.3"\'#6“&”“%

_ wite dloxe
SWS 121) (¥4 1Y) 5 alacile [ls aloa

AN, Jadslacile

R oy of Wed S

spglcde 34 SU obg p S e gladble S

rJJS/—CJJS s..)jw Jé

YJJ}.\.«:-‘ j):; -9\6“""" Loy desms

han Lo logy olRl sl 09,5 Lty ¥ fion Ly logs olK2315 5y slacils psle 5,57 o553 (g5l )
ANNY sl s )l

QLN YA 15y

2SS

GBS g WAY 5 ITRY Lo 59 (o taleg] paS=)3 glts )3 5 pmeslincile s SOk w815 1 (55,55 Gilen (slaalols 31 loj) pohate
5 5295505 JolS 5555 ot Jols (ol gaS i sl S5 5 b sl JolS oSl b b JB 3 ek 35 b
5 ke Jlosl 5l U8 )3 cudlS | ey Syaslacile ) 5l gy diged 25 (a8l) J5S ple 5 e S5 ol (25 oS5 (55095 B
ot o 2 480l ot pAS Cullay Sl g S L4y SOL o515 (:S0le duagllio 08 )F Pl Silais gy 2 p A5 9 0 Sl g e
«hyl> Convolvulus arvensis L. o, 5 Lactuca serriola L. isg 92lS Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers. 3L3 ;o slacale slas (¢5,9 85
gy )l hae Gl carge ol (5509 SB lod 28K )15 I iSile (36 cod (56 jpacslacile )y SOL ALl ped @ ()l S

ol (65598 BS Aoy ingh opl (ol 4o 3,5 Hordeum spontaneum C.koch o )54 5 Avena ludoviciana Dur.

S50 B 0 8555508 (ol (55)9S B (iSile s galS” saojly

*Corresponding author. E-mail: mohammad_jamali84@yahoo.com



CDRR ‘)Jﬁ‘_guh;.d.c uij\: e /(VYV4E) L gda=! 5 g;l»;—

saslacile Sl el S e 5 25000 S

.(Vanasse & Leroux, 2000) s 45 .
soesls x| S s W3l Cansy 508 Slkes
(Scopel et al., 1991) das » 51 3 ;5 (5 ,me 55 15 5ok
Lo edd s sy 3y ook (SIS (Uﬁi BE
Dl oy s e wler oy Jead b gL
TS5 5 ¢S5 3 gl AU L ASle 5 )l
Cemexr J2S G b 5l S aglacde s
Sda Ll el sl s e s i aslacile
22 oSk e sladble S Ll ST gl
sl Sbgss 5 oS el s plend J S Ll

D r.k;f_ b sld s mslacile
b sSg; 9 dlge

S, el e Y v cladle b sl ol
OG5 el 53 |l ey s Ol 065 (55,58 Sligis
P B ai3s 8T 5 a4 s oY Ul s J b (slyls
CLL?)\ buage 5 Jlad aids £ 5 a5 Y4 LS e
(Papoly Yazdi, 1988) il » L, Cly 3 e Vg
- b Sl e e YO UL S50 Lo s

A B s ekl s 2 LSS G S e 4 bl
el LS S L elad LS sl al
B GisSE s aw bl ol sl S
s Jold o b b S 5 558 o 5 oSS
A dsb g saglcile (Aali) J xS ede 5 oled
o s b e R OT e s Y Dol ol oS

A sk 2N 5 V0 Db S 8 S gl S
ol i g LAl Sl el eslinad s ol
CS 5 Ay 08 S, 5y Sbe ks 1l oS5
Sl Lo il s S olSiws 5 O S o5l
sl plesl 1 S 5 o3 S Wl L sl 05,2

doddo

fors a5 Jas ol St aglacile )4 KL s
Col S 3 slacile 31 gl S5 et o axdllas
I, S (Harper, 1977) , ,ls .( Forcella et al., 1992)
55l Jes 3 01 S L3S ks S L SO
53 ok olasl 5 g Lol oS e Sose il
G ) Sl Gk 3 Sl clls oS -
036 Lady 5l JSaze Ao SSL o8 e g SIS 5 S e
5 Sl gadle el Bl e sad 5 a8l S
das e Ol 1y d 5 addS s 5aslacile Cones
S oK w4 jaglacide ol uls S L SSL
LS aibe adie o gl 5l oo s ol Ll
55l ks S e 1 5 aslacile anslr 015 0 0T SGaS
b el arle Ol Olge oasbals Ll S

