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Seed germination and seedling emergence of Ageratum conyzoides in response to

different environmental factors
DU Lisi, LI Ru, DONG Yumei, HUANG Bangcheng, FU Yang, TANG Dongsheng *

State Key Laboratory for Utilization and Conservation for Bio-resources of Yunnan, Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming 650201, China

Abstract: Ageratum conyzoides is a detrimental weed in the low-altitude farmland and orchards of south China. To elucidate
the adaptive ability of A. conyzoides in the environment and its perniciousness, studies were conducted to evaluate the
influence of different environmental factors, including light, temperature, pH, humidity, and osmotic potential, on seed
germination and seeding emergence of Ageratum conyzoides. The results showed that; (1) seeds could germinate from 10 C
to 30 °C with the optimum temperature being 20 “C. Additionally, alternating temperature could increase the rate of seed
germination. (2) Seeds of A. conyzoides were sensitive to light, and it was difficult for seeds to germinate without light. (3)
The rate of seed germination was higher than 55% when the soil relative humidity was in the range of 50—100% , with the
optimum relative humidity being 70%. (4) Seeds could germinate at the soil surface, and emergence was inhibited if
seeding depth reached 1 ¢cm. (5) The seed germination rate reached 85% when pH was in the range of 5—10, with the
optimum pH being 7. (5) When the concentration of NaCl was at 0—80 mmol/L, seed germination rate was above 88%,
while germination was 30% at salinity level of 160 mmol/L. (6) When osmotic potential was —0.40—0 MPa, the
germination rate reached 70% , but no germination occurred at osmotic potentials of —0.6 Mpa.. Therefore, it could be
inferred that A. conyzoides showed strong adaptiveness to the different environments. As such, it could cause early damage to

crops.
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JEELT 8] ( Ageratum conyzoides ) A A FHE T 8 IR ALY , ™ R 9 I, Baks A T 4t B Has 0 Sy o IX
T E AT LA KB AR IER X 02 4040, ZESEUNRIEE N, Bk 218 R Tl g A 25 A TG T &5 Fhei . Bk
CLAE F A Z R0 Z R A DS Y B A MR BRSSOk AL B A ik 2L A £ )
BRI AR ) B R 2 BN R R PR LRI BATE [ A R R b3 S AGE T LT
AR AR R BRI TR © RS P S W B HGR AR S AT S AR BRI Z A ek 218t 2 — b A
fRMERR A AR, TE R, PELLE] 322040 T v R e = B 10l 22 /N R AR PR S X Sy SR el 1 K
SERKBAVEY AR AR o AR G P, SRR — Rl A B, 5 AR T B Uiy, et A
X A2 A 2SR T 4G

PR A 1) BB B R B R R A T s P R A I B Rl R T AL
et R A A 0 S TP N AR PREE T E T AR A SRR, R R R U TR A, R R R A R Y
KA RVES, BB TR, 53 AMG IR pH | IR R BT R RS ma Fp s & L DRSS X s L b
S AEWCRAS TS50 | £ PRI DR ) A8 ARt B2 22 S LR, A XA [R] P53 PR D3 1 B T 2R 6 AL 1)
ARG ATARDL o DRI 23 B R 0T 45 B 58 DR~ 11 3 7 31 ] 2 2 2% 3 o7 P R s 3 PR ) ke TR 3%
Chauhan Z58F 58 T — 4F- A2 42 9095 1528 ( Sonchus oleraceus ) X YG I L 1B % pH 45 K 2 A9 & I3 BB
Chauhan F1 Johnson BF5% 1 /KA HEAME 24 B SL B ( Echinochloa colona) ') FNFRAR F s Hb X W 2% 25 [ PG &7
Fi W ( Mimosa invisa) ") X YCHR TR RE BRI Eh oS T AOIE I RE ST . Flematti 45 % BRFE AR RE 42 o Fh 7 15
KIFI T AE SR TR R AR . Dekker Fl Hark hargrove #:0 7 KJ) FE ¥ ( Setaria faberii) F 11 &
X HSRAAK 0, N, . CO 3 W BE 11 . Benvenuti TEANWISY T B % ( Datura stramonium ) F—1-15 A& F1 H 1 %
10 FiAS [ ) 498 57 b 2 2538 R 7 2R % BE D R AR AR S G O R S T 21 i S AR
BRSO EY) G Y AR DO A R LT i VR AT XS G, A T 0 A 1 PR £ b1
XPCHR GREE KA R IENE RO s A DR e AR AR £ X % PR PR 8 o Y R AR
RS PR RN FE A B A Ry AL A A A RN 2R G R TR R 22 AR

