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ABSTRACT
The imidazolinone group of herbicides generally work for controlling weeds by
limiting the synthesis of the aceto-hydroxy-acid enzyme, which is linked to the
biosynthesis of branched-chain amino acids in plant cells. The herbicide imazethapyr
is from the class and the active ingredient of this herbicide is the same as other
herbicides Contour, Hammer, Overtop, Passport, Pivot, Pursuit, Pursuit Plus, and
Resolve. It is commonly used for controlling weeds in soybeans, alfalfa hay, corn, rice,
peanuts, etc. Generally, the herbicide imazethapyr is safe and non-toxic for target
crops and environmentally friendly when it is used at low concentration levels. Even
though crops are extremely susceptible to herbicide treatment at the seedling stage,
there have been no observations of its higher dose on lentils (Lens culinarisMedik.) at
that stage. The current study reports the consequence of imazethapyr treatment on
phenolic acid and flavonoid contents along with the antioxidant activity of the
phenolic extract. Imazethapyr treatment significantly increased the activities of
several antioxidant enzymes, including phenylalanine ammonia lyase (PAL), phenol
oxidase (POD), glutathione reductase (GR), and glutathione-s-transferase (GST), in
lentil seedlings at doses of 0 RFD, 0.5 RFD, 1 RFD, 1.25 RFD, 1.5 RFD, and 2 RFD.
Application of imazethapyr resulted in the 3.2 to 26.31 and 4.57–27.85% increase in
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mean phenolic acid and flavonoid content, respectively, over control. However, the
consequent fold increase in mean antioxidant activity under 2, 2-
diphenylpicrylhdrazyl (DPPH) and ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) assay
system was in the range of 1.17–1.85 and 1.47–2.03%. Mean PAL and POD activities
increased by 1.63 to 3.66 and 1.71 to 3.35-fold, respectively, in agreement with the
rise in phenolic compounds, indicating that these enzyme’s activities were modulated
in response to herbicide treatment. Following herbicide treatments, the mean thiol
content also increased significantly in corroboration with the enhancement in GR
activity in a dose-dependent approach. A similar increase in GST activity was also
observed with increasing herbicide dose.

Subjects Agricultural Science, Plant Science
Keywords Herbicide, Imazethapyr, Lentil, Antioxidants, Seedlings, Phenolic acid

INTRODUCTION
Lentil (Lens culinaris Medik.), is an edible cool-season legume, which contains ample
amounts of high-quality protein. It also possesses carbohydrates, micronutrients, vitamins,
phenolics, and flavonoids (Khazaei et al., 2019). Due to an immense weed invasion during
the early crop growth cycle, the growth and development of the lentil plant is severely
impeded which lowers yield and its contributing qualities (Jaswal & Menon, 2020). Based
on the environmental factors, weed diversity, and density, the losses incurred are in the
range of 20–80% (Balech et al., 2022). Proper management practices such as sowing
method and time, cover crops, crop rotations, and varietal selection are customarily used
to retard the growth and biomass of the weed and improve the lentil yield. However, these
approaches are insufficient to curb weed interference effectively (Pala, Mennan & Demir,
2018). Compared to other methods, the effectiveness of herbicide treatment as of yet
appears to be very high. It also acts quickly and requires little financial investment to
control weeds (Singh & Singh, 2017). Imazethapyr (IM) application to manage the broad
spectrum of weed flora has been advised as a means of reducing and controlling the weed
threat in pulse crops (Duary, Dash & Teja, 2016). Imazethapyr belongs to the
imidazolinone family and is applied as a post-emergence herbicide; a characteristic feature
of this class includes its effectiveness at a lower dose, larger selectivity to various crops and
lesser mammalian toxicity (Tranel & Wright, 2002). The selectivity of the imazethapyr is
unique to control the multiple weed class at a lower rate of application (Presotto et al.,
2012). Usually, imazethapyr application is found to be harmless to target crops and
ecofriendly, when applied in lower amounts (Hoseiny-Rad & Aivazi, 2020).

Imazethapyr-mediated consequences on plant growth are primarily exerted through
inhibition of the rate-limiting enzyme involved in branched-chain amino acids (BCAAs)
synthesis (valine, leucine, and isoleucine) i.e., acetolactate synthase (ALS) (Qian et al.,
2015). Secondary consequences such as disruption in protein synthesis and cell division are
associated with Imazethapyr-induced ALS inhibition. In addition to these issues,
imazethapyr builds up in the plant’s meristematic areas after being applied topically, which
slows down the growth and development of the plant (Hoseiny-Rad & Aivazi, 2020). Even
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though, ALS inhibition affects nitrogen metabolism through the reduction in protein
synthesis rate as a consequence of a transitory halt in BCAAs synthesis (Zabalza et al.,
2006). The plant’s sessile nature restricts it from facing unavoidable environmental
stresses, like drought, heat, freezing, high salt, xenobiotics contaminants including
herbicide, etc., which are the major abiotic factors that impact the productivity of the crop
(Kumar et al., 2023). This results in substantial economic loss further raises the nutritional
security issue (Nianiou-Obeidat et al., 2017). To survive under such stressful conditions
plants have developed a potential defense mechanism that combats these stress
eventualities (Proietti et al., 2019). The adaptive response mechanism of plants against
several abiotic stresses implicates a complex system that is regulated through the
coordinated action of multiple signalling compounds. These compounds include reactive
carbonyl species (RCS), reactive oxygen species (ROS), phytohormones and reactive
nitrogen species (Fancy, Bahlmann & Loake, 2017). ROS generated in plants during their
exposure to herbicides creates a stress condition for plants (Hassan & NematAlla, 2005;
NematAlla, Hassan & El-Bastawisy, 2008). Antioxidants are a crucial component of the
plant defence mechanism that protects plants from oxidative stress brought on by
herbicidal stress. The coordinated action of both enzymatic and non-enzymatic
antioxidants in the plant system, produced upon exposure, controls ROS elimination
(Grewal et al., 2022). Phenol and glutathione and their associated metabolism are excellent
mechanisms to turn down the stress impact caused by the herbicide and impart tolerance
against them. Regulation of phenol metabolism is primarily monitored through the
phenylalanine ammonia-lyase (PAL) action and activity, the key enzyme involved at the
entry valve of phenol metabolism (Kong, 2015). Furthermore, these synthesized phenol
molecules oxidized through the coordinated action of oxidative enzymes such as
polyphenol oxidase (PPO) and peroxidase (POD) (Singh et al., 2022). Besides, glutathione
metabolism-associated enzymes viz. glutathione-s-transferase (GST) and glutathione
reductase (GR) are also important players in the detoxification of ROS generated through
herbicidal-induced oxidative stress (Tseng, Ou & Wang, 2013). Identification of herbicide
dose and its associated tolerance mechanism at the early phase of the crop cycle in lentil
would have potential use to recommend in lentil cultivation practice for control of weeds
without compromising the plant growth and yield. Taking all these into consideration this
present study was conducted to assess the dose-dependent response of imazethapyr on
phenol and glutathione metabolism and its associated antioxidant potential in lentil
seedlings at different sampling hours after its application. Furthermore, the current study
will decipher the phenols and glutathione-associated tolerance mechanism against
imazethapyr in lentils at the seedling stage.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Experimental setup/establishment of settlings
The present investigation was carried out in a pot culture-based experiment under
controlled conditions (net house) at the division of Agricultural Biochemistry, Bidhan
Chandra Krish Vishwavidalaya, Mohanpur, India. Before sowing, seeds of lentil (cv.
Moitree (WBL 77)) were sterilized (surface sterilization) with 3% sodium hypochloride up
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to 10 min, following the thorough washing using distilled water. Properly washed seed
subjected to soaking (8 h), and transferred in the pots of 30 cm width × 30 cm top height.
Following the transfer of soaked seeds, seedlings were uniformly thinned to 30 plants in
each plot after 10 days. Further, pots were divided and allocated to six groups, control (1),
while the rest of the pots (5) were used to implicate the five different imazethapyr (10 SL)
doses as outlined below. T0: Untreated control; T1: imazethapyr @ 12.5 kg ai/ha (0.5 RFD,
0.5 multiples of Recommended Field Dose); T2: imazethapyr @ 25.0 kg ai/ha (RFD,
Recommended Field Dose); T3: imazethapyr @ 31.25 kg ai/ha (1.25 RFD, 1.25 multiples of
the Recommended Field Dose); T4: imazethapyr @ 37.50 kg ai/ha (1.50 RFD, 1.50
multiples of the Recommended Field Dose); T5: imazethapyr @ 50.00 kg ai/ha (2.0 RFD,
2.0 multiples of Recommended Field Dose). Depending on the surface area of the pot and
amount of soil on a per hectare basis, the required amount of imazethapyr was calculated
for each herbicide dose, and each herbicide dose (amount) was then solubilized with the
adequate quantity of water before being sprayed using a mechanical sprayer (knapsack) in
a cross-wise direction. Each treatment was replicated in quadruplicate in a completely
randomized block design. Collection of lentils shoot just before the application of
imazethapyr (0 h) and subsequently at regular intervals of 30 h up to 120 h after treatment
(HAT) was performed with proper care. The collected shoots were rinsed with a copious
amount of water to avoid the soil particles and dried using tissue paper.

