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Abstract: Weed management is a crucial aspect of sustainable agriculture. In this study, we in-
vestigated the allelopathic potential of wedelia (Wedelia trilobata L.) leaf extract as a bioherbicide
against purple nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.). The experiments were carried out through greenhouse
experiments using a completely randomized design (CRD) with four replications. Five different
concentrations were evaluated: C10% (10% wedelia extract concentration), C20% (20% wedelia
extract concentration), C40% (40% wedelia extract concentration), C+ (92 mg L−1 of gallic acid),
and C− (aquadest). Allelochemicals present in the wedelia leaf extract inhibited plant height, shoot
number, leaf number, leaf area, root area, and total root length. The fresh weight, dry weight, and
photosynthetic pigments decreased with increasing wedelia leaf extract concentrations. Malondialde-
hyde contents were highest when C40% was used. Additionally, peroxide activities decreased at the
highest wedelia leaf extract concentration, indicating the failure of the plant’s antioxidant defense
mechanism. The decrease in growth, photosynthetic pigment, and antioxidant activity indicates that
wedelia leaf extract may be able to help control the growth of purple nutsedge. The results of this
study could contribute to the development of a new cropping system based on the use of wedelia as
a bioherbicide for sustainable agriculture.

Keywords: allelopathy; Cyperus rotudus L.; plant-based herbicides; sustainable weed control;
Wedelia trilobata L.

1. Introduction

The world’s population reached 8 billion in November 2022 [1], and it is projected to
reach 9.8 billion in 2050 [2]. This massive population boom creates a significant challenge
for agriculture and allied industries in meeting the world’s increasing food demand and
requires further increases in agricultural inputs [3]. In the future, the agro-tech industry is
expected to face several challenges in ensuring food production for the world’s fast-rising
population. Having sufficient amounts of safe, nutritious food is a key factor in maintain-
ing life and fostering well-being [4]. Between 2010 and 2050, global food consumption is
expected to increase by 21% and it is estimated that the proportion of the population at
risk for hunger will increase by 17%. Climate change also has significant implications for
food demand, with an expected increase of 32%. The global community must adopt inno-
vative and enhanced agricultural practices that prioritize sustainability and productivity to
address these challenges [3].

Agricultural losses can be caused by abiotic and biotic factors, which decrease crop
quality and actual crop yield compared to location-specific attainable crop yield and
production [5]. Weeds are widely recognized as the most damaging biotic constraint to
agricultural production [6] and cause the greatest potential loss (34%), followed by animal
pests (18%) and pathogens (16%). In soybean production, weed competition threatens over
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37% of global productivity, compared to pathogens (11%), viruses (1%), and animal pests
(11%) [5].

Purple nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.) is one of the world’s most harmful weeds. Its
ability to grow rapidly and thrive in harsh conditions is attributed to the longevity and
viability of its deep-seated tubers and rhizomes. The widespread presence of this plant in
both arable and nonarable fields poses unique challenges for farmers and land managers
since purple nutsedge can negatively impact crop yields and native plant communities [7].
The C4 metabolic pathway and reproductive strategy of vegetative propagation provide sig-
nificant advantages to plant species in environments with elevated temperatures and light
intensities. These adaptations allow plants to efficiently capture and utilize carbon dioxide,
outcompete other plants, and reproduce rapidly to ensure their survival and dominance in
various ecosystems worldwide [8]. The presence of purple nutsedge in agricultural fields
negatively impacts crop growth and yield and harms agricultural productivity by directly
competing with crops, interfering with crop production via allelopathy, and functioning as
a substitute host for pests and diseases [9].

Purple nutsedge is economically damaging and has caused yield reductions of
20–90% in a variety of agronomic and horticultural crops around the world [9]. For
example, purple nutsedge belowground interference decreased tomato shoot dry mass
by 18% [10]. Additionally, it has caused significant yield losses of 23–89% in South Asian
summer crops [11]. When weed control methods are delayed by 8 weeks, 60–80% of the
total weed population found in sugar cane is purple nutsedge, particularly in the moisture-
retentive soils of the tropics and subtropics, which significantly limits water and nutrient
availability and leads to major crop yield losses (20–30%) [12]. In Mississippi, USA, it
reduces cotton yields by up to 70–85% at high densities, resulting in a USD 40.5 million
annual loss [13].

Possible control options for purple nutsedge management include cultural, physical,
chemical, biological, and integrated management strategies. Since purple nutsedge is able
to rapidly regenerate via new shoots, cultural practices are thought to be of limited value
in their control. Although all of these techniques suppress purple nutsedge growth under
certain conditions, they do not destroy the subterranean tuber network, which makes
these methods unsuitable for long-term control. Further study is needed to investigate
the long-term efficacy of mechanical and combination control approaches that integrate
mechanical control with chemical alternatives in multiple cultivation systems. Furthermore,
the impact of climate change on herbicidal efficacy is a key consideration when studying
herbicide absorption, translocation, and metabolism in the control of purple nutsedge.
Furthmore, non-target plant species can be harmed by the repeated application of nons-
elective herbicides over time, leading to the evolution of resistant biotypes. In addition,
increased herbicide use results in higher production costs, which may be unaffordable
for small landholders, and increased risks to human health and the environment. Most
herbicides are ineffective against purple nutsedge because they do not kill dormant tubers.
Thus, there is a need to develop an alternative, cost-effective strategy for controlling purple
nutsedge while keeping environmental concerns in mind [9]. Chemical control using
bioherbicide represents a viable strategy to ensure environmental safety and the cultivation
of high-quality crops [14].

Researchers have verified the allelopathic potential of numerous plant and microbe
residues and extracts in inhibiting the development and growth of purple nutsedge [7,15,16].
The substantial levels of chemical compounds that these extracts and residues add to the
soil eventually inhibit the growth and development of this weed. The application of these
allelochemicals might reduce the demand for toxicological chemical herbicides in purple
nutsedge management, which would lower the risk of herbicide resistance and encourage
the use of sustainable weed control strategies, especially in organic vegetable production
systems [9].

The need for secure agricultural production and sustainable methods for weed control
drives scientists to devise new approaches. New herbicides with safer environmental and
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toxicological profiles have become increasingly necessary. Natural compounds offer a
diverse range of potential new natural herbicides known as bioherbicides, which are based
on compounds produced by living organisms [17]. Bioherbicides are products derived from
living organisms or their secondary metabolites that can inhibit target weed populations
without causing environmental damage [18]. Among the proposed approaches, research
on allelopathy has recently become more prevalent in agricultural weed control [19]. Al-
lelopathy, with its broad spectrum of advantages, may be a promising approach to mitigate
environmental pollution and herbicide resistance evolution [20]. The natural phenomenon
of allelopathy has been known for a long time and occurs when organisms impact the
functioning of other nearby organisms in a negative or positive manner by releasing sec-
ondary metabolites [21]. Allelochemicals, or biologically active metabolites exuded by
higher plants, fungi, and microorganisms, have phytotoxic properties that can be used to
control weeds [4].

Wedelia (Wedelia trilobata L.) is a dangerous invasive weed that harms nearby veg-
etation via allelopathy. The plant belongs to Asteraceae (i.e., the sunflower family) and
can spread quickly through vegetative propagation. The allelopathic chemicals of wedelia
plants damage agricultural plants via a variety of bioactive compounds with different
biological activities [22]. For example, diterpene, sesterpene, coumarin derivatives, and
sesquiterpene lactones have been found in wedelia leaf extract. These compounds may
contribute to the allelopathic effect of wedelias [23]. Additionally, wedelia leaf water extract
was found to contain alkaloids, diterpenoid, and monosaccharides, which were found to
have allelopathic effects [22].