.(Sherstaetal., 2002) > 5 i
5 sl Slas w53 5 asbacile sl SOb S
el asyze siaglacile Co e 3 eliS s Jelse
Slells ey 5ol by el plxil oy S
S ol b Gl bl S e 5 sl
oo s pde Olles (Siah Marguee et al., 2003)
PSSR B I P SN TN PSS VC C I H
sl S s n 3 Jaglecde JA i8S (siesSE
s O3 U cos eSS ms s L
s _~Uls .(Kashe et al., 2009; Devi Ranjit et al., 2007)
etd aS sl oLis (Vanasse & Leroux, 2000) .S 5,
S350 1255 5 0S5 S P R e $sS L wlila
350545 G o3 A0 sl 5 b 34 e gl 03 ok
b S 4l s el LAl 4 by e Ly e St
Olsl 3 sl Al DS s 0 55 5 25 e Lok
Al bl Ol Bl O LS sl 5 dnes

Fodae gl @) Ges 55 O sk S



vl SsS cile gladbla

Sl B ogs a5 USG5 2 gs e 4 (0 4] e
Jog aSde Lo paSn 5 sl S,
s 53 0 S 60 (ke Osoid s o 4 O 5 g 5 50)
Ol L3 LS o3 2 VY0 Slde 4 bg e 855 ol e 4

A el H;f ) ey
Lopslacile 5d L s e S ol 450
e e Sl 5 el i i 4 (D) ) aslin
iy 6 5IW (SN Solatmnr 55 4 S (6 20 5L
el Sl e e Sl 0 s o4 oS A
3o 5 G T Dl Sl oo ud CliS s oS
503 WA Jle b 5o oS CtlS Ol L3 (s3usSl
Glad gad A el 1FAY Jl Sl 5o kS Sils 5l
SanS 0550 s A8 byl s b o5 05 2 S
o 3 ol (eSS 5l 8 Sl s Sl sles s S
sld 5 G5 wler e Wl culs G oy
f Gglsm b SISl 0 sl 5 acslacils
S S 5 ol il B S esls e e e 2 S
3 e e Sl EA = b S gladsai 5
S 2 el A x Yoo xYe slal 4 clls gl oow
A el LT s els 15 Rl ale 51 (s e
el d= s Jler b abdS s el alb slhazalS
aw Jols >, o (Forcella, 1992) w53 ijled s
Lo 5o S glad sal Py AR il s 5 2 atia
Ll i 03 5 5,8 5 5 p) Suo a3l o s ekd S
Farh G o Bt ()l o)lss sline glos 5 5
ook Goled 5 plalid sl a el o e 51 ey 50
5l ek aed St ek gei 033wl sdiledl o
sk .(Kovach, et al., 1988) . osls jse e Yo S
Ao S gl 5 SSE IS g 5l elinad L sl L
el 55 S8 SO Sl eslinal b skiy 8 5 e s
d S8 S5 o5 ek b ssd S u pk 5 S

A3 S

Lok g5 e DI Lrsial it oS oSas
S S el (S8 5 S ) B s
w}ﬁ”ﬁuuﬁ)avwélﬁjw
S5 5 Do Jhe s gl gl Sodns s s
LB o slacslans b gius Sb b olKams opl o
J8 Jpame L 5o 1) Sl Slles (Ges b 5l ol

woarg by Sl e S8 (o e gl G058 sl als
LS e S ks e LS e (e el U S e
(S5 dsb) Yo b pciS s o), S L
S el il Sles 5 i S glasles
B s e aw lagal, o oe (Sl oS > Ol
5ok el Ceand 3 Jsb Sl Aol O S e s an S
ol Dose 4 e 10 x T ol 4 o8 Slasled
b Jsb slase bl erss Ik s 5 s S Ol
LVt ul S I o35 @3 WY Jle Sl L il L
Gy ol 5 V0 sy doli b s 3 p S LS Y0 Ol e
Olan 5ol 53 5 A 23S AVYN0 )l 55 2 Sle VA
pAS ks Sy (ONVNE) &b s o 3l e Jle
Fb oo S 5o S S WA O 4 Ol (35
3l S S Jl s el ae e s alil AVV/YA
3 G b S s S slaslas s il o )b
N (‘J‘f CalS 3l e LL S oy culs
Sz 13 U135 5 Al L i Jals LelS (3,581
5osS w5558 oS Sl g e bl
52 A el Shals 5 SKs (5 a4 e S e
o Lol s Slles G 5 GisS o ke
03 eS8 5 s ble 3K el spk S 05,
S oS 5 Shus S lasles 3 Aoy T sl
LLle (Jols 555 S sled 5o bl slile (3L (5555
St U S b b oS, el
thst) s pSdle Bl elid Loy aglacils



) W )JA(_QLAMLO uf;jb e /(YY) ..U)..an-l} L;L«;—

S5 5h by S g Ble Yo U iw
S50 IS el s sl slalS1 5 L acile

Malva neglecta Waller. ., Convolvulus arvensis L.