Analysis of phenylalanine ammonia-lyase
The enzyme extract was prepared by grinding 1 g of fresh tissue (whole seedlings) in 0.1 M
phosphate buffer (10 ml pH 7.5). Additionally, 2% polyvinylpyrrolidone and triton-x
(0.25%) were used to prepare the extraction buffer. The extraction of plant samples
(seedlings) was performed in pestle and mortar (pre-chilled). The homogenate obtained
through maceration was centrifuged at 10,000 rpm for 30 min at 4 �C, and the obtained
supernatant was used to conduct the enzyme assay. The extracted enzyme source was kept
in an ice bath, before the enzyme assay set-up. Estimation of PAL activity was performed
by mixing 0.1 M Tris-HCl pH 8.8 (1.9 ml), 1 ml substrate (0.01 M phenylalanine) and
freshly prepared enzyme extract (chilled) (0.1 ml). Monitoring of change in the absorbance
(ΔA) performed at a regular interval of 5 min up to 30 min at 270 nm. Further, estimation
of the activity was carried out using the method of Burrell & Rees (1974) with required
modifications. The specific activity of the enzyme was calculated by using the standard
curve (trans-cinnamic acid). The specific activity of PAL against herbicide (imazethapyr
dose) was expressed in µmol trans-cinnamic acid produced h−1 mg−1 of protein.

Analysis of phenol oxidase
Estimation of phenol oxidase was performed using the method of Shannon (1966) with
slight modifications. The reaction mixture for enzyme assay contains potassium phosphate
buffer pH 7.5 (2.65 ml), methanol dissolved guaiacol (4%) (0.15 ml), H2O2 (1%) (0.15 ml)
and 0.05 ml enzyme source. Furthermore, mixing of the reaction constituent was done
(bottom-top shaking approach) in a fraction of a second. The observation of absorbance
change (ΔA) was monitored at a regular interval of 30 s to 3 min at 470 nm. Calculation of

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 4/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


phenol oxidase was accomplished by using the absorption coefficient of the tetra guaiacol
at 470 nm (26.6 mM−1cm−1). The specific peroxidase activity expressed in µmol of guaiacol
oxidized min−1mg−1 of protein.

Analysis of total phenol and flavonoid contents
The total phenolic acid content of lentil shoots was estimated by using Folin-Ciocalteau
Reagent (FCR) following the method of Vinson (Vinson et al., 1998) with required
modification. Briefly, the dried powdered (0.1 g) lentil shoot sample was mixed in 15 ml
1.2 N HCl prepared in aqueous methanol (50%). Furthermore, the methanolic extract was
subjected to heat (2 h at 90 �C). Extracted material following the cooling (kept at room
temperature) was subsequently centrifuged for 30 min at 10,000 rpm. Furthermore, the
supernatant in the volumetric flask and let it evaporate to become dry, finally, the volume
was made to 25 ml with double distilled water. For the evaluation of phenol content, a
particular aliquot volume was taken, further dilution (3 ml) with double distilled water was
carried out in a test tube, and finally, the addition of 0.5 ml FCR in the diluted methanolic
extract was accomplished. Subsequently, sodium carbonate (10%, 2 ml) was added after
5 min of FCR addition. Then, it was placed in a water bath for 7 min at 65–70 �C. The
reaction was stand allowed to cool (room temperature) and the absorbance of the solution
was taken at 650 nm. A standard curve using 8 different phenolic acids, namely gallic acid,
chlorogenic acid, hydroxybenzoic acid, p-protocatechuic acid, vanillic acid, caffeic acid,
p-coumaric acid, and ferulic acid was prepared as per the method ascribed by Alla &
Younis (1995) with slight modification. Each of the phenolic acids represents its respective
concentration (5 ppm), which corresponds to the final concentration of total phenolic
acids at 40 ppm. The standard curve was used for the calculation of total phenolic acid in
lentil shoots (seedlings) and expressed in mg phenolic acid g−1.

In addition, a standard of flavonoids was prepared following the Folin-Ciocalteau assay
using the mixture of seven different flavonoids comprising apigenin, myricetin, quercetin,
genistein, catechin, kaempferol, and diadzein. All but two of the flavonoids were at a
concentration of 5 ppm each, while apigenin and myricetin were added at a concentration
of 2.5 ppm each, which corresponds to a total flavonoid concentration of 30 ppm. Thus,
the flavonoid content of lentil shoots was measured based on the standard curve of
flavonoids and expressed as mg flavonoid g−1 sample.

Measurement of antioxidant activity
Because of the difficulty in the measurement of phenolic composition with their
antioxidant role in plant tissue, antioxidant activity may conveniently be signified as a
measure of the quality of phenol. The antioxidant action of a substance is a measure of the
capability to transfer an electron either in the form of hydrogen atom transfer (HAT) or a
single electron transfer (SET). In the current study, total phenolic extracts were used to
determine the antioxidant activity of lentil seedlings by using DPPH and FRAP assay,
which uses antioxidant mechanisms involving HAT and SET, respectively.
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DPPH assay
DPPH is a neutral radical, which is extensively used to measure antioxidant activity in
clinical studies. Hydrogen atom transfer from the substrate reduces the DPPH radical,
which is accompanied by a decrease in the intensity of colour as well as absorbance of the
solution. The DPPH assay was executed using the method adopted by Braca et al. (2001).
The reaction mixture consisting of 150 µL of the aliquot of total phenol extract and
2,850 µL of the DPPH solution (0.004%) was taken and properly mixed by hand-shaking.
Furthermore, it was kept at normal temperature for 30 min in a dark place. The absorbance
of the solution was taken at 517 nm, for blank distilled water was used along with DPPH.
The standard curve was prepared by using 150 µL of each of the different concentrations of
Trolox and 2,850 µL of 0.004% DPPH solution. The antioxidant activity, also termed as
DPPH-generated radical scavenging capacity is expressed as a milligram of trolox
equivalent per gram of fresh weight (mg TE g−1 FW).

FRAP assay
FRAP system of the antioxidant assay has relied on the capability of phenol extract to
reduce Fe (III), which was measured according to the Benzie and Strain (Benzie & Strain,
1996) method with slight modification. Changes in the absorbance owing to the
blue-coloured compound Fe(II)-tripyridyltriazine formation from the colourless parent
compound containing the oxidized form of Fe (III), were assayed in the FRAP system, and
the presence of the unknown concentration in phenolic extract was monitored.
Preparation of the FRAP reagent was accomplished through the mixing of acetate buffer
(0.1 M, pH 3.6), 2,4, 6-tri (2-pyridyl)-s-triazine (TPTZ) (10 mM) and ferric chloride
(20 mM) in 10:1:1 (v/v/v) proportions. The reaction mixture comprising 2,850 µL reagent
(FRAP) and 150 µL sample aliquot was kept at normal temperature (30 min). Thereafter,
absorbance was taken at 593 nm. Different concentration of Trolox was used for the
standard curve preparation. Finally, results were presented as milligrams of trolox
equivalent to per gram of fresh weight (mg TE g−1FW).