Several studies have highlighted wedelia’s allelopathic potential and its impact on
other plants. For example, the activities of some hydrolytic enzymes and some protective
enzymes in geminating rice seeds were reduced by aqueous wedelia root, stem, leaf,
and whole plant extracts. Geminating with wedelia increased membrane permeability,
decreased respiratory rate, and increased vitality. Physiological parameters were all reduced
by aqueous wedelia extracts. The activities of nitrate reductase and glutamine synthetase,
as well as the total nitrogen content in the leaves, were also significantly reduced by the
extracts [24]. Wedelia water extract at concentrations ranging from 25% to 100% have been
shown to decrease germination percentage, shoot length, and total chlorophyll content
in rape plants (Brassica campestris L.). These findings suggest that wedelia has strong
phytotoxic effects on rape plants [25]. Wedelia water and crude extract also have been
shown to affect lettuce seed germination and root growth [26]. Wedelia extract significantly
inhibits the growth of pulse seedlings, with a greater impact at higher concentrations [23].
This study explores the allelopathic potential of wedelia leaf extract as a bioherbicide
against purple nutsedge for sustainable weed management.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Experimental Site

The field experiment was conducted from April to August 2023 at the experimen-
tal field of the Agricultural Faculty of Universitas Gadjah Mada, Banguntapan, Bantul
District, Special Region of Yogyakarta Province, Indonesia (07◦48′17′′ S, 110◦24′45′′ E).
Purple nutsedge tubers and wedelia leaves were obtained from the Bantul District of In-
donesia from April to June 2023. The experiments were carried out through greenhouse
experiments.

2.2. Experimental Design

The experiment was conducted using a single-factor completely randomized design
(CRD) with five different concentrations and four replications. The factor tested was the
wedelia leaf aquadest extract concentration for application. The treatments consisted of five
different concentrations (C−), which consisted of three wedelia leaf extract concentrations
(C10%, C20%, and C40%), a reference compound of gallic acid (C+; 92 mg L−1 of gallic
acid), and a control of aquadest (C−).
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2.3. Extract Preparations

The process of extracting valuable compounds from wedelia leaves is meticulous and
involves several sequential stages, as shown in Scheme 1.
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2.4. Tubers Planting

Purple nutsedge tubers were collected at Bantul District, Special Region of Yogyakarta
Province, Indonesia (07◦48′17′′ S, 110◦24′45′′ E). The purple nutsedge tubers were washed
and weighed to a uniform size and weight (±1 g). Forty tubers were planted per tray
(35 cm × 26 cm × 5 cm) and each tray was filled with 500 g of sterile soil, which was dried
in an oven at 45 ◦C before filling the trays to control and eliminate potential contaminants,
pathogens, or unwanted organisms that could affect the study results. The experiment was
conducted in four replicates. Each single treatment plot had three experimental units: a
growth unit, a destruction unit, and a reserve unit.

2.5. Extract Application

Wedelia leaf extract was applied one day after the purple nutsedge tubers were planted
in a ratio of 1:10 soil to solution (i.e., 500 g soil needed 50 mL solution) for each treatment
concentration (C10%, C20%, C40%, C+, and C−) (Figure 1). The purple nutsedge was kept
moist by adding 20 mL of each solution every two days for 40 days.
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2.6. Observations
2.6.1. Microclimate Condition

Microclimate condition observations were conducted at regular intervals of 10 days
throughout the research period. The observations were made during different times of
the day, specifically in the morning (6–7 a.m.), afternoon (12–13 p.m.), and late afternoon
(16–17 p.m.) WIB (Western Indonesian Time). However, the data shown are only from
the afternoon because it is considered the time of maximum photosynthesis. Tempera-
ture (◦C) and air humidity (%) observations were performed using a thermohygrometer.
Observations were carried out at a consistent height of 1 m above the plants.

2.6.2. Growth Parameters

The measured growth parameters included plant height (cm), number of shoots,
number of leaves, leaf area (cm2), root area (cm2), total root length (cm), fresh weight (g),
and dry weight (g). The growth parameters were estimated by measuring five randomly
selected plants at 20 and 40 days after planting (DAP). Plant height was measured at 10,
20, 30, and 40 DAP. Leaf area, root area, and total root length analyses were performed
using an area meter at 20 and 40 DAP. Leaf area analysis was conducted from a selection of
representative plants. Briefly, leaves were harvested from the selected plants and cleaned
to remove dirt and debris. The cleaned leaves were then arranged on the leaf area meter
and the total leaf area was measured. Plants selected for root area and root length analysis
were excavated from the soil by carefully removing dirt from the roots with a shovel while
minimizing root damage. Once removed, the root systems were cleaned to remove excess
soil and debris. The cleaned roots were allowed to dry, then arranged on the root area or
length meters as applicable. The area meter was used to measure the root area or length.
At the end of the experiment (day 40) the remaining plants were harvested and the fresh
weight (g/plant) of each sample was measured with the help of an analytical weighing
balance and recorded. The plants were then placed in an oven at 80 ◦C until a constant dry
weight was obtained, which was also recorded as g/plant.

2.6.3. Physiological Parameters

The extraction, estimation, and determination of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total
chlorophyll were carried out using the methods of Arnon (1949) [27] and Kaur (2016) [28],
while carotenoids were determined using the Lichtenthaler (1987) [29] method. Briefly,
fully-expanded leaves (0.5 g) were extracted using 10 mL of 80% (v/v) acetone. The leaves
were ground in a mortar and filtered using Whatman filter paper. The absorbance was
measured using a UV-Vis spectrophotometer (Shimadzu, Tokyo, Japan) at wavelengths
of 663 mm, 645 mm, and 470 mm for chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, total chlorophyll, and
carotenoids.

Chlorophyll a =
((12.7 × 663 µm)− (2.69 × 645 µm)× V)

1000 × W (0.5)
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Chlorophyll b =
((22.9 × 663 µm)− (4.68 × 645 µm)× V)

1000 × W

Total chlorophyll =
((20.2 × 645 µm) + (8.02 × 663 µm)× V)

1000 × W

Total carotenoids = ((1000 × 470 µm)− (1.82 × chl a)− (85.02 × chl b))× (
V

1000
)× (

1
W

)× (
1

198
)

where
V: chlorophyll extract final volume in 80% acetone (10 mL);
W: fresh weight of the leaves (0.5 g).

2.6.4. Biochemical Parameters

The biochemical parameters measured in this experiment were malondialdehyde
(MDA), hydrogen peroxide, and peroxide. The MDA contents were used to determine
the lipid peroxidation in leaves and was performed according to the Senthilkumar (2021)
method with modifications [30] using tiobarbituric acid (TBA). Briefly, fresh leaves (0.2 g)
were weighed and ground using a mortar and pestle. The leaves were homogenized with
3 mL of 0.1% (w/v) trichloroacetic acid (TCA) solution in a 15 mL centrifuge, then the
mixture was centrifuged at 12,000 rpm for 15 min. The supernatant (1 mL) was added
to a solution of 2 mL 0.5% TBA in 20% TCA. The mixture was shaken with a vortex and
incubated in a water bath at 90 ◦C for 20 min. The test tube was cooled using cold water for
10 min to stop the reaction. The absorbance was measured using a spectrophotometer at
wavelengths of 532 and 600 nm. To calculate the MDA levels in leaves, we used the molar
extinction coefficient of 1.57 × 105, which describes the strength of light absorbance by
MDA at wavelengths of 532 and 600 nm [31]. MDA levels are expressed in µmol per fresh
weight (µmol MDA g−1 FW) and were calculated using the following equation:

MDA content (µmol MDA g−1 FW) =
( A532−A600

157000 × 106)

W
× Vt

where
A532: extract absorbance at 532 nm; W: sample use in measurement (0.2 g);
A600: extract absorbance at 600 nm; Vt: total volume reaction (3 mL);
1.57 × 105: molar attenuation coefficient MDA.
The activity of hydrogen peroxide (H2O2) was estimated according to the Zhou (2006)

method [32] with modifications. Briefly, fresh leaves (0.5 g) were ground using a mortar
with 3 ml of 0.1% (w/v) TCA. The mixture was centrifuged at 8000 rpm for 1 min at 4 ◦C.
Then, 0.5 mL of a 100 mM potassium phosphate buffer (pH 7.4; 100 mM ≈ 2.12% w/v)
and 2 mL of potassium iodide (KI) reagent (1 M ≈ 16.6% w/v in H2O) were added to the
reaction tube and 1 mL of supernatant was added. The mixture was allowed to sit for an
hour in the dark, then the sample was placed in a cuvette and the absorption was read
using a UV-visible spectrophotometer at a wavelength of 390 nm. The blank solution used
was 1 mL of 5% TCA, 2 mL 1 M KI, and 100 mM of 0.5 mL potassium phosphate buffer.
The H2O2 content is expressed in µmol H2O2 per fresh weight (µmol H2O2 g−1 FW) using
the following equation:

H2O2 content (µmol H2O2 g−1 FW) =
H2O2 in sample reaction × Vt

Sample weight (g)

where
H2O2 in the sample reaction: H2O2 content value obtained from the standard curve;
Vt: total volume reaction (3.5 mL);
Sample weight: sample used in measurement (0.5 g).
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The peroxide activity was estimated using pyrogallol as a substrate. Briefly, fresh
leaves (1 g) were ground using liquid nitrogen until smooth, then 3 mL of a 100 mM (pH 7)
phosphate buffer solution was added for homogenization. The extract was filtered with
filter paper and placed into a 15 mL centrifuge tube, then centrifuged at 4000 rpm for 20 min
at 4 ◦C. The reagents included aquadest, 100 mM phosphate buffer (pH 7) at a temperature
of 20 ◦C, 12.3 mM H2O2 solution, 5% pyrogallol solution, and the supernatant. The 12.3 mM
H2O2 solution was made from 30% H2O2 (0.14 mL of 30% H2O2 in 100 mL of aquadest)
and stored at a low temperature. The reagent was placed into the cuvette first, and the
supernatant was added quickly. The blank solution used included all reagents except the
supernatant. The extract mixture was divided into blank cuvettes, control cuvettes, and
sample cuvettes. Aquadest (2.1 mL), 0.32 mL of 100 mM phosphate buffer (pH 7), 0.16 mL
of 0.5% H2O2 solution, and 0.32 mL of 5% pyrogallol were added to each cuvette. The
mixture was homogenized by gentle shaking, then placed in sample holder number two.
Next, 0.1 mL of the supernatant was placed into a cuvette and homogenized by gentle
shaking.

The mixture had a yellow color due to the formation of purpurogallin in the mixture
of buffer compounds with pyrogallol reagent and peroxidase [33]. Changes in absorbance
were measured quickly using a spectrophotometer at 420 nm for 3 min every 30 s. The
peroxide (POD) enzyme content is expressed in units per minute per fresh weight (unit
min−1 g−1 BS). The POD enzyme content was calculated using the following equation:

POD content (Unit min−1 g−1 FW) =

(
∆A420 nm, sample − ∆A420 nm, blank

)
× Vt

W × 12 × Vs × t

where
∆A420 nm, blank: increase in absorbance at wavelength 420 nm (blank);
∆A420 nm, sample: increase in absorbance at wavelength 420 nm (sample);
Vt: total volume reaction (3 mL);
VS: sample volume (0.1 mL);
W: sample weight (1 g);
t: kinetic absorbance observation time (3 min);
12: molar attenuation coefficient of purpurogallin.

2.6.5. Tuber Anatomy

The anatomical details of a 40-day-old purple nutsedge plant were examined in this
study according to Maiti (2012) method [7]. Briefly, the plants were uprooted from their
pots and rinsed with tap water to remove any soil residue before analysis. Subsequently,
serial transverse sections of were obtained of the tubers. A microscope was used to examine
the anatomy of these sections from both treated and control plants. To document the
anatomical features, the slides were captured with photographs.

2.7. Statistical Analysis

The experiment was arranged in a completely randomized design (CRD) with four
replications. The data were tested for normality with the Shapiro–Wilk test and then
analyzed using the analysis of variance (ANOVA). The data continued with honestly
significant differences (HSDs) at the 0.05 probability level using RStudio software 4.3.2
version.

3. Results
3.1. Microclimate Condition

During the research period, the microclimate conditions were regularly monitored
to provide insights into the environmental factors influencing the experimental setup.
Temperature observations revealed consistent values throughout the study. The average
temperature recorded during the observation period was 31.32 ◦C as shown in Table 1. Air
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humidity, an essential parameter influencing plant growth, was closely monitored. The
average air humidity recorded during the research period was 61.5% as shown in Table 1.
These microclimate conditions were integral to understanding the ambient environment in
which the experimental plants were exposed, contributing valuable insights to the broader
ecological context of the study.

Table 1. Microclimate condition at 10, 20, 30, and 40 DAP.

DAP
Microclimate Condition

Temperature (◦C) Air Humidity (%)

10 30.4 69%
20 32.6 59%
30 30.1 63%
40 32.2 55%

Average 31.32 61.5%

3.2. Growth Parameters
3.2.1. Plant Height

The results show the effects of different wedelia leaf extract concentrations (10%, 20%,
40%) on plant height, number of shoots, number of leaves, leaf area, root area, and root
length (Figure 2 and Table 2). The fresh wedelia leaf extract significantly decreased plant
height compared to the control (Figure 2) The 40% concentration was the most inhibitory to
plant height (Figures 2 and 3). The growth parameters’ reduction trend was correlated to
the applied extract concentra-tions, indicating that greater inhibitory effects were found at
higher concentrations and less at lower concentrations. The plant height reached inhibition
levels of 75% at 10 DAP, 61% at 20 DAP, 48% at 30 DAP, and 46% at 40 DAP for the highest
concentration (40%).
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Figure 2. Effect of wedelia extract (Wedelia trilobata L.) on plant height of purple nutsedge (Cyperus
rotundus L.). Mean values followed by the same letters are not significantly different at p = 0.05
(ANOVA and Tukey’s test) and n = 4. The error bars indicate the standard error. C− = aquadest;
C+ = gallic acid; C10 = 10% wedelia extract concentration; C20 = 20% wedelia extract concentration;
and C40 = 40% wedelia extract concentration.
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Table 2. Effect of wedelia extract (Wedelia trilobata L.) on the growth parameters of purple nutsedge
(Cyperus rotundus L.) at 20 and 40 DAP.

Parameters DAP
Treatments

C− C+ C10 C20 C40

Number of shoots
20 83.25 ± 4.717 a 73.50 ± 5.000 a 73.00 ± 3.266 a 60.50 ± 7.594 b 60.25 ± 5.058 b

40 90.00 ± 4.243 a 77.75 ± 4.646 ab 84.50 ± 5.802 ab 81.75 ± 11.615 ab 69.75 ± 7.544 b

Number of leaves
20 7.85 ± 0.191 a 5.60 ± 0.432 b 5.80 ± 0.163 b 5.40 ± 0.712 b 5.35 ± 0.619 b

40 9.00 ± 0.283 a 8.05 ± 0.915 ab 8.55 ± 0.252 ab 7.80 ± 0.432 b 7.55 ± 0.551 b

Leaf area (cm2)
20 31.28 ± 5.096 a 25.65 ± 1.955 a 17.11 ± 4.871 b 14.81 ± 2.975 b 10.03 ± 1.450 b

40 89.53 ± 22.346 a 46.06 ± 13.295 b 41.05 ± 1.101 b 39.03 ± 16.636 b 27.93 ± 3.936 b

Root area (cm2)
20 17.76 ± 3.716 a 15.33 ± 3.190 ab 12.37 ± 2.919 ab 11.70 ± 2.934 ab 9.28 ± 1.654 b

40 29.51 ± 6.043 a 16.80 ± 4.436 b 14.93 ± 5.753 b 12.72 ± 3.935 b 9.93 ± 3.436 b

Total root length (cm)
20 32.20 ± 16.409 a 21.15 ± 11.505 b 18.15 ± 9.360 c 16.00 ± 5.883 c 12.40 ± 1.242 d

40 38.75 ± 7.810 a 30.85 ± 14.385 b 32.95 ± 10.373 ab 30.20 ± 2.031 b 21.08 ± 7.736 c

Mean values followed by the same letters are not significantly different at p = 0.05 (ANOVA and Tukey’s test)
and n = 4. The error bars indicate the standard error. C− = aquadest; C+ = gallic acid; C10 = 10% wedelia extract
concentration; C20 = 20% wedelia extract concentration; and C40 = 40% wedelia extract concentration.
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3.2.2. Number of Shoots and Leaves

The allelopathic leaves extract of wedelia showed a significant inhibition of the emer-
gence of shoots. New shoots were inhibited at a higher concentration (40%) both at 20
and 40 DAP (Table 2). The wedelia extract decreased the number of leaves and hindered
leaf promotion. The highest concentration (40%) caused the highest growth inhibition
compared to the other concentrations (10% and 20%).

3.2.3. Leaf and Root Areas

Significant inhibition of the leaf number resulted in a decrease in leaf and root area.
The highest inhibition was found in the wedelia extract concentration of 40% in both leaf
and root areas at 20 and 40 DAP (Table 2).