1 M5 F®

1.1 FprrlicsE

RS AT AR 2015 4F 10 H R A = R85 A THHN& I A 1 B (23°32'N, 103°43'E ) Hr i1 P21 60 4l
PR L 0 BARR - PR AR S 1 SE G YR A = IR T TR & H
12 Jiik
1.2.1 BRI RROKT i 21 80 b~ Wi A 149 5% i)

BRI AN TARAE ( FIE R, BIC250) AT MR BE B R 75% . R PR BE AT Rl &3k
5, WHERN9 em BYIEFRL, HCE RN 4—5 mm RifE <0.5 mm T2 60 g 1A 90>, FHETH 5%%
FRIZAYF 1 b, VG /K o 3 3, ZE AR TR AR AL T 5 (60 . TRLEE B 5 FhiE R AL FEED 30°C \25°C \20C
15%C ,10°C #1 10 FhAS IR AL FR RN 30/25°C .30/20°C 30/15°C 30/10°C 25/20°C 25/15°C 25/10°C 20/15°C 20/
10°C \15/10°C , 7SR AL BRI I8 4 VE K BN BFR 12 h JEmE 288 1 K, JEIRAL BSR4 85 wmol m™ s™',
X FAS IR AL FR S B A B 5 3 R AR ARG B 3 AR B AR AR X B, K5 3R LA A PP 5, I A K B 4K,
PP KT ARG Bt B0 I (29 20 mL) o B EEFR ML A8 30 AR /N5 KPR IR ) E£L &1
R T B KAy 2, PO e 560 B I 35 4 LI 35 PR AN TR AR 35 9% 0 B ' BE G Rl -7 85 & IAE T, 3t
AL PRSPV IR 20°C NS FRIRE , AL B A0 12 h/12 h JYEREASE: , xf BE Ok SRS A B BRI 4b 32 T
BUZFBTA RGN, DICARER AP R 2 mm AR A0 F0 7 & s, AR 24 h g sk— IR ZF4L,
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12 d J5 5 1kT5%
1.2.2  AEFRIE X LT 8 Fh 1 1 1 A S

WH0.1.2.3.4.5 cm ANFHEFREE, B ] [ 2R 58, BERE S 78 120°C HEA e 24 h, 33 B A% 2 mm
BT, BCEAR 10 em ¥R 15 em BYSDEAR I AGE B3 0 £, Y5046 A 30 Rk s fp 7, 54, MRIEF TR IR
JEM T L0 I E S RZ R R 5 60% I AHXT & K BV N EE I SlK, 3t 01 B 5 5 0 E = DY i
B 12 h 55 20°C K5 FRAART IR . B HESIE S iR PG 0L, DAESE 3 d A WEER 23T H 1 0 5 452 1k
ek,

1.2.3 B X ELT SR 85

ZM 1.2.2 (778, FRXT & K20 91K 100% .90% 80% 70% 60% .50% 3R U SRHRR P BE 15 57 A
AER B 2tk SR 5 3 LR SRR . E = NFRE 24 h, iER N IR RRE S — BB B . BT
FhF- 25 M5k e 1SR (1.2.2 IS5 R /R HOA 3% T H 3R 00 Mk 2T s R 7 A B & ) |, A3 RS 7
20°C MG FRAE N B AR, B HOWEC SE HH B ARRF15 00 . DLESE 3 d A SRS H v 1 05 45 1k e 5%
1.2.4  FRBEEXT 21 8 A1 8 & AU S2 R