Analysis of enzyme activity of glutathione-s-transferase and
glutathione reductase
To assay the enzyme activity of both GST and GR, the enzymatic extract was prepared by
macerating the fresh tissue (1 g whole seedlings) in 10 ml of phosphate buffer (0.1 M pH
7.5). Additionally, 7.5% PVP, 14 mM β-mercaptoethanol and 2 mM EDTA were added to
the extraction buffer, and crushing of plant tissue (whole seedlings) was performed in a
pre-chilled mortar pestle. The homogenate obtained was transferred into the centrifuge
tube. Subsequent to extraction plant samples (seedlings) were subjected to centrifuge for 30
min at 10,000 rpm and 4 �C. The obtained supernatant was used to assay both GST and GR
activities. The activity of glutathione reductase was assayed following the procedure of Rao,
Paliyath & Ormrod (1996) with minor modification. The principle of this method relies
upon the oxidation of assimilatory power (NADPH) through oxidized glutathione (GSSG).
The reaction set up for the GR assay comprises Tris-HCl buffer (2.3 ml, pH 9.0), 0.1 ml
GSSG (5.44 mM), 0.1 ml EDTA and 0.2 ml enzyme source. The reaction was commenced

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 6/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


by adding 0.2 ml of NADPH (0.2 mM). Subsequently, the absorbance of the solution was
observed at 340 nm at a regular interval (1 min up to 5 min). Furthermore, the activity of
GR was calculated by using the NADPH extinction coefficient (6.2 mM−1 cm−1) at 340 nm.
The specific GR activity was presented in µmol of NADPH oxidized min−1mg−1 of protein.
The reaction mixture in GST assay comprises 2.4 ml of potassium phosphate buffer (pH
6.5), 0.2 ml of GSH (5.0 mM), 0.2 ml of 1 mM CDNB and enzyme extract (0.2 ml).
Subsequently, measurement of absorbance (OD) was taken at 340 nm at the interval of
1 min and the last reading was taken at 5 min. The specific activity of GST was calculated
based on the CDNB extinction coefficient (9.6 mM−1cm−1) following the Ando methods
(Ando et al., 1988), with required modification which is based on the conjugation of CDNB
to GSH.

Analysis of total thiol
The amount of total thiol in lentil seedlings was measured using the method of
Maas et al. (1987) through minor modifications. The homogenization of the plant
sample (0.5 g) was performed in 0.02 M EDTA. Extraction was followed by centrifugation
of the homogenate at 10,000 rpm for 30 min at 4 �C. The obtained supernatant was used
for the thiol estimation. To set up the reaction 0.5 ml of sample extract, 0.7 ml buffer
(Tris-HCl, 0.2 M and pH 7.5), 0.3 ml DTNB (10 mM) and cold methanol (3.5 ml).
Furthermore, it was incubated (15 min) at normal temperature and absorbance was
recorded at 412 nm. The calculation of total thiol concentration was done using the
standard curve of reduced glutathione prepared for different concentrations. The result
was expressed as µmole of GSH g−1 fresh tissue (µmole GSH g−1FW). Statistical analysis
was performed by using the SPSS Professional Statistics ver. 7.5 (SPSS Inc., Irvine, CA,
USA). Calculation and graphical presentation of the data executed in M/S Excel software.

RESULTS
PAL and POD activity in lentil
Phenolic compound metabolism is chiefly regulated and controlled through the
coordinated action of various enzymes involved in the synthesis as well as the breakdown
of the compounds. Conversion of L-phenylalanine (L-Phe) to cinnamic acid (trans-CA) is
catalyzed through phenylalanine ammonia lyase (PAL, EC 4.3.1.24) via non-oxidative
deamination reactions. Peroxidase (POD) and polyphenol oxidase (PPO) also play a major
role in phenolic compound metabolism.

Therefore, PAL and POD activity was evaluated in the current investigation to acquire
more evidence on imazethapyr-induced modifications in phenol metabolism as a stress
reaction. Figures 1A and 1B, respectively, show the results for PAL and POD activity as
affected by the use of various imazethapyr treatments. The results show that mean PAL
and POD activity irrespective of sampling hours increased significantly above control in
response to increasing concentration of imazethapyr treatments. The increase in mean
PAL and POD activity showed a 1.63–3.66 and 1.71–3.35-fold variation as compared to the
control. Moreover, the mean PAL activity did not show any significant variation
between 0 HBT and 30 HAT, but thereafter increased significantly throughout the
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experimental period. Regardless of treatments, PAL activity increased by 4.67-fold on 120
HAT as compared to 0 HBT. Contrary to PAL activity, significant differences in mean
POD activity were observable and increased progressively throughout the experimental
period. The enhancement in POD activity varied from 1.04–3.02 folds as compared to 0
HBT. Thus, both enzymatic activities are modulated by the treatment and sampling hours.
In addition, the interaction between treatment (imazethapyr doses) and sampling hours
was also significant. PAL, a marker of several kinds of abiotic stresses including herbicides,
channels aromatic amino acids, chiefly phenylalanine to diverse phenolic compounds with
equally diverse biological functions, which are related to ameliorating diverse
environmental challenges. In the current study, a substantial increase in the mean PAL
activity in response to an increased rate of the imazethapyr application and these effects are
pronounced with the progression of the growth stage are noteworthy.

Phenolic acid and flavonoid content in lentil
Following the application of imazethapyr at five different concentrations, phenolic acid
and flavonoids were analyzed periodically before and after herbicide treatment. The results
are summarized in Figs. 2A and 2B. The results obtained indicate that both mean phenolic
acid and flavonoid content in lentil shoots increased significantly with the increasing
application rate of imazethapyr. The mean phenolic acid over different sampling hours
varied from 0.152–0.192 mg g−1 FW, while the corresponding values for flavonoids were
between 0.219 and 0.280 mg g−1 FW. Hence, the application of imazethapyr resulted in the
elevation of phenolic acid to the extent, which ranged from 3.2% to 26.31% over control,
with maximum elevation recorded at 2 RFD and least at 0.5 RFD. A similar increase in

Figure 1 (A) Phenylalanine ammonia-lyase (PAL) and (B) phenol oxidase (POD) activity of imazethapyr treated seedlings at 0 HBT and 30,
60, 90 and 120 HAT under treatments of 0, 0.5, 1, 1.25, 1.5 and 2 RFD. HBT, hours before treatment; HAT, hours after treatment; RFD,
recommended field dose. The vertical error bar represents a standard error (n = 4). Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.16370/fig-1
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flavonoid content, varying from 4.57–27.85%, was also observed depending on the
herbicide dose. However, on the other side, the mean phenolic acid and flavonoid content
over different treatments increased significantly with the progression of growth at early
stages. During 120 h, the phenolic acid and flavonoid content increased over 0 HBT by
38.41 and 37.62%. The interaction outcome among herbicide dose and sampling hours also
revealed significant involvement, indicating that phenolic acid and flavonoid content in
lentil shoots changes depending on application rate as well as growth stage.

Antioxidant activity in lentil
Diverse types of biomolecules known as antioxidants strongly resist the oxidant molecules
produced by free radicals and oxidation driven by them, protecting the cellular
biomolecules, even when present in minute quantities alongside other oxidizable
substrates. Various biomolecules of diverse structural groups are recognized to act as an
antioxidant, which includes phenols, tocopherols, ascorbic acid, glutathione, etc.
The shared central feature in these compounds lies in their ability to scavenge radical
species. In the present study, the total phenolic extracts were analyzed for antioxidant
activity using DPPH radical and FRAP, which exemplify a hydrogen atom transfer (HAT)
and Single Electron Transfer (SET) mechanism of antioxidant reaction respectively. These
mechanisms specify and exemplify the antioxidant reaction catalyzed by them.
The antioxidant activity in phenolic extract executed through DPPH and FRAP assay are
summarized in Figs. 3A and 3B respectively. It is evident from Figs. 3A and 3B, that mean

Figure 2 (A) Total phenolic acid (mg g−1) FW and (B) flavonoids content (mg g−1) FW of imazethapyr treated seedlings at 0 HBT and 30, 60,
90, and 120 HAT under treatments of 0, 0.5, 1, 1.25, 1.5 and 2.0 RFD. HBT, hours before treatment; HAT, hours after treatment; RFD,
recommended field dose. The vertical error bar represents a standard error (n = 4). Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.16370/fig-2
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antioxidant activity under both assay systems showed significant differences across
different treatments and increased with increasing rates of application.