3.2.4. Total Root Length

The wedelia leaf extract significantly affected root length in the purple nutsedge
(Table 2). The lowest root length was recorded for the 40% concentration of wedelia extract.
The highest values were in the control.
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3.2.5. Fresh and Dry Weights

After 40 days of treatment, the wedelia leaf extract decreased the fresh and dry
weight of the purple nutsedge. The highest inhibition was observed in the 40% wedelia
extract concentration, while the lowest inhibition was observed in the 10% wedelia extract
concentration. The highest wedelia extract concentration (40%) decreased the fresh and dry
weight by 57% and 58%, respectively, compared to the controls (Table 3).

Table 3. Effect of wedelia extract (Wedelia trilobata L.) on the number of vascular bundles (VB), fresh
weight, and dry weight of purple nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.) at 40 DAP.

Parameters
Treatments

C− C+ C10 C20 C40

No. of VBs 33.00 ± 1.73 a 13.00 ± 1.73 c 17.00 ± 2.00 c 27.00 ± 2.00 b 24.00 ± 2.00 b
Fresh Weight (g) 1.33 ± 0.456 a 0.62 ± 0.172 b 0.59 ± 0.208 b 0.59 ± 0.052 b 0.57 ± 0.152 b
Dry Weight (g) 0.36 ± 0.116 a 0.19 ± 0.058 ab 0.18 ± 0.060 b 0.18 ± 0.022 b 0.15 ± 0.005 b

Mean values followed by the same letters are not significantly different at p = 0.05 (ANOVA and Tukey’s test)
and n = 4. The error bars indicate the standard error. C− = aquadest; C+ = gallic acid; C10 = 10% wedelia extract
concentration; C20 = 20% wedelia extract concentration; and C40 = 40% wedelia extract concentration.

3.3. Physiological Parameters

The wedelia leaf extract had varied effects on the pigment content of the purple
nutsedge at 40 DAP (Table 4). The experiment shows a decrease in chl a, chl b, total chl,
and carotenoid content in the treated plants. The highest concentration of wedelia extract
(40%) decreased the chl a, chl b, total chl, and carotenoid content at 31%, 29%, 43%, and
41%, respectively, compared to the controls.

Table 4. Effect of wedelia extract (Wedelia trilobata L.) on the physiological parameters of purple
nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.) at 40 DAP.

Parameters
Treatments

C− C+ C10 C20 C40

Chlorophyll a (mg g−1 FW) 0.63 ± 0.004 a 0.63 ± 0.001 a 0.53 ± 0.003 b 0.50 ± 0.005 c 0.43 ± 0.003 d
Chlorophyll b (mg g−1 FW) 1.13 ± 0.007 a 1.13 ± 0.003 a 0.95 ± 0.005 b 0.92 ± 0.008 c 0.80 ± 0.005 d

Total chlorophyll (mg g−1 FW) 1.05 ± 0.004 a 1.02 ± 0.007 b 0.76 ± 0.005 c 0.70 ± 0.003 d 0.60 ± 0.006 e
Carotenoid (mg g−1 FW) 0.29 ± 0.0003 a 0.27 ± 0.0029 b 0.20 ± 0.0036 c 0.19 ± 0.0013 c 0.17 ± 0.0017 d

Mean values followed by the same letters are not significantly different at p = 0.05 (ANOVA and Tukey’s test)
and n = 4. The error bars indicate the standard error. C− = aquadest; C+ = gallic acid; C10 = 10% wedelia extract
concentration; C20 = 20% wedelia extract concentration; and C40 = 40% wedelia extract concentration.

3.4. Biochemical Parameters
3.4.1. Lipid Peroxidation (MDA)

The impact of the wedelia leaf extract on the lipid peroxidation activity of purple
nutsedge at 40 DAP was significant. The level of lipid peroxidation was assessed by
measuring the MDA content. A gradual increase in the MDA content was recorded in
treated plants; however, the amount of MDA content depended on the wedelia extract
concentration. The lowest MDA content was recorded in the control group (Table 5).

3.4.2. Hydrogen Peroxide

The effect that the wedelia leaf extract had on hydrogen peroxide significantly differed
from that of the control treatment at 40 DAP. An increase in hydrogen peroxide content
was recorded in treated plants but was dependent upon wedelia extract concentration. The
highest content of hydrogen peroxide was found at concentrations of 40% (Table 5).
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Table 5. Effect of wedelia extract (Wedelia trilobata L.) on the biochemical parameters of purple
nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.) at 40 DAP.

Parameters
Treatments

C− C+ C10 C20 C40

Malondialdehyde
(nmol g−1 FW) 14.20 ± 0.704 b 14.36 ± 0.276 b 19.87 ± 0.496 a 21.18 ± 0.918 a 21.27 ± 0.650 a

Hydrogen peroxide
(mol g−1 FW) 19.29 ± 6.402 d 28.74 ± 4.275 cd 39.62 ± 7.237 bc 48.40 ± 6.830 b 68.64 ± 3.841 a

Peroxidase
(U min−1 g−1 FW) 0.006 ± 0.0025 a 0.003 ± 0.0005 ab 0.002 ± 0.0008 ab 0.002 ± 0.0008 b 0.001 ± 0.0005 b

Mean values followed by the same letters are not significantly different at p = 0.05 (ANOVA and Tukey’s test)
and n = 4. The error bars indicate the standard error. C− = aquadest; C+ = gallic acid; C10 = 10% wedelia extract
concentration; C20 = 20% wedelia extract concentration; and C40 = 40% wedelia extract concentration.

3.4.3. Peroxide

Maximum POD activity was recorded in plants treated with a lower concentration
of wedelia extract. The highest concentration of wedelia leaf extract (40%) significantly
suppressed POD activity (Table 5).

3.5. Tuber Anatomy

In transverse of purple nutsedge rhizome, vascular bundles (VBs) are distributed
around the perimeter of central pith and shown a significantly different number of VBs.
The number of VBs approximately found 33 in control, decreased to 13 in C+, 17 in C10%,
27 in C20%, and 24 in C40% (Table 2 and Figure 4). Wedelia leaf extract application also
affected the appearance of starch. The highest concentration of wedelia leaf extract (40%)
had no starch formation (Figure 4).
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(a) (b) 

Figure 4. Transverse section of mother tubers of purple nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.) at 40 DAP.
VB = vascular bundles; En = endodermis; Ep = epidermis; Co = cortex; St = starch; C− = aquadest;
C+ = gallic acid; C10 = 10% extract (Wedelia trilobata L.) extract concentration; C20 = 20% wedelia
extract concentration; and C40 = 40% wedelia extract concentration. (a) transverse section of the
cortex from mother tubers of purple nutsedge; (b) transverse section showing both the epidermis
and endodermis from mother tubers of purple nutsedge.

3.6. Correlation between Parameters

Our study revealed that there is a correlation between parameters. The total chloro-
phyll was positively correlated with the fresh and dry plant weights and showed a signifi-
cant difference at p < 0.05. Carotenoids were positively correlated with the fresh and dry
plant weights and showed significant differences at p < 0.01 and p < 0.05, respectively. MDA
levels were positively correlated with H2O2 levels and showed a significant difference at



Sustainability 2024, 16, 479 12 of 18

p < 0.001. Peroxidase levels were negatively correlated with MDA and H2O2 levels and
were significantly different at p < 0.001 and p < 0.01, respectively (Figure 5).
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4. Discussion

Purple nutsedge, a persistent and invasive weed, poses a significant challenge for
farmers worldwide. Excessive quantities of synthetic herbicides are being employed
globally to combat its rapid spread and harmful effects on crop yields; however, the use
of these chemicals raises concerns due to their negative impact on the environment and
human health. In recognition of these issues, agricultural researchers and scientists are
actively working to discover alternative, eco-friendly weed control methods. One promising
approach is the use of natural herbicides derived from plant extracts or microorganisms.

Hans Molisch (1937) identified the phenomenon of allelopathy at the beginning of the
20th century as the impact of one plant on another through the release of chemicals into the
environment [34]. Allelopathy involves secondary metabolites, termed allelochemicals [35],
produced by plants, viruses, fungi, and microorganisms that influence the development
and growth of crop production and ecosystems (including animals) and has advantages
and disadvantages. Allelochemicals are released into nature as plant tissue decomposi-
tion exudates, volatiles, and/or residues [36] and affect plant structure at the molecular,
structural, biochemical, physiological, and ecological levels. Allelopathic compounds can
cause secondary oxidative stress, which presents as increased reactive oxygen species (ROS)
generation, increased free radical production, and the induction of the cellular antioxidant
system [37].