IR EFEA 1.2.1, HECHILE AR R pH (22 vpi e il 55 32 8 AR ek 5 S 2L i A+, EK pH H
Z MY L E )55 I Chachalis 1 Reddy (97535 BIH IN HCL ST 2 mmol/L 487K — H iR U8 il & pH
4 BYZE W FH 1IN NaOH #7952 mmol/L Y MES[ 2-( N-Nubk) Z 52 ] B & pH N 5 F1 6 BYZ% whii; i IN
NaOH %95 2 mmol/L HEPES[ N-(2-#H 3£ ) WRIEE-N'-(2-Z AR O T EL & pH & 7 F1 8 BYZE vhik . FHl IN NaOH
P95 2 mmol/L =H I HZERBCE pH 4 9 F1 10 MR IR, 20°C BE AR fH IR B 5%

1.2.5  ERFNB ST P 218 Fh W A& 15 1)

FH NaCl BCiil s 0( % HE) (10,2040 .80 ,160 ,320 mmol/L 4t 7 MK EEMIER . S8 1.2.1 Wk AR Ik
JERER IR A T, B M/ Chachalis 22973 ¥ PEG8000 435 Bt i 0,-0.1,-0.2.,-0.4 .-0.6 . -0.8
MPa W, ARG 1.2.1 BTE R RS BRI 2R T, 20°C 3R TE IR 5%

1.3 HdEandr

JIT A B E XA 415 3 WA, FFEAT 2 YO AR . A SAS 9.4 B XS AS [R]Ah BE A Fob 7 1 &
RYEATRAN R )T 2253 H1 (one-way ANOVA) |, JH| Duncan 22 8 Fb#5 K I A [] b B ] (%) 22 S5 S 25 v ) FH A0
SigmaPlot 14 fEE, FFXTFp T AR5 TR SR AB BRI R R TIZELG .

2 #R

2.1 FRLLHRR T A X IR R ' RE Y i f

JPE LT B0 ot 17 A2 AN [ T B8 8 o 107 25 S B0OR (1) o FEAEIRLIE 3R T, 10°C F1 30°C 2 ek 21 ) b 1~ i &2
OB RIS | B & R IR T 5%, 20°C Jy i f8 IR s 35 R, W A 3K B 70% . SC8 il B A B i B i R
K 20/10°C AR FE A AL BRAD 71 & % 2 THE IR 20°C (AL BE (P<0.05) |, Ay Jik 21 80 b 1 folhi B & IR E
B R IR F 82% , eI AL BRI B AR R 30°C AR 73 1R H 25°C \20°C \10°C A, FLRh 17 & 22 43 51l L
TE IR 30°C A AL B N 6.6 £5 . 15.8 15 A1 2 %, BRI B AR 10°C Rl 4351k A 15°C .20°C ,25°C \30°C
Bf, AP & 300 A U AE R 10°C A BE3E N T 13.4 % .31.2 £%.25.8 5 F1 14.2 £%, If H % 25°C ,20°C FH
15°C 43 515 B A e il , AT R 10°C A SR AR & 00 i 35 8 TIL B AR AR 2, e m] UL 76 1 AR0IR
BT, 10°C B35 FR IR LT LT #i Fp 10 & B 2R X, MELUEFp T TR T ARREI &, I 2
AL UL BELT SR FAE 12 h/d EIRARERE SR 6 d J5 B R Bl 60% , 3557 9 d J5 43w & ; T AE Joeab B 5%
PR R 9E 12 d AR AT &, FRIE AT 0L, 6 8 A B AT G S B 21 8 R 18 & B B AR A
2.2 JHRZTIFRF TR AR R B4 T B

T LR PSR 5 ARSI L BRI AR ERER(K 3) , BT HENRE <2 mm 120
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Fig.1 Germination percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under different incubation temperature
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Fig.2 Germination percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under Fig.3 Emergence percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under
different light treatment different seeding depth
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2.3 PEZLEFR T O R e R

