU n 7-1165 6 B 2 E R 2F(Powles et al. 1998)
ZRPEE N > BIE B BT - BRI REARFNETENTH
HASRE CRALAAFHERLZE > HUATHERCEE2E E
Awi(Table 2)(Heap 2012) s £ B A E [k T B E LS L ARF HH
L EFAE Y A TR FUL0ME DL T B 1F M R e 2 g A 4 B (Heap
2012)> HEiH E B RER T EER R -

(Z)FH &
SHERFERBIAWAERELRE  ERADAFALARE > BEESH
H6~8K k% - BUR199TF RS HE - FERRIT R AR EHE
(EASAK AR - SE A & ROTE R R B 38 & 2 #0 B fh i1k 3 % 8~12% (Lee
and Ngim 2000) 1l #5 /A 5] BF 4% [ B — 5 i H G0 A 2~46 - 6] B o
FUIETR U] 7558 EAT 0B REPSPS H A [H % A£P106SE X 4 - st A AL F B R
1% R R B B AR PR T L $1% (Baerson et al. 2002) % Fif 7 2002 78 £
BEakREaMETRAREHELHE (X% 2005) T fa b 22 Hy o
KX BB RE ~ ML ER2007F 4 B AR > BERETERA S
600w (Heap 2012) stob 4/ IR A & B A YA - il = A 2K
(dinitroanilines) 37 1 4, % #2 . (aryloxyphenoxy carboxylic acid®) ¥ &, ¥ 4.
(cyclohexanediong} & 4 & 7 4 4 &Y ~ # & (Marshall et al. 1994, Mueller et
al. 2003) -

(S)meERE -~ ENBERTEE
MERERAFHBERLIFERE  2ELERUEERRE  WEGTER
ERFEWEE RN EHERE - &F 7 2000F /£ £ B &4 &M #IGR
AREHBEH > AT HEEN G FEAEIFR - A HBHME e RE
U B 7 8~13f 2 [l (VanGessel 2001) z 1% % - & F Z D LN = 4F i
WK HE > EAHE®A220 5 W RET -~ 78 - B FEETH

-8-



M EREMB Z]ME > HPAKRTHEBFHEEE > 1550%0 -
(16/31H [&) » H R &A% 70 H(6/31H [&) » 1% 2 477 87 1 /& £ 45 #2 1 300
N HEYMEAECERBRENYE - IEHENERETRELSN
BB FER] Rl B LA 0 PR T T B MR BN R B AR O R A A R E A D
S A—EERE R MEREETHHL > AEETRE £ (X208/1%) -
EFEERREE > ZAHE > 7 2 FEE#% 2 (Dauer et al. 2006, Guan et al.
2010) > 77~ F HO6ME T [ F H % il I 5B E &£ £ F 40k 0 &£ 4 B (Heap
2012)-
MEHRENBERBE ST EMBEEREHE » 2003F 7258 Ik 3 3 2 M H
EH FHREGW X ey REt - 2004~200F Mo T ~ B ~ F iR
bhEREE MmN ER BRI ZNRE > AT EHREEZNE
ERAS(E R FE 0 R R AT S R AR AR Y B Y B U A £ 41015
LHRBHERER LT FAE Mm% 4 (Urbanoet al. 2007) 47 & % % ¥
& 3R R R

(MBER=HRERHE
BERZHNERLAFFEE N 2004FGRE AR 1L K oK T H [ 4 3 it
%R U B A £10~21K 51 (Brewer and Oliver 2009, Norsworthy et al.
2010) HH=ZHERE AL RSBRNFILEEL  TAHARBEINER
By = B H R 0.5 A R B €3 AU RIKE 19%(Johnson et al.
2007); % & ¥ A1.46 0 K72 > BIJRUE B 290%1L L (Harrison et al. 20019
doh o 2B TR E T BEAT BRI ER - S KRB R RF
A HEEFEERRGERBNNN  #ERFETRREMLERER
iy R o