GR and GST activities in lentil
The effect of imazethapyr on GR and GST activities is summarized in Figs. 4A and 4B,
respectively. Both GR and GST activities enhanced substantially with the increased
application rate of herbicide and progression of growth. The mean GR activity varied from
27.995–66.041 µmol of NADPH oxidized min−1 mg−1 protein, which represented an
increase in GR activity ranging from 55.79 to 136.24% over the untreated control.
However, the corresponding increases in GST activity were in the range of 61.30% to 157%
over control. The mean GR activity showed a decline on 30 HAT and increased thereafter,
while the mean GST activity increased progressively throughout the experimental period.

The GSH/GSSG proportion was higher with the pretilachlor-treated plant while least in
metribuzin, GR and GST activities were stimulated more with pretilachlor than metribuzin
in maize leaves. These herbicides, thus, induced oxidative stress differentially in maize,
which is more, pronounced with metribuzin than with pretilachlor. Henceforth, it
indicates the differential tolerance resulting from the enhancement in GSH content and
stimulation of its associated enzyme activity. The elevation in the production of
antioxidants such as phenol, and thiols and the prominent increase in the antioxidant

Figure 3 Total phenol extract (mg TE g−1) FW in imazethapyr-treated seedlings using (A) DPPH and (B) FRAP assay at 0 HBT and 30, 60, 90,
and 120 HAT under treatments of 0, 0.5, 1, 1.25, 1.5 and 2.0 RFD.HBT, hours before treatment; HAT, hours after treatment; RFD, recommended
field dose. The vertical error bar represents a standard error (n = 4). Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.16370/fig-3
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enzyme associated with these compounds like GR, GST, PAL and POD, appear to be the
general strategies of the plant defense system to restrict the toxic peroxidation in plants.

Thiol content in lentil
The results relating to total thiol content in lentil shoot following the application of
imazethapyr at five different doses is depicted in Fig. 5, which revealed that the mean thiol
content of lentil shoot showed significant differences depending on the treatment and

Figure 5 Total thiol content (µmol GSH/g FW) of imazethapyr-treated seedlings at 0 HBT, and 30,
60, 90, and 120 HAT under treatments of 0, 0.5, 1, 1.25, 1.5, and 2 RFD.HBT, hours before treatment;
HAT, hours after treatment; RFD, recommended field dose. The vertical error bar represents the standard
error. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.16370/fig-5

Figure 4 (A) Glutathione reductase (GR) and (B) glutathione-s-transferase (GST) activity in imazethapyr treated seedlings at 0 HBT and 30,
60, 90, and 120 HAT under treatments of 0, 0.5, 1, 1.25, 1.5 and 2 RFD. HBT, hours before treatment; HAT, hours after treatment; RFD,
recommended field dose. The vertical error bar represents a standard error (n = 4). Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.16370/fig-4
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sampling hour. The mean thiol content regardless of sampling hours was recorded higher
with 2 RFD (5.22 µmol GSH/g FW), and that decreased with decreasing rates of
application. The thiol content was recorded lowest with 0.5 RFD (3.94 µmol GSH/g FW).

DISCUSSION
The imidazolinone group of herbicides generally work for controlling weeds by limiting
the synthesis of the aceto-hydroxy-acid enzyme, which is linked to the biosynthesis of
branched-chain amino acids in plant cells (Presotto et al., 2012). The herbicide
imazethapyr is from the class and the active ingredient of this herbicide same as other
herbicides Contour, Hammer, Overtop, Passport, Pivot, Pursuit, Pursuit Plus, and Resolve.
It is commonly used for controlling weeds in soybeans, alfalfa hay, corn, rice, peanuts, etc.
Generally, the herbicide imazethapyr is safe and non-toxic for target crops and
environmentally friendly when it is used at low concentration levels (Qian et al., 2015;
Duary, Dash & Teja, 2016; Hoseiny-Rad & Aivazi, 2020). Although crops are extremely
susceptible to herbicide treatment at the seedling stage, there have been no observations of
its higher dose on lentil (Lens culinarisMedik.) at that stage (Hanson & Thill, 2001; Grewal
et al., 2022).

PAL and POD activity in lentil
Imazethapyr-induced dose-dependent, concurrent increase in the PAL and POD activity
in the present investigation has been observed. This concomitant enhancement in activity
indicates the possibility of a metabolic shift from primary to secondary to defend the plant
against imazethapyr-generated free radicals. This shift in the present study is visualized
through an increase in secondary metabolic compounds such as phenolic acid and
flavonoid contents. It is likely to be concluded that the buildup of phenolic acid and
flavonoid in lentil shoots with increasing herbicide dose cannot be explained solely based
on enhanced PAL activity. Moreover, increased POD activity illustrates the availability of
oxidizable substrates in the form of phenolic compounds upon increasing the herbicide
dose. These increased substrate availabilities for the POD manifested the limiting role of
PAL in phenol metabolism. However, enhanced POD activity may further lead to a more
diverse class of compounds that enrich the plant defence armoury to face the
herbicide-associated consequences. Therefore, PAL appears to be a key enzyme to regulate
phenol accumulation in lentil seedling and POD acted in tandem. The enhanced activity of
PAL further confirmed with increasing phenolic acid is reported in herbicide-treated
seedlings of soybean and maize (Alla & Younis, 1995). Thus, imazethapyr-induced
stimulation in the PAL activity complemented with increased phenol content in our study
represents additional evidence for the effect of herbicides on phenol metabolism.
Enhanced PAL and TAL (Tyrosine ammonia lyase) in response to imazethapyr in soybean
root and shoot has been reported as a stress symptom (Scarponi, Martinetti & Nemat Alla,
1996). A large number of herbicides, including acifluorfen (Kömives & Casida, 1982),
metolachlor (Scarponi, Alla & Martinetti, 1992), and alachlor (Molin, Anderson & Porter,
1986), also caused increased PAL activity, which is concerning for this relationship.
Therefore, PAL appears to be a key enzyme to regulate phenol accumulation in lentil
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seedling and POD acted in tandem. which is supported by Scarponi’s report (Scarponi, Alla
&Martinetti, 1992). Metribuzin induced an increase in the activities of peroxidases such as
ascorbate peroxidase, guaiacol peroxidase, and the polyphenol oxidase observed in wheat
(Rajabi et al., 2012). Moreover, Islam et al. (2017), suggested the role of butachlor at a
lower dose in the enhancement of GPX activity in rice (cv. ZJ 88), while at the higher dose,
the activity of the enzyme was downregulated. Thus, our results do not align with the
observation of Islam et al., which perhaps describes the substantial heterogeneity among
the crop species and the difference in the nature of herbicides. Imazethapyr-induced
enhanced expression of PAL isoforms in Arabidopsis root in a proteomics-based study has
been observed (Qian et al., 2015). Biosynthesis of a large class of physiologically active
secondary metabolites, phenylpropanoids such as flavonols, isoflavonoids, lignins and
anthocyanins derived from phenylalanine catalyzed through the action of PAL (Weisshaar
& Jenkins, 1998). In the present study imazethapyr mediated increased PAL and POD
activity, consequent increase in phenolic acid and flavonoid contents in lentil seedlings
indicates some sort of secondary metabolism-associated mechanism activated for
quenching of free radical generated through this herbicide upon its exposure.

