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8HIS4H(THESISFOCUSEDONTHEROOTSYSTEMSANDTHENODULATIONWITHINTHEFAMILY

�������� �LEGUME FAMILY��0EGUMESAREKNOWN FOR THEIR SYMBIOTIC RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN THEIR ROOT SYSTEMS AND ���,#��(! S� L� BACTERIA� 8HIS ASSOCIATION
ENABLES THESE PLANTS TO UTILIZE AERIAL 2�� WHICH IS INACCESSIBLE TO MANY OTHER

SPECIES�8HEMOSTIMPORTANTFORAGEPLANTSBELONGTOTHISFAMILY�
8HE THESIS CONSISTS OF FIVE PARTS� -N THE FIRST PART THE INTRA� AND INTERSPECIFIC
VARIABILITY OF ROOT SYSTEMS OF �� LEGUMESPECIES WERE INVESTIGATED IN THE FIELD�

6OOT SYSTEMS AND NODULES OF INDIVIDUAL SPECIES AS WELL AS ENVIRONMENTAL
INFLUENCESONROOTMORPHOLOGYWEREDESCRIBED� -TBECAMEAPPARENTTHATTHEROOT
SYSTEMSOFCOMMON)UROPEANLEGUMESAREHIGHLYVARIABLE�8HEVARIABILITYOFROOT
SYSTEMS WAS ATTRIBUTED TO 6AUNKIEARkS LIFE FORMS RATHER THAN THE MEMBERSHIP

OF SPECIESINTRIBES�
8HE SECOND AND THIRD PART OF THE THESIS EXAMINED THE INFLUENCE OF NUTRIENT
AVAILABILITY �24/� ON HARESFOOT CLOVER ��%��# �(!� �%)�"&�� AND ZIGZAG CLOVER

��� !���(!� IN POT EXPERIMENTS WITH ALKALINE SOIL� *IRST IT IS SHOWN
THAT THE ACIDICOLEBEHAVIOUROF�� �%)�"&� ISBASEDON4LIMITATIONWHENGROWING
ON ALKALINE SOIL� 8HE RELATIVELY LARGE ROOT SYSTEM OF �� �%)�"&� IN TREATMENTS

WITH 4 CONTRASTED HIGHLY WITH THE POORLY DEVELOPED ROOT SYSTEMS IN OTHER
TREATMENTS� 7ECOND IT IS DEMONSTRATED THAT �� !���(! CAN BE RECOMMENDED
AS A SUITABLE LEGUME SPECIES FOR CULTIVATION ON ALKALINE SOILS� -T REQUIRED
A RELATIVELYHIGH4AND/SUPPLYASWELLASADDITIONALMINERAL2SUPPLYTOACHIEVE

MAXIMUM GROWTH POTENTIAL� 8HE MINERAL 2 REQUIREMENTS OF �� !���(! WERE
SUBSTANTIALLYHIGHERTHANOF �� �%)�"&� PLANTEDINTHESAMESOIL�
8HE THESISISCOMPLETEDWITHANINVESTIGATIONOFTWOOFTHEMOSTIMPORTANTFORAGE

LEGUMES� NAMELY ALFALFA ��������#� &�'�)�� AND RED CLOVER ��� $%�'�"&��� &OTH
SPECIESWERECOMPAREDAT SITESWITHORGANIC FARMINGANDDIFFERENTSOIL TEXTURE�
8HEHERBAGEYIELDFROMTHESECONDANDTHIRDCUTWASSIGNIFICANTLYAFFECTEDBYSITE�

8HE BIOMASS OF BELOWGROUND ORGANS WAS NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECTED BY SITE
OR BY TIME� �������# &�'�)� CREATED LESS NODULES AND LATERAL ROOTS
THAN �� $%�'�"&�� 6OOT BRANCHING OF BOTH SPECIES WAS SLIGHTLY HIGHER AT SITES
WITH A HIGHER SAND CONTENT� 1ORE BRANCHED ROOTS CREATED MORE NODULES�

8HE NUMBEROFNODULESPERPLANTDECREASEDDURINGTHESEASON�
8HETHESISPROVIDESIMPORTANTINSIGHTSINTOROOTTRAITSOFLEGUMESANDTHEIRABILITY
OFNITROGEN FIXATION� -N LIGHT OF FUTURECHALLENGES TOAGRICULTURE� LIKEE�G�SCARCITY

OF RESOURCES AND LAND� CLIMATE CHANGE AND BIODIVERSITY LOSS� THE UTILIZATION
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OF ECOSYSTEMSERVICESWILLGAINMOREATTENTION�6ESULTSOFTHISWORKARETHUSNOT
ONLYINTERESTINGFROMA SCIENTIFICPERSPECTIVEBUTALSOFROMAPRACTICALAGRONOMIC
POINTOFVIEW�3RGANICASWELLASCONVENTIONAL FARMERSCANUSE THESE FINDINGS
IN THE FUTURE TO INCREASESBENEFITS FROM LEGUMECROPSAND IMPROVE THEIROVERALL

HERBAGEYIELDS�

/EYWORDS"0EGUMES�NODULATION�NUTRIENTAVAILABILITY�SOILTEXTURE�SPECIES
VARIABILITY�
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8ATODISERTA{NdPR`CESEZAByV`KO�ENOVyMISYSTbMYANODULACd UROSTLINZ{ELEDI
�������� �&OBOVITb�� 6OSTLINY TbTO {ELEDI� {ASTO OZNA{OVANb Tbw JAKO

LEGUMINeZY� JSOU SCHOPNb DdKY SYMBIOTICKbMU VZTAHU MEZI SVyMI KO�ENOVyMI
SYSTbMY A BAKTERIEMI RODU ���,#��(! S� L� POUTAT VZDUuNy DUSdK� KTERy JE
PRO V~TuINUDRUH� ROSTLIN NEDOSTUPNy�

4R`CE SE SKL`D` Z P~TI {`STd� : PRVNd {`STI BYLA POZOROV`NA VNITRODRUHOV`
A MEZIDRUHOV` VARIABILITA KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� �� DRUH� {ELEDI ��������

NA KRAJINNbhROVNI�&YLY POPS`NYKO�ENOVbSYSTbMYSPOLUSHLdZKAMI JEDNOTLIVyCH

DRUH�A TAKbVLIVYPROST�EDdOVLIV�UJdCd JEJICHMORFOLOGII� /O�ENOVbSYSTbMYBYLY
MORFOLOGICKY VELMI VARIABILNd� .EJICH VARIABILITA BYLA D`NA P�EDEVudM wIVOTNd
FORMOU DLE6AUNKIAERA�MbN~PAKTRIBOVOU P�dSLUuNOSTIDRUHU�
(RUH`AT�ETd{`ST PR`CEBYLAZAM~�ENANA VLIV DOSTUPNOSTIwIVIN�24/�ZHLEDISKA

KO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM���%��# �(! �%)�"&� �JETELROLNd�A�� !���(! �JETELPROST�EDNd�
BYLY ZKOUM`NY V R`MCI N`DOBOVbHO POKUSU SE SILN~ ALKALICKOU P�DOU� (RUH
�� �%)�"&� UTV`�EL POUZE VE VARIANT`CH S APLIKACd FOSFORU RELATIVN~ ROZS`HLb

KO�ENOVbSYSTbMY�.EHOACIDOFILNdCHOV`NdBYLO VYSV~TLENONESCHOPNOSTdP�IJdMAT
DOSTATEK FOSFORU V ALKALICKyCH P�D`CH� 3PROTI TOMU �� !���(! SE PROJEVIL JAKO
POTENCI`LN~ VHODNy DRUH LEGUMINeZY PRO P~STOV`Nd NA ALKALICKyCH P�D`CH�
:E SROVN`NdS �� �%)�"&� VYwADOVAL�� !���(! PRODOSAwENdMAXIM`LNdHO R�STU�

KROM~ ZVyuENb DOSTUPNOSTI FOSFORU A DRASLdKU� TAKb ZVyuENOU DOSTUPNOST
MINER`LNdHODUSdKU�
4R`CEBYLAZAVRuENA STUDIdJEDN~MIZNEJVyZNAMN~JudCHPdCNIN � �������#�&�'�)�

�TOLICE SET`� A �%��# �(! $%�'�"&�� �JETEL LU{Nd�� 8EORETICKb POZNATKY KO�ENOVyCH
SYSTbM� BYLY TdMTO ZP�SOBEM OTESTOV`NY V PRAXI� 2A EKOLOGICKY
OBHOSPODA�OVANyCH ZEM~D~LSKyCH PLOCH`CH S ODLIuNOU ZRNITOSTd P�DY BYLY

JMENOVANb DRUHY HODNOCENY V JETELOVINOTRAVNd SM~SI� ,ODNOCENY BYLY NEJEN
PODZEMNd A NADZEMNd {`STI ROSTLIN� ALE HODNOCEN BYL TAKb VyNOS A PODZEMNd
BIOMASASM~SI� :yNOS NADZEMNd BIOMASY KLESAL V PR�B~HU SEZeNY� 4�I DRUHb
A T�ETd SE{I SE VyNOS LIuIL V Z`VISLOSTI NA P�DNdCH PODMdNK`CH� 3PROTI TOMU

PODZEMNd BIOMASA NEBYLA PR�KAZN~ OVLIVN~NA P�DNdMI PODMdNKAMI ANI
SEZeNNdM VyVOJEM� �������# &�'�)� UTV`�ELA MbN~ V~TVENb KO�ENY
NEw �� $%�'�"&�� COw SE PRAVD~PODOBN~ PROJEVILO I MENudM MNOwSTVdM HLdZEK

NA NICH� :dCE V~TVENb KO�ENY OBOU DRUH� BYLY SLEDOV`NY NA P�D`CH S V~TudM
PODdLEMPdS{ITbFRAKCE�4O{ETHLdZEKAJEJICHAKTIVITAKLESALA V PR�B~HUVEGETA{Nd
SEZeNY�
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4R`CE POSKYTUJE D�LEwITbINFORMACE O KO�ENOVyCHSYSTbMECHLEGUMINeZA OJEJICH
SCHOPNOSTI FIXACE DUSdKU� 7 OHLEDEM NA BUDOUCd VyZVY ZEM~D~LSTVd �NAP��
NEDOSTATEK ZDROJ� A ZEM~D~LSKb P�DY� ZM~NY KLIMATU� SNdwENd BIODIVERZITY AJ��
NAByVAJd PR`V~ TYTO POZNATKY NA hROVNI EKOSYSTbMU ST`LE V~TudHO VyZNAMU�

:ySLEDKY TbTO PR`CE JSOU ZAJdMAVb NEJEN Z HLEDISKA V~DECKbHO� ALE
I Z PRAKTICKbHO AGRONOMICKbHO HLEDISKA�)KOLOGI{TdIKONVEN{Nd ZEM~D~LCI MOHOU
TYTOPOZNATKYVYUwdVAT VBUDOUCNU KCELKOVbMUZLEPuENdVyNOS� PdCE�

/Ld{OV`SLOVA"(OSTUPNOSTwIVIN� DRUHOV`VARIABILITA�LEGUMINeZY�NODULACE�P�DNd

TEXTURA�
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8ATODISERTA{NdPR`CESEZAByV`MORFOLOGIdKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�{ELEDI���������

0INDL� �&OBOVITb�� 6OSTLINY {ELEDI ��������� �{ASTO OZNA{OVANb Tbw JAKO

LEGUMINeZY� JSOUSCHOPNb DdKYSVbMUSYMBIOTICKbMU VZTAHU SBAKTERIEMI RODU
���,#��(! S� L� POUTAT VZDUuNy DUSdK� 2ODULACE �TVORBA HLdZEK�� JEw JE TdMTO
VZTAHEM VYVOL`NA� BYLA ZAHRNUTA DO TbTO STUDIE JAKO SOU{`ST KO�ENOVyCH
SYSTbM��

*IXACEVZDUuNbHODUSdKU{ELEDI�������� JED�LEwITyM{L`NKEMKOLOB~HUDUSdKU
A KLd{OVyM FAKTOREM V ZEM~D~LSKb VyROB~� P�EDEVudM V R`MCI EKOLOGICKbHO
ZEM~D~LSTVd� 0EGUMINeZY JSOUDdKYSVyM ROZS`HLyMKO�ENOVyMSYSTbM�M TAKb

VyZNAMNyMZDROJEMHUMUSU VP�D~�4~STUJd SE{ASTO JAKOMEZIPLODINY� KTERb
POSKYTUJdSNADNOROZLOwITELNOUORGANICKOUHMOTU PODPORUJdCd BIOLOGICKbPROCESY
V P�D~� /O�ENY LEGUMINeZ TAKb CHR`Nd P�DU P�ED EROZd A MAJd VyZNAMNy

MELIORA{Nd VLIV� (dKY SVbMU ROZLOwENd V P�DNdM PROFILU P�SOBd JAKO DROBNb
DREN`wEATdMUMOw�UJdPOHYBVZDUCHU�VODYAwIVINVP�D~�,LUBOCEKO�ENUJdCd
DRUHY TAKZP�dSTUP�UJdwIVINYZV~TudCHHLOUBEK A ZLEPuUJdP�DNd STRUKTURU� 6OSTLINY
{ELEDI�������� HRAJdD�LEwITOU ROLI VhRODNOSTIP�DYA PODPORUJd SVyMIKO�ENY

VyNOS N`SLEDNyCH PLODIN V OSEVNdM POSTUPU� > VyuE UVEDENyCH SKUTE{NOSTd
VYPLyV` D�LEwITOST VyZKUMU MORFOLOGIE KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� {ELEDI ���������
NEJENZHLEDISKANOVyCHTEORETICKyCHPOZNATK��ALEI PROJEJICHPRAKTICKbVYUwITd�

:yZKUM KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� JE{ASOV~ I FYZICKY N`RO{Ny� > TOHOTO D�VODU JE
V~TuINA KO�ENOVyCH STUDId ZAM~�ENA P�EDEVudM NA R�ZNb DRUHY TRAV� JEJICHw
KO�ENY NEDOSAHUJd TAKOVyCH HLOUBEK A ROZM~R�� :ELK` POZORNOST JE V~NOV`NA
TAKb ZEM~D~LSKyM PLODIN`M� 1EZI T~MITO STUDIEMI NALEZNEME JEN M`LO PRACd

PROVEDENyCH NAKRAJINNbhROVNI� KTERbBYPOUKAZOVALINAVARIABILITUKO�ENOVyCH
SYSTbM�B~wNyCHDRUH�LEGUMINeZ�VIZ�#�"��� ���

1ORFOLOGIEKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�JED`NAGENETICKYAZ`ROVE�JEOVLIVN~NAFAKTORY

PROST�EDd�/T~MTOFAKTOR�MPAT�d MIMOJINb DOSTUPNOSTwIVINV P�D~ �DUSdK�FOSFOR�
DRASLdKm 24/��P�DNd REAKCE �VIZ�#�"���� �� A#�"���� ����A FYZIK`LNdVLASTNOSTI
P�DY �VIZ�#�"���� �� A#�"���� ��� 8YTO FAKTORY JSOU JEDN~MIZNEJD�LEwIT~JudCH

PODMdNEK PROST�EDd UR{UJdCd hRODNOST P�DY A VyNOS PLODIN V ZEM~D~LSTVd�
/O�ENOVbSYSTbMY�JAKJIwBYLOZMdN~NO�OVLIV�UJdVyNOSPLODIN AJSOU VP�dMbM
VZTAHUS NADZEMNdMI{`STMI ROSTLIN�Z TOHOTOD�VODUSEP�EDLOwEN`PR`CEZAByV`
I NADZEMNdMI {`STMI ROSTLIN� P�dP� JEJICH BIOMASOU TAK� ABY VySLEDKY MOHLY ByT

ZA�AZENYDOuIRudHOKONTEXTU�
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PLODIN JE OVLIVN~N KO�ENOVyMI SYSTbMY� / VYHODNOCENd VLIVU ZRNITOSTI P�DY NA
VyNOS SM~SI� KO�ENOVOU BIOMASU SM~SI A KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY DRUHU �� &�'�)�

BYLONUTNbZOHLEDNITI DALud FAKTORYPROST�EDd�

,LAVNdMIOT`ZKAMITbTO{`STI PR`CE JSOU"
A� .AKyJEVLIVZRNITOSTIP�DYAPR�B~HUVEGETA{NdSEZeNYNANAD�
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%DANS� � VIKVOVITb

zELE| �������� TVO�dUSPOLU S {ELEDd ��!#&����� �CITLIVKOVITb�

A ���&� $�"������ �SAPANOVITb� �`D ���� �& ���(!�"#&��� � BOBOTVARb�
ULUuTINATb �%-',)0) )8 +308)�&)',80) ������ zELE| �������� JE
T�ETdUNEJPO{ETN~Jud {ELEDd CbVNATyCHUROSTLIN� .E ZASTOUPENAUVdCE NEw ��� RODY
AU{dT`P�ES� ��� DRUH� ROZud�ENyCHUPOCELbMUSV~T~ �(3=0)������ :)VROP~

SEULEGUMINeZY ROZD~LUJd DO OSMIUTRIB� �430,-0 �! ��� :UTROPECH
A SUBTROPECHUJSOUUZASTOUPENY D�EVINNyMITYPYROSTLIN�VCHLADN~JudCHUOBLASTECH
BYLINAMI �70%:r/ �!!��� 4�IBLIwN~ ��� PROCENTA ROSTLIN {ELEDI ��������

VYSKYTUJdCdCHUSEV zESKb REPUBLICE JSOUUNEP�VODNdMIUDRUHY �10r/3:7/x

)8 78x&03������

:P�EDLOwENbPR`CIJEPOZORNOSTV~NOV`NA�� DRUH�MLEGUMINeZ P�IPOROVN`V`Nd

DRUHOVbAMEZIDRUHOVbVARIABILITY�4RO VyZKUMVLIVUUR{ITyCHFAKTOR�NAKO�ENOVb
SYSTbMY BYLY D`LE ZVOLENY {TY�I DRUHY � �� �%)�"&�� �� !���(!� �� &�'�)�

A �� $%�'�"&��

1ORFOLOGIE

7TROMY� KE�EUA BYLINYUMAJd TYPICKbUST�dDAVb� SLOwENb�UZPE�ENb NEBOUTROJ{ETNb
LISTY� {ASTOUZAKON{ENb hPONKOU NEBOUHROTEM� 4ALISTY JSOUUVYTRVALb� N~KDY

P�EM~N~NbV TRNYUNEBOASIMILA{NdUhTVARY�/V~TY JSOUUSPO�`D`NY VHROZNOVITyCH
KV~TENSTVdCH� HL`VK`CHUNEBO VUHROZNECH � {ASTO JEDNOSTRANNyCH� KONCOVyCH
NEBOhwLABNdCHU�70%:r/�!!�� :30*�!  ��

/V~TJEUP~TI{ETNy�'HARAKTERISTICKyMIU{`STMIKV~TUJSOUUPAVbZA�)�*�  (!� � V~Tud

HORNd KORUNNd LdSTEK� NAZP~TUOHNUTy NEBO ORIENTOVANyUVP�ED� N~KDY ODLIuN~
ZBARVENy# K�dDLA �� ��� � DVA POSTRANNdULdSTKY A {LUNEK ���%�"�� � DVAUSPOLU
SR�STAJdCdUDOLNd LdSTKY�UKRyVAJdCdUTY{INKYA PESTdK�2~KDY KORUNNdUPL`TKYSR�STAJd

VE SPODNd{`STIUV TRUBKU�KALICH JEUSROSTLy�4LODEMUJE LUSK �%-',)0))8 +308)�
&)',80)������
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:yZNAM

0EGUMINeZYUJSOU VyZNAMNyM ZDROJEM P�DNdHOUDUSdKU A HUMUSU S DOBROU
SORP{NdSCHOPNOSTdPROVODU I wIVINY� 4�SOBdUFYTOSANIT`RN~�4OM`HAJd ZLEPuOVAT
CHEMICKb I FYZIK`LNdUVLASTNOSTI P�DY� 4ODPORUJd VyNOS PLODIN N`SLEDNyCH