ROS are well-known signaling compounds that control plant responses to both abiotic
and biotic stresses [38]. Plants produce ROS in response to environmental stresses such as
high or low temperature, high light, drought, salinity, nutrient deficiency, and pathogen
infections. Oxidative stress occurs when there is an imbalance between ROS production
and detoxification through enzymatic and nonenzymatic reactions. Increased net ROS
formation triggers photooxidative damage to DNA, lipids, and proteins, which ultimately
leads to cell death [39].



Sustainability 2024, 16, 479 13 of 18

Under abiotic and biotic stress, aerobic metabolism, high-energy exhibition, and
electron-transfer reactions reduce molecular oxygen (O2), in a stepwise manner and results
in the formation of highly reactive ROS, such as singlet oxygen (1O2), superoxide (O2

−),
hydrogen peroxide (H2O2), and hydroxyl radical (HO·) [39]. In this study, the wedelia leaf
extract treatments caused plant stress, as indicated by the increased levels of hydrogen
peroxide (H2O2) contents in purple nutsedge, which increased as the extract concentration
level increased. These results are similar to those of a previous study, in which allelochemi-
cal stress-induced oxidative damage in lettuce via an increased production of hydrogen
peroxide (H2O2) [40].

ROS accumulation induces membrane lipid peroxidation and electrolyte release from
the cells [41]. The MDA concentrations in the purple nutsedge were used to determine
lipid peroxidation [42]. Specifically, the wedelia leaf extract increased the MDA content
of the plant in response to allelochemical stress, which resulted in oxidative stress due
to ROS formation. Previously, oxidative stress was also indicated by an increased MDA
level in Cyperus roundus as a reaction to the allelochemicals of sesame plant leachate [7].
Allelochemical stress (i.e., lipid peroxidation) was also indicated in lettuce root due to
increased MDA contents [40].

Plants have evolved two types of functionally interconnected oxidative stress de-
fense mechanisms: enzymatic and non-enzymatic defense [38]. The enzymatic compo-
nents include peroxide (POD), superoxide dismutase (SOD), guaiacol peroxidase (GPX),
ascorbate peroxidase (APX), glutathione-S-transferase (GST), and catalase (CAT), and the
non-enzymatic include low molecular compounds, such as ascorbic acid (AA), reduced
glutathione (GSH), carotenoids, α-tocopherol, flavonoids, phenolics, and proline [43–45].
In this study, the allelochemicals from the wedelia leaf extract decreased the POD content
in purple nutsedge. Decreased enzyme activity at the highest concentration of wedelia
leaf extract indicated that the plant failed to form an enzymatic detoxification defense
mechanism. This is consistent with the findings of a previous study that found that plants
treated with lower concentrations of leachate had higher SOD activities, whereas plants
treated with the highest concentration of leachate (100%) had lower SOD activities. At the
highest leachate concentration, SOD enzyme activity was reduced, indicating a possible
antioxidant defense failure [7]. The consistently low level of POD in the treated plant
suggests that the antioxidant enzyme may not be completely effective in eliminating ROS.
According to the findings of [46], the allelochemicals in wedelia leaf extract may directly
inhibit oxidizing enzymes, to thus make the plant vulnerable to oxidative damage.

Carotenoids are plant pigments that play a crucial role in photosynthesis and protect
against oxidative stress caused by reactive oxygen species (ROS). Plants have developed
various defense mechanisms to cope with ROS, and carotenoids are one such defense
system. The activity of the electron transport chain (ETC) may be insufficient to pro-
tect against photo-oxidative damage caused by a decrease in carotenoid contents. Key
enzymes in carotenoid biosynthesis that are inhibited by secondary metabolites include
4-hydroxyphenylpyruate dioxygenase and/or phytoene desaturase [47]. The carotenoid
contents decreased significantly in this study when treated with wedelia leaf extract. This
is consistent with the findings of a previous studies, which found that the carotenoid
contents decreased significantly in the presence of sesame leachate [7] and in treated plants
compared to controls [42].

Chloroplasts are particularly susceptible to oxidative damage. ROS can directly
damage chlorophyll molecules through oxidation. This damage disrupts the structure and
function of chlorophyll, resulting in reduced chlorophyll contents. Furthermore, high ROS
levels can activate enzymes involved in chlorophyll degradation, such as chlorophyllase,
which accelerates the breakdown of chlorophyll molecules and further reduces chlorophyll
contents [48,49]. In this study, wedelia leaf extract had a negative effect on the pigment
contents of purple nutsedge. Specifically, the allelochemicals inhibited the amount of
chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll present and had an adverse effect on
plant growth. Similar reductions in the chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll
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contents have been reported in many other plants after treatment with different weed
extracts. Chlorophyll suppression can occur as a result of impeding either the biosynthesis
or degradation of chlorophyll components, which can be influenced by allelochemicals.
The reduction of chlorophyll content leads to a decline in the photosynthetic rate and
the controlled accumulation of photosynthates. Consequently, plants resort to using their
food reserves, which results in stunted plant growth and the proliferation of rhizomes
and tubers [7]. In a previous study, wedelia leaf aqueous extract significantly reduced the
leaf chlorophyll content of rice by 40% compared to the control treatment [24]. Similarly,
chlorophyll contents were reduced in all plants treated with aqueous extracts made from
various parts of Ageratum conyzoides, but the greatest reduction was observed in plants
treated with leaf extract during all stages of mungbean growth. Ageratum conyzoides
allelochemicals reduced chlorophyll content in mungbean plants by inhibiting biosynthesis
or increasing degradation [28]. The production of chlorophyll was also suppressed by the
allelopathic activity of mangiferin in radish seedlings [50].

During the photosynthesis process, chlorophyll functions as a photocatalyst. When
it is in its energized state, which results from the absorption of light, it catalyzes an
energy-storing chemical reaction. There are two chlorophylls present in green plants:
chlorophyll a and chlorophyll b [51]. These molecules are crucial to photosynthesis as the
primary pigments found in leaves and facilitate the absorption of solar radiation. This
process serves as the initial stage of the photosynthetic pathway [52]. Light is absorbed
by the antenna pigments and transferred to the reaction centers of PSI and PSII during
photosynthesis. These centers initiate primary photochemical reactions, which convert
light energy into chemical energy with little dissipation. The main source of dissipation is
chlorophyll fluorescence from PSII-associated molecules. Allelochemical stress is frequently
the first to inhibit photosynthetic processes, which are typically the first to be influenced by
allelochemicals [53–55]. The reduction in chlorophyll contents indicate that the cells’ ability
to synthesize chlorophyll had decreased [56]. There is also evidence of a reduction in the
antenna size of photosynthetic reaction center complexes [57].

Reduced chlorophyll impairs the efficiency of the photosynthetic process, which may
lead plants to redirect energy and resources away from growth processes and results in
growth inhibition. The energy that would have been used for growth is redirected toward
repairing cellular damage caused by oxidative stress [48,49]. There is much evidence to
show that wedelia inhibits the growth of other plants through chemicals produced by its
parts. Our experiment shows that growth decreased with increasing wedelia leaf extract
concentrations. The allelochemicals present in wedelia leaf extract may inhibit or cause
the cessation of cell division by inhibiting or causing the expression and elongation of bud
cells [7]. Furthermore, fresh wedelia leaf extract had a significant effect on the shoot and root
length of C. arietinum, V. unguiculata, and V. radiata seedlings and significantly reduced their
fresh and dry weights. The highest inhibition occurred at the highest concentration (75%),
while the lowest inhibition was found at the lowest concentration (25%). Khan (2021) [58]
discovered that the germination reduction trend (%) corresponded to the applied extract
concentrations, indicating that higher inhibitory effects were found at higher concentrations
and lower at lower concentrations. Shoot and root lengths were found to decrease as treat-
ment concentrations increased. The higher inhibitory effect due to increasing concentration
was also found to have an effect when administering Couroupita guianensis Aubl extract.
Both seeds’ inhibitions of germination were related to extract concentrations, indicating
that inhibition of germination increased with increasing extract concentrations [59]. The
treated plants’ fresh and dry weights were significantly reduced, which could be attributed
to a decrease in the metabolic activities of the aerial and underground plant parts [23].
Additionally, wedelia aqueous extract was found to inhibit the growth of rice seedlings.
Plants treated with aqueous extracts of wedelia root, stem, leaf, and whole plant had 45.45%,
19.09%, 25.45%, and 34.55% of the control tillers, respectively [24]. Sesame leachate at the
highest concentration (100%) caused a decrease in the biomass of Cyperus rotundus by 82%
and 83% at 20 DAS and 40 DAS, respectively [7], the leaf extracts of Tephrosia purpurea,
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Albizia amara, and Delonix regia reduced maize biomass [60], and the wedelia leaves aqueous
extracts reduced 81% dry weight on rice compared to the control treatment [24].