JPE 1 Ao 15 X6 A [ - S 3 g o AN [ (1] 4) o A7 E 3 RH Sl 50%—100% I 24 7T &, 1 &
FH 61%—96% , HHFF1E RH K 70%—80% I i i & F iy It 93% , W 3 = T H B AL (P<0.05)
XHRIEHE AT LA 153 IR Z A ML y=151.90+659.16x5+446.43x (R* =0.7632) , T AT 158 & %
T = AR EE N 74% , 78 RH BEHF] 1009 1), k21 i F 1 15 & R 2 68% , 5 RH = 60% I 2 B (1) 1 4 %
AHY [RI RB, S0 R 1 A B - 1 R e i AR B A Ab B, P ] UL LT R R B AT
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2.4 JELUE R RO pH YR B

75 pH 4T 4—10 I LS K S REWT & (1 5) o 16 pH iy 7 I, b7~ 19 B 240 K 5 d =ik 3 97%
{ERRF B AR AE pH Ny 5—T7 2257 AR (P>0.05) o pH>T I, IR Z8 0 AR GA T I B35 T 91%,
P &R AE pH O 8—10 B2 R B3 (P >0.05) . pH 4 4 B AbH A7 & R B AR B LT H e ah 3
(P<0.05) B4 RIE 61% ., LA 14550 PELLEIFP T X BR5E pH (A )12 B8 I ] , BETE I 45 Rl 435

10 ¢ G(%)=—-151.90 + 659.16x - 446.43x2 120

R?=10.7632

N 100
{

90 |

= 100 b
80 -
80 t 60 p
70 ¢ 40 F
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Fig. 4 Emergence percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under Fig.5 Germination percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under

different humidity condition different pH condition

2.5 ELZLEFRF-H & 0 £ Uk B 0 i iy

PR30 o 1 %ok BE R 1 OC R A A T G(%) = 96.07/ { 1+exp[ —(x—144.96)/-19.07 ]| (R* =
0.9986) (¥l 6) ., 7E NaCl #£ 0—160 mmol/L, F ¥ #i & . #F NaCl 24 10 mmol/L B}, Fi 1 & F 85 5 ik
98% , WINPT & RN 50% 9 NaCl #4144 mmol/L, NaCl % 4 F 0—20 mmol/L,
AN[A AR 2 8] b 710 2 R 24 57 R B3 (P>0.05) , NaCl ¥ % <80 mmol/L i, 5537 3 d J5 ML RN Fh 7 % , H.
BT KRR T 93%, 24 NaCl WEB NS 160 mmol/L I}, Fh T F &0 & K% 30%, H RN 9 d AW
ZERFF WA . FRUL AT UL LT i D A B Bm A ER 1 |, RIS Y K 2Bk B - SR EE 451
2.6 HELTBIRR B RS 7 S e 1

PELT#T R AT BER LR EME T FE G(%)=95.87/{1+exp[ - (x+0.34)/0.07 ]| (R*=0.9976)
(B 7)., ZARTEI L RN S0%BHBBEH R -0.34 MPa, fEBBH N -0.1 MPa BIIE BT, FhF i & R
ik 98% , i T KT HRALHE (P>0.05) , Bl 1B B A FRAR , b 10 fe 28 0 & Ukt il 38 R AIG, HLAS [R) Ak 2
Z A 225 3 (P<0.05) , MBiBH FI#$1-0.4 MPa B, R 08 & R EH] 20% LU F, EBEH 0-0.2 MPa
Z 8], BELT SR FAERS FR5E 3 d FFURWI K, BB H A -0.4 Mpa IUALBRLESS 6 d A AR F#i &, H #5315 %
BIREAR, R T AU B AR MG, 2485 3 <-0.6 MPa I, BELT &R AP0 &, f el UL, 20 i A i & mT
21t =-0.4 MPa (K385 K, PELT 8]0 3095 1% 15 (TSR |

3 Zigfnitie

P A TG B RO 2% SR A T A R 35 1 SR 202 R PRI IR 1 R R D A B T AR 1
T HE S, TERIYIRAE IS S oh | A28 T R GE B I FRBE T A a0 2 DR, 2 B R T RS IR
O7 141 P S i RS P G T PR A B 25 T