() FRERTKAER
RERKAEAGARFEBROEAEY > RERLGERZEFBEN
GRif 7L H 5 it 7% 5% 22 44F 1% - 20055 BF 3 47 1 tk(Culpepperet al. 2006)
R AT 140 - EARHE E4008 Aui(Heap 2012) [&] i [ 47 ) 374710
photosystem I+ ALS % Dinitroanilinesifi #| 7| £ & Z %) gy £ 4 AL - {19974
HE X B H AR ZMNCGM A T H B i Hl m ok % A1 8~9F 2 4% - £2005
FREBANAFHENAER  WRELERBFUTE > HETELEER
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4 E BB E L2 £ B 11 (Culpepper et al. 2009)H % 5z 5% 2 17 41 1 47
#3f%(Culpepper et al. 2006) =434 % F 78 L& 1 H £ FHil: - B
photosystem I+ ALS -~ PPO} 4-HPPD #i #| B & E Ry A A » -
R A b1 B AR E o E LA 6 2\ (introgressionif
1 8% 1 JE [ M£ 80 75 (Trucco et al. 2007) A3 % 5 kK= B4 Al it X H
o B K B M E RCE Y & F (Heap 2012)
W EERHNT AN ERERE
EHET/EBENER S MEEH RIREH - 20085F w45 & & 4 F 3,627
AR B 2009 Ak E E EE L S ARG K RORA S LA%E (5 4 R Ik Bt 4 o
HEWibR(F % 2010) — i fE R BAT3-AR/F > B EE HE T L EO6KUL L
WESHAEFTFCHIEMMEERAETHE > P AFENEMTE - FHE 5
T & &M (B E ARG HE Bk (Hedyotis corymbosa(L.)Lam)([E12.~6.) & # i H 3
HEBEERE T RE ~ A RIE (X3 (R KA 2001, ®% 2005, %
2006, # % 2008)-
(D)ENFWTE
FNEWTELBRALFEEARMY - LWEHEHE W EFM 50
IR 2 A IR MR o EFT R - 2000 A E R
M~ BRSBTS o R e o 2B R AR PR ZE LB
FE - MEHRHEAENEEZESRL(E2) EEHELRREREL
B BNEMTEZEDsoE XA XL ETA ~HHE - HFRARULREE
A% 5 B uy2~THE(R R 2001)e
(D) FHE
H2003F 48 > i~ AIRM UK EH R RE(E3) B LA THE
EMERFHEN NG ENR L > SRR EET - 6-8EH L4 &
¥ 555 ZEDso RISIL{H £4.6(% % 2005) #U1EA2 & 5 & A 52 iy 40 e 4
i B (2~M2) 4 L pA(Teng, Y. T and Teo 19999)
(2)EHE
HHEMRERNIZ > R1980FREHENHARZENRE - HR
B o MBI N B H O (F 1994) Kb EAR(E R ok EE A 2
%o ZEMAIENNTHERHCT 7B - AREF W EREHE -

N’N
=B

-10 -



FRATL 7 A 2 o A A R A B R M R > 2003F A8 B8 L E B R IE ~ R
B RS o &R RS E IR R A (4. FUEA A8 > BT
MurBrH & R X Em (=% 2006)-

() & 9 15 %

EMEEGI BT REF R ERERTFERBMAN  =FFREER
JR AR By TR > Rk A (R B B AR o 78 P 3 70 20065 B 4 ) HLAL
BENEMBEERS > BEREAAEIAZEERAFHBEFHE - (2
HREMNBERTHRES HARS - 700 N RHE - SEF A
BN LIE 21 7 1445 ([E15.) (R % 2008)-

(F) AT R nt 2k

BMUARLRAFEEIRFEZRBLIFATAMY - LRGN EE 24 KER
BERE KRR RHERES  HAFRIANAEHERE(EHC) BA
AL LR E A AU ~ IREVERE - HEMEY s R RFBEATE > 2 H
HAEFELE BTYESL > —BUBANEHEMAL > WHREHREE W
BRI L4 2106 L ECREER) -

£3.4 0wt s bR ey

Rl | Pt i i & R <

2000 DicliperachinensisL. * 2-7** 5§, 2 2 E 2001,
4 Y Yuan et al.

2003 Eleucineindica(L.)Gaertn 4.6 L F, ke 2EEE %% 2005
EN iy

2003 Conyza sumatrensis Retz. 8 5, k0 B3 # % 2006
N

2006 C. bonanensis Retz. 14 Zb B4 % 2008
£ RE

2009  Hedyotis corymbosa Lam. 10 EF kR ZEE (B R)
Fricivelak X

LY -

SEDgo it B TR A W HE A L AR R
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B2 M E#EEFAAMTEZERRAET B3 NEHAEFHEZEREIRNEGHEE
HEZ LR Z YU TREE

S biotype R biotvpe

B4 AEHEHFRELERARATERZ BES fE#EEZMNEEIENRBERZ

KRS - S R

X

[B16. 4155 o % AL L Ak Z A AR K IF #h 0 Z U TR B
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B LR IS K R

HARBLIEBRGREY 2 R T BRI REHEA E— A EEH - ¥R 105
RN EHERENRKELAT > F I E LI (E 4 o 8K A S\ 5] B 1 A% /7 B %
T 6] 1F FRL A ) B BB g 00 1R 4 o & 9] A 370 [ A% ¥ (glufosinate)k 2 (W62mW9o8
& %) ~ #imidazolinonek T (BPS-CV127-%% &) » sk ¥l 2wk 2 K ALSH & 7| thy &
A Z(DP356043: 7) s EXTHABRNZHEREARENER B AT REE
Flo b HARGRIE HENFLILERN TG > FREES &AL » FEATER
ER G A AR TRARAEAMEBKRELR ZEMEHS AL EFRER
RERT B RER > B R# AT E RS L HE AL R ER 2 H
Btk R 2 B H) - B E R A B R PR AR WD R B AN Y L 0 B LR A I PR R S RY UK
]3/%0

Hnon-GREY HE WM ZHEREFURDOERZARNEF > AFH
ERBERTAERETEBN  URAERERAZEBHE - Al s iR 6
FRTREEREH ZRER LR BEBEEAERE TR - flnyTAEER
Bor o BESERREEERET AR EELERTE - HEE  2NEER
AR ETMEY S T RAREE AN RERIRFFES B L ER - K
BARGTEATERNTEBEZHOENEITRE ReFCWETEZRELH
AEMEHE ATRBRRERFESYETARE - ANFAERRAZF
BB EET S BRETHEME - T RBRIERRHT - B
BHREAEEMBEIEE > BRI EZHEREAT -
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87 SURR

1.7 B % - 2009 & % —F& % - http : \\Wwww.ag168.com
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