Plant stress, including oxidative stress, can have systemic effects on various aspects
of Plant stress, including oxidative stress, can have systemic effects on various aspects of
plant growth and development, including vascular tissue formation. Stress conditions may
lead to the redistribution of resources within the plant. Prioritizing resources for stress
response may affect the allocation of nutrients and energy needed for the development of
vascular bundles. Stress-induced changes in hormonal balance may have an indirect effect
on vascular tissue formation. Vascular bundles are underdeveloped and abortive because
the number, size, and amount of phloem and xylem are reduced [7].

5. Conclusions

The allelopathic potential of wedelia leaf extract against purple nutsedge is attributed
to the induction of oxidative stress, as evidenced by the accumulation of ROS, particularly
hydrogen peroxide. This oxidative stress triggers lipid peroxidation, as indicated by an
increase in MDA levels. The consequences of lipid peroxidation extend to both enzymatic
and nonenzymatic defense mechanisms. First, the enzymatic defense mechanism is com-
promised, with a notable decrease in POD activities. This reduction suggests a failure
in the plant’s ability to counteract oxidative stress via enzymatic means. Simultaneously,
the nonenzymatic defense mechanism, specifically carotenoids, is also impacted, further
diminishing the plant’s capacity to combat oxidative damage. The cumulative effect of
these biochemical changes leads to the suppression of photosynthetic pigments, primarily
chlorophyll. This suppression directly hampers the photosynthetic process, which affects
the overall growth and development of purple nutsedge. The observed inhibition manifests
as reduced plant height, a decrease in the number of shoots and leaves, diminished leaf
area, compromised root area, and a decline in both total root length and biomass, including
fresh and dry weights.

The cascade of events initiated by the allelochemicals in wedelia leaf extract creates a
hostile environment for purple nutsedge by disrupting its antioxidative defense mecha-
nisms, compromising photosynthetic pigments, and ultimately stunting its growth. This
comprehensive understanding of the allelopathic effects provides valuable insights for the
development of sustainable weed management strategies, highlighting the potential of
Wedelia leaf extract as an effective bioherbicide against purple nutsedge (Scheme 2).

Sustainability 2024, 16, x FOR PEER REVIEW 16 of 18 
 

 
Scheme 2. The biochemical and physiological mechanisms of wedelia leaves extract in inhibiting 
the growth of purple nutsedge. 

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.W.R. and Q.U.; methodology, D.W.R. and Q.U.; soft-
ware, Q.U.; validation, Q.U. and D.I.; formal analysis, Q.U.; investigation, Q.U. and D.I.; resources, 
Q.U.; data curation, Q.U.; writing—original draft preparation, Q.U.; writing—review and editing, 
Q.U.; visualization, Q.U.; supervision, D.W.R. and D.I.; project administration, D.W.R. and D.I.; 
funding acquisition, D.W.R. and D.I. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of 
the manuscript. 

Funding: The research for this article was fully funded by the Final Project Recognition Grant Uni-
versitas Gadjah Mada Number 5075/UN1.P.II/Dit-Lit/PT.01.01/2023. 

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable for studies not involving humans or animals. 

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the 
study. 

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available upon request from the 
corresponding author. 

Acknowledgments: The authors express their deep appreciation to the Directorate of Research at 
Universitas Gadjah Mada for their pivotal role in supporting and funding this research endeavor. 

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest. 

References 
1. Mcfarlane, I.; Alyanak, L.; Jensen, J.; Kollodge, R.; Daldin, J.; Jayaram, T.; Ratcliffe, L.; Trautwein, C.; Baker, D.; Botev, N.; et al. 

State of World Population 2023 Billion Lives, Infinite Possibilities: The Case for Rights and Choices; United Nations Population Fund: 
New York, NY, USA, 2023. 

2. Singh, K.D.; Mobolade, A.J.; Bharali, R.; Sahoo, D.; Rajashekar, Y. Main Plant Volatiles as Stored Grain Pest Management Ap-
proach: A Review. J. Agric. Food Res. 2021, 4, 100127. hĴps://doi.org/10.1016/j.jafr.2021.100127. 

3. Khursheed, A.; Rather, M.A.; Jain, V.; Wani, A.R.; Rasool, S.; Nazir, R.; Malik, N.A.; Majid, S.A. Plant Based Natural Products as 
Potential Ecofriendly and Safer Biopesticides: A Comprehensive Overview of Their Advantages over Conventional Pesticides, 
Limitations and Regulatory Aspects. Microb. Pathog. 2022, 173, 105854. hĴps://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2022.105854. 

4. Kostina-Bednarz, M.; Płonka, J.; Barchanska, H. Allelopathy as a Source of Bioherbicides: Challenges and Prospects for Sustain-
able Agriculture. Rev. Environ. Sci. Biotechnol. 2023, 22, 471–504. hĴps://doi.org/10.1007/s11157-023-09656-1. 

5. Oerke, E.C. Crop Losses to Pests. J. Agric. Sci. 2006, 144, 31–43. hĴps://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859605005708. 
6. Gharde, Y.; Singh, P.K.; Dubey, R.P.; Gupta, P.K. Assessment of Yield and Economic Losses in Agriculture Due to Weeds in 

India. Crop Prot. 2018, 107, 12–18. hĴps://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2018.01.007. 
7. Hussain, I.; Singh, N.B.; Singh, A.; Singh, H. Allelopathic Potential of Sesame Plant Leachate against Cyperus rotundus L. Ann. 

Agrar. Sci. 2017, 15, 141–147. hĴps://doi.org/10.1016/j.aasci.2016.10.003. 
8. Roy, K. Nishimoto Purple Nutsedge Tuber Sprouting Copy. Weed Biol. Manag. 2001, 1, 203–208. hĴps://doi.org/10.1046/j.1445-

6664.2001.00037.x. 
9. Peerzada, A.M. Biology, Agricultural Impact, and Management of Cyperus rotundus L.: The World’s Most Tenacious Weed. Acta 

Physiol. Plant 2017, 39, 270. hĴps://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-017-2574-7. 

Scheme 2. The biochemical and physiological mechanisms of wedelia leaf extract in inhibiting the
growth of purple nutsedge.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.W.R. and Q.U.; methodology, D.W.R. and Q.U.; software,
Q.U.; validation, Q.U. and D.I.; formal analysis, Q.U.; investigation, Q.U. and D.I.; resources, Q.U.;
data curation, Q.U.; writing—original draft preparation, Q.U.; writing—review and editing, Q.U.;
visualization, Q.U.; supervision, D.W.R. and D.I.; project administration, D.W.R. and D.I.; funding
acquisition, D.W.R. and D.I. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the
manuscript.



Sustainability 2024, 16, 479 16 of 18

Funding: The research for this article was fully funded by the Final Project Recognition Grant
Universitas Gadjah Mada Number 5075/UN1.P.II/Dit-Lit/PT.01.01/2023.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable for studies not involving humans or animals.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available upon request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: The authors express their deep appreciation to the Directorate of Research at
Universitas Gadjah Mada for their pivotal role in supporting and funding this research endeavor.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Mcfarlane, I.; Alyanak, L.; Jensen, J.; Kollodge, R.; Daldin, J.; Jayaram, T.; Ratcliffe, L.; Trautwein, C.; Baker, D.; Botev, N.; et al.

State of World Population 2023 Billion Lives, Infinite Possibilities: The Case for Rights and Choices; United Nations Population Fund:
New York, NY, USA, 2023.