ARG R, LT (4 A0 18 4 A TR SE B A 10—30°C  fH IR 4 F T, 20°C A H Rl i R TR, R 20
Je— P ) T AR A IR RS E R R RMAEY) AR TR E R Oy s LTy A 1E S £
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G(%) =96.07/{1 + exp [-(x-144.96) /-19.07 ]} G(%) = 95.87/[1+exp{~(x+0.34)/0.07]}
= 100 RE=0.9986 = 100 F R>=0.9924
jo) ~
E £
g 80 | § 80 |
£ g
g 60 g 60
£ Qo
o
O 40 %40 L
% &
ﬁ 20 = 2t
0 ks . ) 0 & . .
0 100 200 300 0.6 04 0.2 0
NaCljk & NaCl concentration/mmol-L™! 5% Osmotic potential/Mpa
E6 MO FEARRIRE THBEREE 7 BOSMTFERARSERTHHEEER
Fig.6 Germination percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under Fig.7 Germination percentage of Ageratum conyzoides under
different salt concentration different osmotic potential

KBRS , RO 2 W 4 K 3 ( Centaurea diffusa) W &1 E R 2—40°C B O Z BB AE i
(Solanum rostratum ) F BT K IRIE L N 12.5—45°C , 15°C A HEGE B A IR Y L $GH TG 22 B s bk 1
(Urena lobata) W Fh 7 76 fH 1R 15—40°C &1 F YW RE#H &, B id i K IR E N 25CP ) HF AR R
Caperonia palustris TE 20—40°C ¥JRERH & , Feiii IR EE My 30°C 1%, AR ZRFE Diplotaxis tenuifolia 1 10—30°C i
el g & o TETRE VO RGH X A )12 B AR AR R R 25 2 ( Eupatorium adenophorum ) T kIR
FESEIRITE 10—30°C , SA RIS 5 T g EAR L o AT L, FH [RD MR 2 R Rh 7 i & K 22 HA 3RS R 7 i 2 IR
il 76 FARSRAE T Fh 1B R B A PR EE IR B R3S AR . R ZHF e R W1 2B R AL PR AR 12 i b (1
R UNEIAE D FIBE S HE (Polypogon fugax ) ™ Fi-F i & 26 AE AR IR IR P LU AHIRL 5 0 5 o (R AT /D B B
T 4048 4 ( Bromus japonicus) " Fl Caperonia palustris ** {EMEIRA1F R A7 & R 5, G EEY A KA
SR AR T, HROGIE S8 2 —Fh BRI R, ZHT IR, B RO 228 3 #8 2% 7o A
( Echinochloa cursgalli) SU LR R ( Galinsoga ciliata ) F1ZE ( Chenopodium album ) 22 WP VY JINET ( Hibiscus
trionum ) " SEFPF R B &K, IR A SR R4 B OEF T, 06 R AL B R LT S RE B & i
( Eclipta prostrata) FIFPFHI & | EAWIGE T, JCICIRAC BB Bk 21 8 P TR BERA &, JEIRACERBE(R Ut Fh T
YT A58 FEAN B G BRAL B B A b i B2 TR 0 . A SE R AR OO IRAL BRI AL T, AT
RIFBAT I R WNH T (Sophora alopecuroides) /INEERZE (Malva parviflora ) ™ 75 4% il BE T 6 IR 4k 3
5 ICCAb B2 AR Y (B A R R Ol BRSO b 8 K B4 1 FH DR R 5 5 R 1 22 5 1t e B Ry
R o X Rh S o PR 00 2 G ek 210 5 5 A R T s e o R L £ T A B A
T RN 3 0 H A