Phenolic acid and flavonoid content in lentil
Phenolic compounds are widespread plant secondary compounds that play an important
role during ecological imbalances (Curir et al., 1990). This class of biomolecules are
involved in diverse processes like rhizogenesis, vitrification, redox reactions, and stress
resistance (Takahama & Oniki, 1992). In the present investigation increasing phenolic acid
and flavonoid content in lentil seedlings with increasing imazethapyr dose suggested the
major role played by both of the metabolites in regulating the redox balance of the cell.
The biological utility of the phenolic compounds is obtained through their involvement
in the oxidation-reduction process (Narwal, Kumar & Verma, 2016). Enhanced activity of
the POD at higher doses substantiates the active participation of phenolic compounds in
the redox process by providing the substrate for their further oxidation. In this way,
oxidative stress imposed through imazethapyr in lentil seedlings can be neutralized.
Synthesis of the phenolic compounds in plants can be primarily regulated and influenced
through various chemical stimuli induced due to an unfavourable environment that is
perceived by the plants. Herbicide application leads to cellular stress and is associated with
changes in the concentration of the phenolic compounds in plants. Increase in the level of
these compounds were reported in response to some herbicide, while others showed
declining effect (Hoagland, 1990). The current study documented noteworthy differences
in the mean shoot (seedlings) phenolic acid and flavonoid content across different
treatments. Moreover, imazethapyr stimulated the accumulation of phenol in lentil, which
is further noticeable at a higher dose (2 RFD). Similarly, higher phenol accumulation was
also reported in alachlor-treated soybean and maize (Alla & Younis, 1995), oat seedling
treated with glyphosate (Falco, Vilanova & Segura, 1989), acifluorfen-treated spinach
(Kömives & Casida, 1982) and alachlor sprayed sorghum (Molin, Anderson & Porter,
1986). Thus forth, Imazethapyr forms a prototypical representative in the expanding
catalogue of herbicides that can moderate phenol metabolism as well as its accumulation in
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lentil seedlings. Earlier studies indicate that herbicides trigger the rate of ROS formation
(Yin et al., 2020). Additionally, increased phenol buildup in response to herbicides gives
plants the ability to detoxify these species produced by free radicals. Basically, the plant’s
use of phenol in its detoxification process suggests a non-enzymatic form of reaction.
Additionally, it offers the starting point for lignin biosynthesis. The level of phenolics,
which is increased when alachlor is applied, controls the growth of soybean and maize
seedlings, illuminating the influence of phenolics on growth behaviour when herbicides are
applied (Alla & Younis, 1995). Imazethapyr is known to retard growth by inhibiting ALS
leading to reduced synthesis of BCAAs and formation of protein. Although, it triggers the
phenol accumulation rate in a dose-dependent manner. Thus, the dose-dependent
accumulation of phenol in response to different imazethapyr treatments in the current
study appears to form a component of the plant defense machinery, which eventually
minimizes oxidative stress generated by the herbicide.

Antioxidant activity in lentil
Phenolic compounds have been illustrated to modulate several biological processes that
include antioxidant activity as well (Kähkönen et al., 1999). The edible as well as non-edible
part of plants is the common source of these compounds (Heim, Tagliaferro & Bobilya,
2002). Earlier studies suggested the inherent capacity of plants gets activated upon
herbicide exposure to defend against the generated consequences through their defense
machinery (Seneff, Swanson & Li, 2015). In our study increased antioxidant activity in
lentil seedlings upon imazethpyr application indicates the activation of these defense
mechanisms through enhanced activity of PAL and POD and increased synthesis of
phenolic acid and flavonoids. Numerous studies indicated a robust positive correlation
between phenol concentration and associated antioxidant activity (Kähkönen et al., 1999).
Herbicides that enhance phenol accumulation in plants, also lead to consequent
stimulation of antioxidant activity (Seneff, Swanson & Li, 2015). Increased antioxidant
activity in lentil seedlings in the present study at higher doses suggests the potential role of
phenolic compounds in overcoming the herbicidal effects. Imazethapyr-induced phenolic
levels exhibited higher antioxidant activity in mung bean and demonstrated a positive
relation between both traits (Namrata et al., 2020). However, reports on high antioxidant
activity exhibited under in vitro systems suggested that there is a meagre chance to combat
ROS in vivo (Halliwell, 1999; Yin et al., 2020). Herbicide stress, similar to other biotic and
abiotic stresses, creates an imbalance in energy between those received and processed by
plants (Tuladhar, Sasidharan & Saudagar, 2021). This inequity usually creates photo
inhibition, ROS formation, and a decline in growth capacity, consequently activating or
accelerating cell death (Tripathy & Oelmüller, 2012). Plants have developed a separate
mechanism for the dissipation of these surplus amounts of energy during its due course
entry in the electron transport chain component of photosynthetic machinery (Havaux &
Kloppstech, 2001; Asada, 1999). It has been reported that under suboptimal conditions, the
diversion of carbon flow shifted to secondary metabolism instead of primary, which leads
to the synthesis of phenolic compounds. These compounds act as energy escape valves
(Hernandez & Van Breusegem, 2010) by dissipating excess energy as fluorescence.
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Henceforth, antioxidant activity enhancement under both the DPPH and FRAP assay in
the present study illustrates the involvement of the enzymatic and non-enzymatic
antioxidant system machinery in tandem to overcome the imazethapyr-induced stress.

GR and GST activities in lentil
Glutathione-S-transferase, is another candidate enzyme involved in the detoxification or
inactivation of numerous substrates, including xenobiotic chemicals such as herbicides by
forming conjugates with glutathione. The xenobiotic and the reactive thiol group of
cysteine residue of GST are connected by this process. Furthermore, conjugates are
transported to the vacuoles where detoxification is completed as glutathione conjugates are
hydrolyzed. Besides, it is an important role in detoxification; compartmentalization as well
as chelation of the major toxic material in plants (Anjum et al., 2015), GSTs successively
establish a proficient defense system for plants to defend the ROS-generated effects.
Herbicide selectivity among the weed and crop species depends on the tolerance of the
plant, which is associated with differential routes and rates of herbicide metabolism.
Generally, detoxification involves three series of steps, conversion (step-1), conjugation
(step-II) and deposition (step-III). The coordinated action of all these phases/steps can
detoxify the herbicides with ample speed. Further, accumulation as well as the persistence
of these herbicides to phytotoxic levels are limited through this concerted mechanism.
The increase in GST activity in response to increasing imazethapyr dose and sampling
hour in our study suggests that all these three mechanisms worked in a fine tune to
detoxify/minimize the harmful effects. The greater accumulation of metolachlor in
soybean than in corn is shown to be related to greater herbicide-induced GST activity in
corn than in soybean (Scarponi, Alla & Martinetti, 1992). The different isoforms of
glutathione-s-transferase viz., GST (ALA), GST (CDNB), and GST (MET) get inhibited in
maize treated with isoproturon, while GST (ATR) activity is unaffected, this inhibition was
pronounced at a higher dose of isoproturon (NematAlla, Hassan & El-Bastawisy, 2008).
Thus, maize is subjected to isoproturon-induced oxidative stress, and the extent of this
oxidative damage increases at higher doses with increasing time. In our present study,
imazethapyr induced a dose-dependent increase in the activity of GST compared well with
the report of Shivani et al. (2022), who reported a considerable enhancement in the GST
activity in imazethapyr-treated lentil plants. Zabalza et al. (2007) reported a progressive
increase in the GR activity following imazethapyr treatment in peas from day one of the
treatment. Furthermore, the pronounced increase in GR activities at all the respective
doses throughout the assay period in our study confirms the zabalza et al report in terms of
the rapid impact of imazethapyr on plant and consequent response. Stimulation in GR
activity is also observed with aciflurfen (Hameed et al., 2014) and this enhanced activity of
GR prohibited both oxidation (esp. SH-containing compounds) and lipid peroxidation. A
robust decline was noticed in both glutathione content and activity of GR following the
acifluorfen treatment in the presence of light in cucumber disks (Kenyon & Duke, 1985).
In general, the sensitivity of plants against herbicides appears to be reliant on numerous
factors, like species in practice, the adequate reaction of the plants under a peroxidative
environment (Schmidt & Kunert, 1986), and the metabolism of herbicides in plants (Soares
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et al., 2019). The enhancement in antioxidant compound production such as glutathione
and ascorbic acid exhibits the primary response against the herbicide, aciflurfen-induced
peroxidation was noticed in higher plants. This enhanced level of the compounds further
stimulates the GR activity with the concurrent drop in acid-soluble thiol compounds and
the pace of lipid peroxidation (Schmidt & Kunert, 1986).Miteva, Ivanov & Alexieva (2010)
observed that glyphosate treatment provoked an increase in both total and oxidized
glutathione in pea plants and caused activation of GR in treated organs. Enhanced thiol
compounds at higher imazethapyr concentrations in our study are probably the basis for
stimulation in GR activity. These enhancements of the thiol compound at varying
imazethapyr dose explain the abundance of substrate as well as different isoforms of GR
stimulation/activation.