2. Singh, K.D.; Mobolade, A.J.; Bharali, R.; Sahoo, D.; Rajashekar, Y. Main Plant Volatiles as Stored Grain Pest Management Approach:
A Review. J. Agric. Food Res. 2021, 4, 100127. [CrossRef]

3. Khursheed, A.; Rather, M.A.; Jain, V.; Wani, A.R.; Rasool, S.; Nazir, R.; Malik, N.A.; Majid, S.A. Plant Based Natural Products as
Potential Ecofriendly and Safer Biopesticides: A Comprehensive Overview of Their Advantages over Conventional Pesticides,
Limitations and Regulatory Aspects. Microb. Pathog. 2022, 173, 105854. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Kostina-Bednarz, M.; Płonka, J.; Barchanska, H. Allelopathy as a Source of Bioherbicides: Challenges and Prospects for Sustainable
Agriculture. Rev. Environ. Sci. Biotechnol. 2023, 22, 471–504. [CrossRef]

5. Oerke, E.C. Crop Losses to Pests. J. Agric. Sci. 2006, 144, 31–43. [CrossRef]
6. Gharde, Y.; Singh, P.K.; Dubey, R.P.; Gupta, P.K. Assessment of Yield and Economic Losses in Agriculture Due to Weeds in India.

Crop Prot. 2018, 107, 12–18. [CrossRef]
7. Hussain, I.; Singh, N.B.; Singh, A.; Singh, H. Allelopathic Potential of Sesame Plant Leachate against Cyperus rotundus L. Ann.

Agrar. Sci. 2017, 15, 141–147. [CrossRef]
8. Roy, K. Nishimoto Purple Nutsedge Tuber Sprouting Copy. Weed Biol. Manag. 2001, 1, 203–208. [CrossRef]
9. Peerzada, A.M. Biology, Agricultural Impact, and Management of Cyperus rotundus L.: The World’s Most Tenacious Weed. Acta

Physiol. Plant 2017, 39, 270. [CrossRef]
10. Morales-Payan, J.P.; Stall, W.M.; Shilling, D.G.; Charudattan, R.; Dusky, J.A.; Bewick, T.A. Above- and Belowground Interference

of Purple and Yellow Nutsedge (Cyperus Spp.) with Tomato. Weed Sci. 2003, 51, 181–185. [CrossRef]
11. Matloob, A.; Shareef, M.N.; Khaliq, A.; Farooq, M. Quantification of Allelopathic Potential of Different Crop Residues for the

Purple Nutsedge Suppression Zahid Ata Cheema. Pak. J. Weed Sci. 2010, 16, 1–12.
12. Chand, M.; Lal, R.; Khippal, A.; Singh, S. Integrated Weed Management in Sugarcane Ratoon. Indian J. Sugarcane Technol. 2010, 25,

17–19.
13. Tuor, F.A.; Froud-Williams, R.J. Influence of Nitrogen on Competition between Purple Nutsedge, Maize and Soybean. Int. J. Pest.

Manag. 2002, 48, 73–79. [CrossRef]
14. El Sawi, S.A.; Ibrahim, M.E.; El-Rokiek, K.G.; El-Din, S.A.S. Allelopathic Potential of Essential Oils Isolated from Peels of Three

Citrus Species. Ann. Agric. Sci. 2019, 64, 89–94. [CrossRef]
15. Messiha, N.K.; Ahmed, S.A.; El-Rokiek, K.G.; Dawood, M.G.; El-Masry, R.R. The Physiological Influence of Allelochemicals in

Two Brassicaceae Plant Seeds on the Growth and Propagative Capacity of Cyprus rotundus and Zea mays L. World Appl. Sci. J. 2013,
26, 1142–1149.

16. Rokiek, E.-M.; Kowthar, G.; Rafat, R.E.-M.; Messiha, N.K.; Ahmed, S.A. The Allelopathic Effect of Mango Leaves on the Growth
and Propagative Capacity of Purple Nutsedge (Cyperus rotundus L.). J. Am. Sci. 2010, 6, 151–159.

17. Soltys, D.; Krasuska, U.; Bogatek, R.; Gniazdowsk, A. Allelochemicals as Bioherbicides—Present and Perspectives; InTech: London,
UK, 2013.

18. Scavo, A.; Mauromicale, G. Crop Allelopathy for Sustainable Weed Management in Agroecosystems: Knowing the Present with a
View to the Future. Agronomy 2021, 11, 2104. [CrossRef]

19. Hoang Anh, L.; Van Quan, N.; Tuan Nghia, L.; Dang Xuan, T. Phenolic Allelochemicals: Achievements, Limitations, and
Prospective Approaches in Weed Management. Weed Biol. Manag. 2021, 21, 37–67. [CrossRef]

20. Jabran, K.; Mahajan, G.; Sardana, V.; Chauhan, B.S. Allelopathy for Weed Control in Agricultural Systems. Crop Prot. 2015, 72,
57–65. [CrossRef]

21. Bajwa, A.A. Sustainable Weed Management in Conservation Agriculture. Crop Prot. 2014, 65, 105–113. [CrossRef]
22. Azlan Azizan, K.; Ibrahim, S.; Haizun Abdul Ghani, N.; Firdaus Nawawi, M. LC-MS Based Metabolomics Analysis to Identify

Potential Allelochemicals in Wedelia Trilobata. Nat. Prod. 2016, 10, 788–793.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jafr.2021.100127
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2022.105854
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36374855
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11157-023-09656-1
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859605005708
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2018.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aasci.2016.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1445-6664.2001.00037.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-017-2574-7
https://doi.org/10.1614/0043-1745(2003)051[0181:AABIOP]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1080/09670870110094378
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aoas.2019.04.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11112104
https://doi.org/10.1111/wbm.12230
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2015.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2014.07.014


Sustainability 2024, 16, 479 17 of 18

23. Shahena, S.; Rajan, M.; Chandran, V.; Mathew, L. Allelopathic Effect of Wedelia Trilobata L., on the Germination and Growth of
Cicer Arietinum, Vigna Unguiculata, and Vigna Radiata Seedlings. J. Appl. Biol. Biotechnol. 2021, 9, 93–114. [CrossRef]

24. Nie, C.; Luo, S.; Zeng, R.; Mo, M.; Li, H.; Lin, C. Allelopathic Potential of Wedelia trilobata L.: Effects on Germination, Growth and
Physiological Parameters of Rice; The Regional Institute: Barton, Australia, 2005.

25. Zhang, Z.H.; Hu, B.Q.; Hu, G. Assessment of Allelopathic Potential of Wedelia Trilobata on the Germination, Seedling Growth
and Chlorophyll Content of Rape. Adv. Mat. Res. 2013, 807–809, 719–722. [CrossRef]

26. Araújo, C.A.; Morgado, C.S.A.; Gomes, A.K.C.; Gomes, A.C.C.; Simas, N.K. Asteraceae Family: A Review of Its Allelopathic
Potential and the Case of Acmella Oleracea and Sphagneticola Trilobata. Rodriguesia 2021, 72, 1–25. [CrossRef]

27. Arnon, D.I. Copper Enzymes in Isolated Chloroplasts. Polyphenoloxidase in Beta Vulgaris. Plant Physiol. 1949, 24, 1–15. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

28. Kaur, I.; Sharma, R. Allelopathic Effect of Ageratum Conyzoides on Chlorophyll Content in The Leaves of Mungbean. Int. J.
Recent Sci. Res. 2016, 7, 13296–13298.

29. Lichtenthaler, H.K. [34] Chlorophylls and Carotenoids: Pigments of Photosynthetic Biomembranes. Methods Enzymol. 1987, 148,
350–382. [CrossRef]

30. Senthilkumar, M.; Amaresan, N.; Sankaranarayanan, A. Estimation of Malondialdehyde (MDA) by Thiobarbituric Acid (TBA)
Assay. In Plant-Microbe Interactions; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2021; pp. 103–105. [CrossRef]

31. Albro, P.W.; Corbett, J.T.; Schroeder, J.L. Effects of 2,3,7,8-Tetrachlorodibenzo-p-Dioxin on Lipid Peroxidation in Microsomal
Systems in Vitro. Chem. Biol. Interact. 1986, 57, 301–313. [CrossRef]

32. Zhou, B.; Wang, J.; Guo, Z.; Tan, H.; Zhu, X. A Simple Colorimetric Method for Determination of Hydrogen Peroxide in Plant
Tissues. Plant Growth Regul. 2006, 49, 113–118. [CrossRef]

33. Alexander, A.G. Oxidizing Enzymes of Sugarcane: Peroxidase. J. Agric. Univ. Puerto Rico 1966, 50, 36–52. [CrossRef]
34. Molisch, H. The Influence of One Plant on Another: Allelopathy; Narwal, S.S., Ed.; Scientific Publisheris (India): Jodhpur, India, 2001;

ISBN 8172332858.
35. Inderjit; Nilsen, E.T. Bioassays and Field Studies for Allelopathy in Terrestrial Plants: Progress and Problems. CRC Crit. Rev. Plant

Sci. 2003, 22, 221–238. [CrossRef]
36. Weston, L.A.; Duke, S.O. Weed and Crop Allelopathy. CRC Crit. Rev. Plant Sci. 2003, 22, 367–389. [CrossRef]
37. Gniazdowska, A.; Bogatek, R. Allelopathic in Teractions between Plants. Multi Site Action of Allelochemicals. Acta Physiol.