saglacide

Jle 53«8 & Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers. L3
sy Al 4@ 5 Lactuca serriola L. o>y 5alS
S sl ol bjles Jlesl 1S sk sl led
o b ek a Ay Sagladile
Portulaca oleracea L. 4 > Amaranthus retroflexus L.
3l . » e Setaria viridis (L) P. Beauv. S
AJ); VY jgﬁ &)b Q;M‘AJLM\& 4.;; \o CM

¢.5|.>J.3 3l J«g) SoeS Jt-:.-.’. )-13 ‘S‘b @on

(fasfc.&lSJIJ,s‘,‘\\ <yl

sloles Sl (uS clls ik 4 (g8

.))).A A:J).) g_,.o.:als )‘ ‘}'.; “ .b).vjﬁ Ty e JLQ.“\ 6))}6[}

O3 el =5 S ad S Oga3l b aesls oS o
by w5 &S solse 0o {(Chakravarti, 1967) A% el
5 ool a g oo oslizad N X+ 05 s 5l 50
er S el b oS 05l laws LSile alis
5 S e Jlas o oS bl 5l s S plnil SAS 33l
3 e g el Sl 3 Sl e J5S
bl g s L E3 S S enlie s el
G o Blie Sl Gl s 2 L s S)
Oen el g dals S g bl (Slicing)  as
G50 SB e 4w (I a3 S g p s S
b e e el B S el KUK L

255 el gy OIS (gl

sl Jlesl 51 3 5 aglacile [0 SO C"SJVS‘J:
IV s el sl i s aslacde 0 Ll
LB ST ghls as 50 a5 sl 0Ll bl Jles! 51 LS

Goe Sl Jols gladisas g3 ny 5 aglacile S0 4 4 g

@ 30 ]
o 30 -
[T BT A
%27
X 24
521'
2 18 A
215 -
'512-
g
'cg'
w 6
2 3
30 _‘I—WT-I—-I—-'—-I—-I—-'—-V—-I——'—-—-I———
= o oy - ==
S R EEEEEE R
= E 8 g8 g &£ € 58 §F O3 o OZ¥Z OE ¥ oE®T oE R o£0@8
= 23S 3 53F§ i3S i¥EEesoEoRoYog
& 'E§E§§§§2-3:§§C‘§Sbg'§3
F 5 3 85 5§ F £ v = = g 2 & 2 5 5 u
~‘:33“-§"““‘-"-=°§E-‘"“a§'ﬁh:hag§:
X &2 =% § 2 2 ¥ B F E § 2 ¥ ¥R o oQ
£ F 3§ & ¥y 3 B 2 £ F £ 5 8 58 & 3 ¢ 8
S ¥ 2 S ¢ 3 8 =2 ¥ 2% = % 3
S = 8 3 T S 5 = 8 T = ]
S S 5 & T 8 8 L0 S
S < 3 ~ =

C

~ Weed species

IR )3 sl Jlos! 1 b (S8 canSlo yio (o EA++ ) SI& Liged D digf S 4y 5 glocile jods o515 - JSd
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Table 1- Interaction effects of soil seedbank prior to tillage

Treatments Weed Seed No.

Amaran  Lactu Avena Conring Malva Chenapoi Portula Setari  Convol Sorghum Hordeum Galium Asper Descur Hibisc  Datura
Control
CT 104a 6.83b 26.5a 2.5a 0.11b 5.7b 9.5b 48.2a 1.4b 24.2a 21.51a 4.5b 0.6b 0.5b 0b 0.25b
MT 31.83bc 11.5b 5.67b 1.5a 0.16b 4.1b 17.4a 43.3a 1.5b 5.1b 3.2b 7.1ab 0.7b 0.7b 0Ob 0.25b
NT 42.67b 99.5a 1.5¢ Ob 5.68a 34.18a 28.2a 17.2b 5.8a 4.9b 0.5¢c 14.2a 8.42a 9.54a 3.08a 4.78a
Sprayed
CT 20.83a 5.17c 0.33a 0.47a 0.11b 3.2a 8.2a 9.1a 1b 3.2b 1.42a 3.9a 0.5a 0.4a 0.12a 0.17a
MT 21a 9.17b 0.83a 0.68a 0.11b 4.1a 7.4a 8.2a 1b 3.1b 1.12a 4.1a 0.6a 0.3a 0.14a 0.12a
NT 23.83a 19.67a 1.1a 0.83a 4.8a 3.9a 6.3a 8.4a 3.1a 17.1a 1.5a 3.9a 0.7a 0.5a 0.15a 0.14a
CT = Conventional tillage MT = Minimum tillage NT = No tillage
Amaranthus retroflexus Chenapodium album Hordeum spontaneum Datura stramonium
Lactuca serriola Portulaca oleracea Galium aparine Hibiscus trionum
Avena ludvociana Setaria viridis Asperugo procumbens Sorghum halepense
Conringia orientalis Convolvulus arvensis Descurainia Sophia Malva neglecta