Thiol content in lentil
The increased level of thiol content across the treatment over the control in the present
study ranged from It 31.77% to 74.58%. Moreover, thiol content in different sampling
periods increased progressively with time. Similarly, Aly & Mohamed (2012) also reported
a similar increase in thiol content in maize against metal ion stress. Although, the primary
product in sulphate assimilation is cysteine (Finnegan & Chen, 2012), but glutathione is
reported to be the major thiol compound of the plant cell (Smirnoff, 1993), which provides
plant defense against various stresses (Niu & Liao, 2016). Thiol compound can alternate
between oxidized and reduced states, thus determining the redox status of cell. Plants
grown under sub-optimal environmental conditions usually experience oxidative stress
that leads to an elevated level of ROS (Foyer et al., 1997). Damage caused by ROS is
prevented by various antioxidant molecules such as ascorbic acid, phenolics and thiol
compounds, particularly glutathione with their direct involvement or being a substrate of
enzymes such as GR and GST in the present investigation to detoxify/neutralize the
imazethapyr-associated negative consequences. The role of ascorbic acid and GSH to
minimize the ROS load in cell during oxidative stress in plants is well established
(Hasanuzzaman et al., 2012). In our present study increased thiol content in response to
increasing imazethapyr dose, sampling hour and their interaction advocates the major role
of these thiol compounds to defend the plant against these xenobiotic classes of molecules.
The synchronized actions of these antioxidants are manifested with their involvements as
substrates of APX (ascorbate peroxidase) and GR in the glutathione-ascorbate cycle
(Foyer-Halliwell-Asada pathway) in the protection of cells from ROS-induced toxicity
(Halliwell, 1999).

CONCLUSIONS
Lentil is a nutritious cool-season legume crop that contains a high amount of protein.
The initial growth of the crop is hampered by the massive invasion of weeds. Though there
are several methods to control weeds, the manna generated by herbicides is highly effective
and most preferred. The current experiment aimed to determine how imazethapyr affected
the metabolism of phenol and glutathione as well as the antioxidant behaviour of the lentil
seedlings at various sampling hours after its application. We found that the application of
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imazethapyr enhanced the phenolic acid and flavonoid content of lentil seedlings.
Additionally, the antioxidant activity of the phenolic extract in both the DPPH as well as
FRAP assay was also increased. In accordance with an increase in the phenolic
compounds, there was a corresponding increase in mean PAL and POD activity observed,
indicating the modulation of both these enzyme activities in response to herbicide
treatment. The mean thiol content also increased significantly with increasing herbicide
treatments, which appeared to result from an increase in the dose-dependent GR activity.
Based on our findings, it can be summarized that lentil overcome the herbicide-induced
oxidative stress by stimulation of PAL enzyme while detoxifying the parent molecule by
stimulation of GST activity. Consequent upon increased PAL activity, phenolic acid and
flavonoid content and antioxidant activity enhanced indicating the major role played by
phenolics and flavonoids to overcome herbicide-induced stress.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
We are grateful to ICAR-Indian Institute of Sugarcane Research for the approval of study
leave to complete the Doctoral research.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DECLARATIONS

Funding
This research was funded by Bidhan Chandra Krishi Viswavidyalaya, Nadia, WB, India
and Researchers Supporting Project number (RSP2023R347), King Saud University,
Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. The Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic
(S grant of MSMT CR) supported the APC of this article. The funders had no role in study
design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Grant Disclosures
The following grant information was disclosed by the authors:
Bidhan Chandra Krishi Viswavidyalaya: RSP2023R347.
Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic: MSMT CR.

Competing Interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author Contributions
� Rajeev Kumar conceived and designed the experiments, performed the experiments,
analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

� V. Visha Kumari conceived and designed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared
figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final
draft.

� Ranjit Singh Gujjar conceived and designed the experiments, prepared figures and/or
tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 17/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


� Mala Kumari conceived and designed the experiments, prepared figures and/or tables,
authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

� Sanjay Kumar Goswami conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed
drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

� Jhuma Datta conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

� Srikumar Pal conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of
the article, and approved the final draft.

� Sudhir Kumar Jha conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts
of the article, and approved the final draft.

� Ashok Kumar conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of
the article, and approved the final draft.

� Ashwini Dutt Pathak conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed
drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

� Milan Skalicky performed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or
tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

� Manzer H. Siddiqui performed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared figures and/
or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

� Akbar Hossain performed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or
tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

Data Availability
The following information was supplied regarding data availability:

The raw data are available in the Supplemental File.

Supplemental Information
Supplemental information for this article can be found online at http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/
peerj.16370#supplemental-information.

REFERENCES
Alla MN, Younis ME. 1995. Herbicide effects on phenolic metabolism in maize (Zea mays L.) and

soybean (Glycine max L.) seedling. Journal of Experimental Botany 46(11):1731–1736
DOI 10.1093/jxb/46.11.1731.

Aly AA, Mohamed AA. 2012. The impact of copper ion on growth, thiol compounds and lipid
peroxidation in two maize cultivars (Zea mays L.) grown ‘in vitro’. Australian Journal of Crop
Science 6(3):541–549.

Ando K, Honma M, Chiba S, Tahara S, Mizutani J. 1988. Glutathione transferase from
Mucorjavamicus. Agricultural and Biological Chemistry 52(1):135–139
DOI 10.1080/00021369.1988.10868612.

Anjum NA, Hasanuzzaman M, Hossain MA, Thangavel P, Roychoudhury A, Gill SS, Ahmad I.
2015. Jacks of metal/metalloid chelation trade in plants—An overview. Frontiers in Plant Science
6:192 DOI 10.3389/fpls.2015.00192.

Asada K. 1999. The water-water cycle in chloroplasts: scavenging of active oxygens and dissipation
of excess photons. Annual Review of Plant Biology 50(1):601–639
DOI 10.1146/annurev.arplant.50.1.601.

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 18/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/46.11.1731
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00021369.1988.10868612
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.00192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.50.1.601
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


Balech R, Maalouf F, Patil SB, Hejjaoui K, AbouKhater L, Rajendran K, Kumar S. 2022.
Evaluation of performance and stability of new sources for tolerance to post-emergence
herbicides in lentil (Lens culinaris ssp. culinarisMedik.). Crop and Pasture Science
73(11):1264–1278 DOI 10.1071/CP21810.

Benzie IFF, Strain JJ. 1996. The ferric reducing ability of plasma (FRAP) as a measure of
‘‘antioxidant power’’: the FRAP assay. Analytical Biochemistry 239:70–76
DOI 10.1006/abio.1996.0292.

Braca A, De Tommasi N, Di Bari L, Pizza C, Politi M, Morelli I. 2001. Antioxidant principles
from Bauhinia tarapotensis. Journal of Natural Products 64(7):892–895
DOI 10.1021/np0100845.

Burrell MM, Rees TA. 1974. Metabolism of phenylalanine and tyrosine by rice leaves infected by
Piriculariaoryzae. Physiological Plant Pathology 4(4):497–508
DOI 10.1016/0048-4059(74)90035-6.

Curir P, VanSumere CF, Termini A, Barthe P, Marchesini A, Dolci M. 1990. Flavonoid
accumulation is correlated with adventitious roots formation in Eucalyptus gunnii Hook
micropropagated through axillary bud stimulation. Plant Physiology 92(4):1148–1153
DOI 10.1104/pp.92.4.1148.

Duary B, Dash S, Teja KC. 2016. Weed management in kharifblackgram with imazethapyr and
other herbicides. In: Proceedings. National Seminar on Recent Trends in Agriculture and Allied
Sciences for Better Tomorrow at Visva-Bharati, vol. 49: Sriniketan, West Bengal, India.

Falco JM, Vilanova L, Segura J. 1989. Effects of glyphosate on phenolic compounds and free
amino acids in oat seedlings. Agrochimica 33(3):166–173.

Fancy NN, Bahlmann AK, Loake GJ. 2017. Nitric oxide function in plant abiotic stress. Plant, Cell
& Environment 40(4):462–472 DOI 10.1111/pce.12707.

Finnegan PM, Chen W. 2012. Arsenic toxicity: the effects on plant metabolism. Frontiers in
Physiology 3:182 DOI 10.3389/fphys.2012.00182.