b TN RREE R 2 007 F ot TR E RS B R AR, R PRT 2 mm (AT
3 1 HEBR B SO 24 T R MR T 1%, BRI T 4 IR, 400 F R A (O Fp TR A BB Y
R, AT R PELLE M T HBETE LR &, 00 T 1 em R R M TR RERT & BR TOGIRAE 3
GG A, AT DN - SFE R B0 ol L VS M 14 #R E IR B O R A S Pk £ i 1 A B . 1 2R
Fe e TR T B R 2 W A AR, T B - SR B B3 RS T AN C. palustris T H 1 14 T AR BRIE
JEH 7.5 em" /NAEHEZERN T H ) H R BRUR LB 6 em, w5 BT R T I FRIRE R 8 em™™ |, (HIFLFh
ool TR R 2 i Al R W P I R e 1 R 2 em BRI (Rapistrum
rugosum ) MIRIE P VRE A 1 em"™ | A — 628 RORp 7 Xof -+ 3 TR B AR, P W2 KA 7 F R F7E 2.5 mm IR
FE R I R FRAFIN 2% Galenia pubescens FFAE 1 em HIEAPRRFEHT &Y, W% A T4
AR BE BRI, b O, & 5 2o AT el & 5 23RSk TR, T AR O, BB CO, MR FE iyl —1~ H i DA R
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ME, TR AR R IELLE R AN BETEIRZE T3 Dl A DR I A R T Je s ORI L i 87 A S el A T 5

T IERRTHEE B FE AR O Y AR KR BRI 1, AT R W], L8 Fh 5 7E pH O 4—10 1Y
U NIRRT &, i pH o 5—7, BIMETE pH 2y 4 BYIEOLT M & R4 sk 40% . BTAMIATTE KRBT, A
[F) Y A B MW 0 pH AR L A 28 5 1Y o AR BF VS IVE b5 7] DLAE pH 3—11 09 X E) i &, S48 il B &
pH K 7—8'""; Caperonia palustris 75 5T A RIFFTAE pH 4—10 NE§ K" ; M. parviflora Fh T [RIFER]7E pH
N 4—10 W& FERRPEEREE & S B pH MR IMTHE K MR, 38— S % R R 7 IR R REZE A o pH
TN & . AWFIERBITE NaCl ¥R = 2 160 mmol/ L, FEZL &R F 4754 30% [ & 26, 58 43 il Fh 1 1] &
) NaCl 93 5 8 320 mmol/L, AHFIT 5= 5 C. palustris Fh 78 & B WF 5% 45 0w i — o JHELM.
parviflora FF7E 80 mmol/L f¥) NaCl ¥ & T 8 & FMK 2 10% ,160 mmol/L R o BE 5 A3 i b 1 & s X
T BT, B FLE 360 mmol/L i NaCl NAA B K, PHIE RS Rl 1 B K M 3 80 mmol/L #YB & H, 1E 160
mmol/L BB EH FNIARER &, RATBTFIE R, PELLET R 7E-0.4-0 MPa ¥JREW] &, #E- 0.4 MPa Ff
T KRR 30% ,-0.6 MPa T2 58 MR 1RO WT & . Hiag T UL JPE £ 60 M A 1 43800 B2 R i 3
X A SR B I L1860 32200 A T BB ARG , A T4 1 3R EE T A R R I AR — B, 8 FARZ R
B A AT B 75 17 AT A2 0 R A PG JTCR 0] AT 32 - 0.8 MPa BI3BE R AR IF il AE /K 5~ 1.0 MPa A ik
I 20% Wi & %, - 1.3 MPa (B BHAGEE 2MEMEF FHOBE ", W EF7E-1.3 MPa {5 FhF il £,
C. palustris FhFEBBHAE-0.8 MPa J5H BT 10% B KR L IMERZE R T &L 7E-0.6 MPa #t58 4
T AABER AR, T, —AFOLT A O R 23 s Pl - 3 S5 A pH R EE RIS A A
A TE T 5295

FH AT L, 2% i 2T i A T2 75 6RN -, 76 10—30°C 2B T BE PR i R R B . MR aii A1 R -
SEFRMET A, 1 em By L IRTRELRESS AN HIF 81 A . MEZLHTRD 5B A B BT pH  NaCl i 52 7 i, i %)
BB Z G BN
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