(VFRY —AY ouiS Cudls 51 L) 65556 51 am S1& 5 sladile iy SGU Jliie O 51-Y Jgaa
Table 2- Interaction effects of soil seedbank post tillage

Treatment Weed Seed No

Amarant  Lactuca Avena  Conringi  Malva  Chenapoi  Portulaca  Setari Convo  Sorghum  Hordeum  Galium  Asperugo  Descur  Hibiscu  Datura
Control
CT 17.4b 1.33c 17.4a 0.8b 0b 1.74b 6.9b 13.5¢ Oc 7.2b 14.1a 4.2¢c 0.8b 0b 0.31b 0.3b
MT 21.2b 8bc 4.2bc 0.7b 0.41b 3.41b 14.2ab 36.17b 1.5b 17.4ab 2.1b 6.9b 0.7b 4.83a 0.41b 0.74b
NT 34.17a 99.5a 2.1c 5.2a 6.21a 32.4a 26.1a 56.17a 6.67a 27.2a 0.5bc 14.8a 7.41a 5.17a 3.71a 4.81a
Sprayed
CT 0.14a 1.17b 0.7a 0.7a 0.14b 0.8a 6.1a 2.82a 0.17b 2.1bc 0.4a 2.9a 0.5a 0.33a 0.21a 0.41a
MT 0.17a 0.33b 0.7a 0.6a 0.21b 0.7a 7.2a 3.5a 0.17b 3.2b 0.6a 3.1a 0.4a 0.5a 0.32a 0.52a
NT 0.19 19.67a 0.8a 0.4a 5.1a 1.1a 7.4a 3.1a 2.83a 12.1a 0.5a 3.2a 0.7a 0.33a 0.28a 0.72a
CT = Conventional tillage MT = Minimum tillage NT = No tillage

Amaranthus retroflexus
Lactuca serriola
Avena ludovociana
Conringia orientalis

Chenopodium album
Portulaca oleracea
Setaria viridis
Convolvulus arvensis

Hordeum spontaneum
Galium aparine
Asperugo procumbens
Descurainia sophia

Datura stramonium
Hibiscus trionum
Sorghum halepense

Malva neglecta
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Table 3- Interaction effects of soil seed

bank after wheat harvesting

Weed Seed No.

. Malva Portulaca Setaria Convolvulus S. Avena Hordeum
A.retroflexus  L.serriola S . .
neglecta oleracea viridis arvensis halepense ludvociana spontaneum
Control
CT 3.8b Obc 0.7b 6.9b 8.3b 0.12b 12.17c 58a 48a
MT 3.9b 1.33b 0.8b 21.4ab 7.2b 0.5b 29.83b 6b 6.7b
NT 17.1a 4.83a 5.5a 32.1a 25.1a 5.2a 56.17a 0.7c 0.47c
Sprayed
CT 2.8a 0.33a 0.14b 14.6a 6.1a 0.17b 6.17b 0.77a 0.67a
MT 2.7a 0.83a 0.17b 17.2a 5.9a 0.14b 7.5b 0.57a 0.47a
NT 1.1b 0.83a 3a 16.2a 5.8a 4.7a 24.5a 0.477a 0.37a
CT = Conventional tillage MT = Minimum tillage NT = No tillage

Amaranthus retroflexus
Lactuca serriola
Sorghum halepense
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Abstract

An experiment was conducted to find out effects of different tillage systems on soil weed seedbank density under corn-
wheat rotation. A split-plot trial based on RCBD with six replications was carried out during two years (2012 and
2013). Main plots included conventional seed bed prepration by moldboard ploughing (CT), minimum tillage (MT) and
no-tillage (NT). Each main plot was divided in to two subplots (with herbicide and control). Seed densities were
estimated by direct seed extraction in systematic method by an auger with 7cm diameter from 0-20 cm depth from each
sampled plot prior to corn planting, just before applying treatments. Sampling was also replicated and continued after
corn harvesting, pre and post tillage and finally after wheat harvesting. The seedbank was initially composed of 19
species, mostly annuals. Mean comparison of weed seedbank post wheat harvesting showed Sorghum halepense,
Lactuca serriola and Convolvulus arvensis was significantly increased in no till plots, while perennial weed seeds such
as Convolvulus arvensis and Malva neglecta were not affected by herbicides. CT, moldboard ploughing increased
Avena loduviciana and Hordeum sponteneum seeds significantly by vertical distribution of buried seeds to soil surface.

Key words: Conventional tillage, herbicide, minimum tillage, no-tillage