Foyer CH, Lopez-Delgado H, Dat JF, Scott IM. 1997. Hydrogen peroxide-and glutathione-
associated mechanisms of acclamatory stress tolerance and signalling. Physiologia Plantarum
100(2):241–254 DOI 10.1111/j.1399-3054.1997.tb04780.x.

Grewal SK, Gill RK, Virk HK, Bhardwaj RD. 2022. Methylglyoxal detoxification
pathway-explored first time for imazethapyr tolerance in lentil (Lens culinaris L.). Plant
Physiology and Biochemistry 177:10–22 DOI 10.1016/j.plaphy.2022.02.007.

Halliwell B. 1999. Antioxidant defence mechanisms: from the beginning to the end (of the
beginning). Free Radical Research 31(4):261–272 DOI 10.1080/10715769900300841.

Hameed A, Sharma I, Kumar A, Azooz MM, Lone HA, Ahmad P. 2014. Glutathione metabolism
in plants under environmental stress. In: Oxidative Damage to Plants. Cambridge: Academic
Press, 183–200 DOI 10.1016/B978-0-12-799963-0.00006-X.

Hanson BD, Thill DC. 2001. Effects of imazethapyr and pendimethalin on lentil (Lens culinaris),
pea (Pisum sativum), and a subsequent winter wheat (Triticum aestivum) crop. Weed
Technology 15(1):190–194.

Hasanuzzaman M, Hossain MA, Teixeira da Silva JA, Fujita M. 2012. Plant response and
tolerance to abiotic oxidative stress: antioxidant defense is a key factor. In: Venkateswarlu B,
Shanker A, Shanker C, Maheswari M, eds. Crop Stress and its Management: Perspectives and
Strategies. Dordrecht: Springer DOI 10.1007/978-94-007-2220-0_8.

Hassan NM, NematAlla MM. 2005. Oxidative stress in herbicide-treated broad bean and maize
plants. Acta Physiologiae Plantarum 27:429–438 DOI 10.1007/s11738-005-0047-x.

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 19/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/CP21810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/abio.1996.0292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/np0100845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0048-4059(74)90035-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.92.4.1148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/pce.12707
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2012.00182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.1997.tb04780.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2022.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10715769900300841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-799963-0.00006-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-2220-0_8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11738-005-0047-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


Havaux M, Kloppstech K. 2001. The protective functions of carotenoid and flavonoid pigments
against excess visible radiation at chilling temperature investigated in Arabidopsis npq and tt
mutants. Planta 213:953–966 DOI 10.1007/s004250100572.

Heim KE, Tagliaferro AR, Bobilya DJ. 2002. Flavonoid antioxidants: chemistry, metabolism and
structure-activity relationships. The Journal of Nutritional Biochemistry 13(10):572–584
DOI 10.1016/S0955-2863(02)00208-5.

Hernandez I, Van Breusegem F. 2010. Opinion on the possible role of flavonoids as energy escape
valves: novel tools for nature’s Swiss army knife? Plant Science 179(4):297–301
DOI 10.1016/j.plantsci.2010.06.001.

Hoagland RE. 1990. Interaction of indoleacetic acid and glyphosate on phenolic metabolism in
soybeans. Pesticide Biochemistry and Physiology 36(1):68–75
DOI 10.1016/0048-3575(90)90022-T.

Hoseiny-Rad M, Aivazi AA. 2020. Biochemical and cytogenetic effects of Imazethapyr on Cicer
arietinum L. Journal of Applied Biology and Biotechnology 8(2):73–77
DOI 10.7324/JABB.2020.80212.

Islam F, Ali S, Farooq MA,Wang J, Gill RA, Zhu J, ZhouW. 2017. Butachlor-induced alterations
in ultrastructure, antioxidant, and stress-responsive gene regulations in rice cultivars. Clean-Soil,
Air, Water 45(3):1500851 DOI 10.1002/clen.201500851.

Jaswal A, Menon S. 2020. Review of literature on effect of various herbicidal treatments on
chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) intercropping with lentil (Lens culinaris Medik.). International
Journal of Chemical Science 8(5):1116–1121 DOI 10.22271/chemi.2020.v8.i5p.10443.

Kähkönen MP, Hopia AI, Vuorela HJ, Rauha JP, Pihlaja K, Kujala TS, Heinonen M. 1999.
Antioxidant activity of plant extracts containing phenolic compounds. Journal of Agricultural
and Food Chemistry 47(10):3954–3962 DOI 10.1021/jf990146l.

Kenyon WH, Duke SO. 1985. Effects of acifluorfen on endogenous antioxidants and protective
enzymes in cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) cotyledons. Plant Physiology 79(3):862–866
DOI 10.1104/pp.79.3.862.

Khazaei H, Subedi M, Nickerson M, Martínez-Villaluenga C, Frias J, Vandenberg A. 2019. Seed
protein of lentils: current status, progress, and food applications. Foods 8(9):391
DOI 10.3390/foods8090391.

Kömives T, Casida JE. 1982. Diphenyl ether herbicides: effects of acifluorfen on phenylpropanoid
biosynthesis and phenylalanine ammonia-lyase activity in spinach. Pesticide Biochemistry and
Physiology 18(2):191–196 DOI 10.1016/0048-3575(82)90105-5.

Kong JQ. 2015. Phenylalanine ammonia-lyase, a key component used for phenylpropanoids
production by metabolic engineering. RSC Advances 5(77):62587–62603
DOI 10.1039/C5RA08196C.

Kumar R, Sagar V, Verma VC, Kumari M, Gujjar RS, Goswami SK, Kumar Jha S, Pandey H,
Dubey AK, Srivastava S, Singh SP, Mall AK, Pathak AD, Singh H, Jha PK, Prasad PVV.
2023. Drought and salinity stresses induced physio-biochemical changes in sugarcane: an
overview of tolerance mechanism and mitigating approaches. Frontiers in Plant Science
14:1225234 DOI 10.3389/fpls.2023.1225234.

Maas FM, De Kok LJ, Peters JL, Kuiper PJ. 1987. A comparative study on the effects of H2S and
SO2 fumigation on the growth and accumulation of sulphate and sulphydryl compounds in
Trifolium pratense L., Glycine max Merr. and Phaseolus vulgaris L. Journal of Experimental
Botany 38(9):1459–1469 DOI 10.1093/jxb/38.9.1459.

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 20/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s004250100572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0955-2863(02)00208-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2010.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0048-3575(90)90022-T
http://dx.doi.org/10.7324/JABB.2020.80212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/clen.201500851
http://dx.doi.org/10.22271/chemi.2020.v8.i5p.10443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf990146l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.79.3.862
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/foods8090391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0048-3575(82)90105-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA08196C
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2023.1225234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/38.9.1459
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


Miteva LE, Ivanov SV, Alexieva VS. 2010. Alterations in glutathione pool and some related
enzymes in leaves and roots of pea plants treated with the herbicide glyphosate. Russian Journal
of Plant Physiology 57:131–136 DOI 10.1134/S1021443710010188.

MolinWT, Anderson EJ, Porter CA. 1986. Effects of alachlor on anthocyanin and lignin synthesis
in etiolated sorghum (Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench) mesocotyls. Pesticide Biochemistry and
Physiology 25(1):105–111 DOI 10.1016/0048-3575(86)90037-4.

Namrata K, Datta J, Kumar R, Chakravarty A, Pal S. 2020. Herbicide induced changes in
Nutrient and antinutrient content during mung bean (Vigna radiate L) seed development.
International Journal of Chemical Studies 8(2):223–228 DOI 10.22271/chemi.2020.v8.i2d.8772.

Narwal S, Kumar D, Verma RPS. 2016. Effect of genotype, environment and malting on the
antioxidant activity and phenolic content of Indian barley. Journal of Food Biochemistry
40(1):91–99 DOI 10.1111/jfbc.12198.

NematAlla MM, Hassan NM, El-Bastawisy ZM. 2008. Changes in antioxidants and kinetics of
glutathione-S-transferase of maize in response to isoproturon treatment. Plant Biosystems
142(1):5–16 DOI 10.1080/11263500701872135.