Plantarium 2005, 27, 395–407. [CrossRef]
38. Foyer, C.H.; Noctor, G. Redox Homeostasis and Antioxidant Signaling: A Metabolic Interface between Stress Perception and

Physiological Responses. Plant Cell 2005, 17, 1866–1875. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
39. Tripathy, B.C.; Oelmüller, R. Reactive Oxygen Species Generation and Signaling in Plants. Plant Signal Behav. 2012, 7, 1621–1633.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
40. Talukder, M.R.; Asaduzzaman, M.; Ueno, M.; Tanaka, H.; Asao, T. Alleviation of Allelochemical Stress-Induced Growth Inhibition

and Oxidative Damage in Lettuce under Closed Hydroponics through Electro-Degradation. Hortic. Sci. 2020, 47, 53–68. [CrossRef]
41. Radhakrishnan, R.; Alqarawi, A.A.; Abd Allah, E.F. Bioherbicides: Current Knowledge on Weed Control Mechanism. Ecotoxicol.

Environ. Saf. 2018, 158, 131–138. [CrossRef]
42. El-Tayeb, M.A. Response of Barley Grains to the Interactive Effect of Salinity and Salicylic Acid. Plant Growth Regul. 2005, 45,

215–224. [CrossRef]
43. Gill, S.S.; Nafees, K.A.; Naser, A.A.; Tuteja, N. Amelioration of Cadmium Stress in Crop Plants by Nutrient Management:

Morphological, Physiological and Biochemical Aspects. Plant Stress 2011, 5, 1–15.
44. Miller, G.; Suzuki, N.; Ciftci-Yilmaz, S.; Mittler, R. Reactive Oxygen Species Homeostasis and Signalling during Drought and

Salinity Stresses. Plant Cell Environ. 2010, 33, 453–467. [CrossRef]
45. Gill, S.S.; Tuteja, N. Reactive Oxygen Species and Antioxidant Machinery in Abiotic Stress Tolerance in Crop Plants. Plant Physiol.

Biochem. 2010, 48, 909–930. [CrossRef]
46. Qian, H.; Xu, X.; Chen, W.; Jiang, H.; Jin, Y.; Liu, W.; Fu, Z. Allelochemical Stress Causes Oxidative Damage and Inhibition of

Photosynthesis in Chlorella Vulgaris. Chemosphere 2009, 75, 368–375. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
47. Romagni, J.G.; Meazza, G.; Nanayakkara, N.P.D.; Dayan, F.E. The Phytotoxic Lichen Metabolite, Usnic Acid, Is a Potent Inhibitor

of Plant p-Hydroxyphenylpyruvate Dioxygenase. FEBS Lett. 2000, 480, 301–305. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
48. Ron, M. Oxidative Stress, Antioxidants and Stress Tolerance. Trends Plant Sci. 2002, 7, 405–410.
49. Apel, K.; Hirt, H. Reactive Oxygen Species: Metabolism, Oxidative Stress, and Signal Transduction. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2004,

55, 373–399. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
50. Venkateshwarlu, G.; Ravindra, V.; Challa, P. Mangiferin: An Allelopathin from Mango (Mangifera indica L.) Leaves. Allelopath. J.

2001, 8, 221–224.
51. Rabinowitch, E.I. The Role of Chlorophyll in Photosynthesis. Sci. Am. 1965, 213, 74–83. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
52. Silla, F.; González-Gil, A.; González-Molina, M.E.; Mediavilla, S.; Escudero, A. Estimation of Chlorophyll in Quercus Leaves

Using a Portable Chlorophyll Meter: Effects of Species and Leaf Age. Ann. For. Sci. 2010, 67, 108. [CrossRef]
53. Hussain, M.I.; Reigosa, M.J. A Chlorophyll Fluorescence Analysis of Photosynthetic Efficiency, Quantum Yield and Photon Energy

Dissipation in PSII Antennae of Lactuca sativa L. Leaves Exposed to Cinnamic Acid. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 2011, 49, 1290–1298.
[CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.7324/JABB.2021.9209
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMR.807-809.719
https://doi.org/10.1590/2175-7860202172137
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.24.1.1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16654194
https://doi.org/10.1016/0076-6879(87)48036-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-0716-1080-0_25
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2797(86)90005-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-006-9000-2
https://doi.org/10.46429/jaupr.v50i1.3440
https://doi.org/10.1080/713610857
https://doi.org/10.1080/713610861
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-005-0017-3
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.105.033589
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15987996
https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.22455
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23072988
https://doi.org/10.17221/32/2019-HORTSCI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.04.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-005-4928-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2009.02041.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2010.08.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2008.12.040
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19171365
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0014-5793(00)01907-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11034349
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.55.031903.141701
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15377225
https://doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican0765-74
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14298723
https://doi.org/10.1051/forest/2009093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2011.08.007


Sustainability 2024, 16, 479 18 of 18

54. Hejl, A.M.; Koster, K.L. The Allelochemical Sorgoleone Inhibits Root H +-ATPase and Water Uptake. J. Chem. Ecol. 2004, 30,
2181–2191. [CrossRef]

55. Hussain, M.I.; Reigosa, M.J. Allelochemical Stress Inhibits Growth, Leaf Water Relations, PSII Photochemistry, Non-Photochemical
Fluorescence Quenching, and Heat Energy Dissipation in Three C 3 Perennial Species. J. Exp. Bot. 2011, 62, 4533–4545. [CrossRef]

56. Bornman, J.F.; Vogelmann, T.C. Effect of UV-B Radiation on Leaf Optical Properties Measured with Fibre Optics. J. Exp. Bot. 1991,
42, 547–554. [CrossRef]

57. Björkman, O. Responses to Different Quantum Flux Densities. In Physiological Plant Ecology I; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg,
Germany, 1981; pp. 57–107. [CrossRef]

58. Md Khan, S.I.; Kaium, A.; Sarkar, B.K.; Begum, R.; Begum, N.; Islam, M.A.; Md Chowdhury, T.I.; Habib, M.; Md. Hakim, A.
Potencies of Justicia adhatoda L. for Its Possible Phytotoxic Activity. Plant Sci. Today 2021, 8, 146–149. [CrossRef]

59. Islam Khan, M.S.; Kato-Noguchi, H. Assessment of Allelopathic Potential of Couroupita Guianensis Aubl. Plant Omics 2016, 9,
115–120. [CrossRef]

60. White, R.H.; Worsham, A.D.; Blum, U. Allelopathic Potential of Legume Debris and Aqueous Extracts. Weed Sci. 1989, 37, 674–679.
[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1023/B:JOEC.0000048782.87862.7f
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/err161
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/42.4.547
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-68090-8_4
https://doi.org/10.14719/PST.2021.8.2.1044
https://doi.org/10.21475/poj.160902.p7526x
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0043174500072623

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Experimental Site 
	Experimental Design 
	Extract Preparations 
	Tubers Planting 
	Extract Application 
	Observations 
	Microclimate Condition 
	Growth Parameters 
	Physiological Parameters 
	Biochemical Parameters 
	Tuber Anatomy 

	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Microclimate Condition 
	Growth Parameters 
	Plant Height 
	Number of Shoots and Leaves 
	Leaf and Root Areas 
	Total Root Length 
	Fresh and Dry Weights 

	Physiological Parameters 
	Biochemical Parameters 
	Lipid Peroxidation (MDA) 
	Hydrogen Peroxide 
	Peroxide 

	Tuber Anatomy 
	Correlation between Parameters 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