Nianiou-Obeidat I, Madesis P, Kissoudis C, Voulgari G, Chronopoulou E, Tsaftaris A,
Labrou NE. 2017. Plant glutathione transferase-mediated stress tolerance: functions and
biotechnological applications. Plant Cell Reports 36(6):791–805
DOI 10.1007/s00299-017-2139-7.

Niu L, Liao W. 2016. Hydrogen peroxide signaling in plant development and abiotic responses:
crosstalk with nitric oxide and calcium. Frontiers in Plant Science 7(13):230
DOI 10.3389/fpls.2016.00230.

Pala F, Mennan H, Demir A. 2018. Determination of the weed species, frequency and density in
lentil fields in Diyarbakır Province. Turkish Journal of Weed Science 21(1):33–42.

Presotto A, Gigon R, Renzi JP, Poverene M, Cantamutto M. 2012. Sensibility to AHAS inhibitors
in progenies of wild Helianthus annuus hybridized to a CL sunflower cultivar. In: Proceedings of
the 8th International Sunflower Conference Mar del PlataArgentina.

Proietti S, Falconieri GS, Bertini L, Baccelli I, Paccosi E, Belardo A, Caruso C. 2019. GLYI4
plays a role in methylglyoxal detoxification and jasmonate-mediated stress responses in
Arabidopsis thaliana. Biomolecules 9(10):635 DOI 10.3390/biom9100635.

Qian H, Lu H, Ding H, Lavoie M, Li Y, Liu W, Fu Z. 2015. Analyzing Arabidopsis thaliana root
proteome provides insights into the molecular bases of enantioselective imazethapyr toxicity.
Scientific Reports 5(1):11975 DOI 10.1038/srep11975.

Rajabi R, Khavari-Nejad RA, Ghanati F, Najafi F. 2012. Effects of stress induced by
post-emergence application of metribuzin herbicide on wheat. African Journal of Biotechnology
11(16):3773–3778 DOI 10.5897/AJB11.3446.

RaoMV, Paliyath G, Ormrod DP. 1996.Ultraviolet-B-and ozone-induced biochemical changes in
antioxidant enzymes of Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Physiology 110(1):125–136
DOI 10.1104/pp.110.1.125.

Scarponi L, Alla MN, Martinetti L. 1992. Metolachlor in corn (Zea mays) and soybean (Glycine
max): persistence and biochemical signs of stress during its detoxification. Journal of
Agricultural and Food Chemistry 40(5):884–889 DOI 10.1021/jf00017a037.

Scarponi L, Martinetti L, Nemat Alla MM. 1996. Growth response and changes in starch
formation as a result of imazethapyr treatment of soybean (Glycine max L.). Journal of
Agricultural and Food Chemistry 44(6):1572–1577 DOI 10.1021/jf950512a.

Schmidt A, Kunert KJ. 1986. Lipid peroxidation in higher plants: the role of glutathione reductase.
Plant Physiology 82(3):700–702 DOI 10.1104/pp.82.3.700.

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 21/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1021443710010188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0048-3575(86)90037-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.22271/chemi.2020.v8.i2d.8772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jfbc.12198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11263500701872135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00299-017-2139-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.00230
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/biom9100635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep11975
http://dx.doi.org/10.5897/AJB11.3446
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.110.1.125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf00017a037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf950512a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.82.3.700
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/


Seneff S, Swanson N, Li C. 2015. Aluminum and glyphosate can synergistically induce pineal
gland pathology: connection to gut dysbiosis and neurological disease. Agricultural Sciences
6(1):42 DOI 10.4236/as.2015.61005.

Shannon J. 1966.Methods of enzymatic analysis. Second Edition. New York: Academic Press, 1088.

Shivani S, Kao C-Y, Chattopadhyay A, Chen J-W, Lai L-C, Lin W-H, Lu T-P, Huang I-H,
Tsai M-H, Teng C-H, Wu J-J, Hsieh Y-H, Wang M-C, Chuang EY. 2022. Uremic toxin-
producing bacteroides species prevail in the gut microbiota of Taiwanese CKD patients: an
analysis using the new Taiwan microbiome baseline. Frontiers in Cellular and Infection
Microbiology 12:414 DOI 10.3389/fcimb.2022.726256.

Singh H, Dolui S, Kumar R, Pal S, Bhattacharya A. 2022. Butachlor tolerance in wheat seedlings.
International Journal of Economic Plants 9(3):214–221.

Singh R, Singh G. 2017. Economic analysis of application of weed management practices in kharif
and summer mungbean [Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek]. International Journal of Current
Microbiology and Applied Sciences 6:3182–3190 DOI 10.20546/ijcmas.2017.612.372.

Smirnoff N. 1993. Tansley review No. 52. The role of active oxygen in the response of plants to
water deficit and desiccation. New Phytologist 27–58.

Soares C, Carvalho MEA, Azevedo RA, Fidalgo F. 2019. Plants facing oxidative challenges—A
little help from the antioxidant networks. Environmental and Experimental Botany 161:4–25
DOI 10.1016/j.envexpbot.2018.12.009.

Takahama U, Oniki T. 1992. Regulation of peroxidase-dependent oxidation of phenolics in the
apoplast of spinach leaves by ascorbate. Plant and Cell Physiology 33(4):379–387
DOI 10.1093/oxfordjournals.pcp.a078265.

Tranel PJ, Wright TR. 2002. Resistance of weeds to ALS-inhibiting herbicides: what have we
learned? Weed Science 50(6):700–712 DOI 10.1614/0043-1745(2002)050[0700:RROWTA]
2.0.CO;2.

Tripathy BC, Oelmüller R. 2012. Reactive oxygen species generation and signaling in plants. Plant
Signaling & Behavior 7(12):1621–1633 DOI 10.4161/psb.22455.

Tseng TY, Ou JF, Wang CY. 2013. Role of the ascorbate-glutathione cycle in paraquat tolerance of
rice. Weed Science 61(3):361–373 DOI 10.1614/WS-D-12-00133.1.

Tuladhar P, Sasidharan S, Saudagar P. 2021. Role of phenols and polyphenols in plant defense
response to biotic and abiotic stresses. In: Biocontrol Agents and Secondary Metabolites. Sawston:
Woodhead Publishing, 419–441 DOI 10.1016/B978-0-12-822919-4.00017-X.

Vinson JA, Hao Y, Su X, Zubik L. 1998. Phenol antioxidant quantity and quality in foods:
vegetables. Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry 46(9):3630–3634
DOI 10.1021/jf980295o.

Weisshaar B, Jenkins GI. 1998. Phenylpropanoid biosynthesis and its regulation. Current Opinion
in Plant Biology 1(3):251–257 DOI 10.1016/S1369-5266(98)80113-1.

Yin Y, Yang M, Xi J, Cai W, Yi Y, He G, Jiang M. 2020. A sodium alginate-based nano-pesticide
delivery system for enhanced in vitro photostability and insecticidal efficacy of phloxine B.
Carbohydrate Polymers 247(2):116677 DOI 10.1016/j.carbpol.2020.116677.

Zabalza A, Gaston S, Ribas-Carbó M, Orcaray L, Igal M, Royuela M. 2006.Nitrogen assimilation
studies using 15N in soybean plants treated with imazethapyr, an inhibitor of branched-chain
amino acid biosynthesis. Journal of Agricultural and Food chemistry 54(23):8818–8823
DOI 10.1021/jf0618224.

Zabalza A, Gaston S, Sandalio LM, del Río LA, Royuela M. 2007.Oxidative stress is not related to
the mode of action of herbicides that inhibit acetolactate synthase. Environmental and
Experimental Botany 59(2):150–159 DOI 10.1016/j.envexpbot.2005.11.003.

Kumar et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.16370 22/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/as.2015.61005
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2022.726256
http://dx.doi.org/10.20546/ijcmas.2017.612.372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2018.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.pcp.a078265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1614/0043-1745(2002)050[0700:RROWTA]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1614/0043-1745(2002)050[0700:RROWTA]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/psb.22455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1614/WS-D-12-00133.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-822919-4.00017-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf980295o
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1369-5266(98)80113-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2020.116677
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf0618224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2005.11.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16370
https://peerj.com/

	Evaluating the imazethapyr herbicide mediated regulation of phenol and glutathione metabolism and antioxidant activity in lentil seedlings ...
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	flink6
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