V OSEVNdM POSTUPU A NAPOM`HAJd ZVYuOVAT hRODNOST P�DY �1_00)6�7[1%22
)8 /387',-�!!�� *036)7)8%0� �!!�� 0%1&)8%0� ������

*IXACE VZDUuNbHO DUSdKU JE D�LEwITyM {L`NKEM KOLOB~HUUDUSdKU A KLd{OVyM

FAKTOREM V ZEM~D~LSKbUVyROB~� P�EDEVudM V R`MCI EKOLOGICKbHO ZEM~D~LSTVd
�'6);7)84)340)7������ &IOLOGICK` FIXACEDUSdKU JEHLAVNdMMECHANISMEM�
KTERyM SE ZdSK`V` DUSdK ZUNEDOSTUPNb FORMY PRO V~TuINU ORGANISM��

0EGUMINeZY TAK OVLIV�UJdhRODNOSTP�DY�PODPORUJd R�ST ROSTLINA JEJICHMINER`LNd
VywIVU� 1INER`LNdDUSdKSEDOST`V`DOP�DYVR`MCIRHIZOSFbRYLEGUMINeZ�8%)8
%0� �! ��� D`LE P�I ROZKLADU KO�EN� A HLdZEKUB~HEM VEGETA{NdHO OBDOBd
�6977)00))8%0� �!!��A DdKYP�dMbMU PROPOJENdMEZITRAVAMIA LEGUMINeZAMI

POMOCdMYKORRHIZNdCH HUB�,%=78)%()8%0� �!  ��

6OSTLINY {ELEDI �������� MAJd VyZNAMNy MELIORA{NdUVLIV Z D�VODU ROZLOwENd
KO�ENE�KTERbUP�SOBdJAKODROBNbDREN`wE� JEwUMOw�UJdPOHYBUVODYI VZDUCHU

V P�D~ �,2-0-z/% )8 ,2-0-z/3:q ������ 0EGUMINeZY DdKY SVyM ROZS`HLyM
KO�ENOVyM SYSTbM�M P�IJdMAJdUwIVINY I Z V~TudCH HLOUBEK P�DY A UMOw�UJd TAK
JEJICHUZP�dSTUPN~Nd I OSTATNdM ROSTLIN`M� 4�SOBd P�dZNIV~ NAUPROVZDUuN~Nd
A BIOLOGICKb OwIVENd P�DNdCHUHORIZONT�� 2APOM`HAJd OwIVIT P�DU A ZLEPuIT JEJd

STRUKTURU� 2A ORNb P�D~UJSOU LEGUMINeZY JEDN~MI ZUNEJLEPudCH PROTIEROZNdCH
PLODIN� :dCELETbPOROSTY JETELOVINOTRAVNdCHAJETELOTRAVNdCHSM~SEK P�ISPdVAJdTAKb
KOMEZENdPLEVEL��

.ETELOVINOTRAVNdSM~SIAJETELOTRAVNdSM~SI

.ETELOVINOTRAVNd SM~SI �SM~S TRAV A VYSOCE PRODUK{NdCH JETELOVIN� NAP��

�� &�'�)�� A JETELOTRAVNdSM~SI POSKYTUJd VYuudEKOLOGICKOUAPRODUK{NdSTABILITU
SPOLE{ENSTEVOPROTIMONOKULTUR`M �,l+,�.)27)2)87',.l66-2+�!!��� 8ENTO
VELMI DOB�EZAPOJENyPOROSTJEODOLNyV�{I ZAPLEVELENdAud�ENdCHOROB�
/OMBINACEDRUH�{ELEDI�������� SDRUHYTRAV VYUwdV`EFEKTIVNdHO{ERP`NdVL`HY

A wIVIN Z CELbHO P�DNdHO PROFILU� KDY �������� DdKY SVyM KO�EN�M ODEBdRAJd
VL`HU I wIVINY �P�EDEVudM 4� 'A� 1G� Z HLUBudCH VRSTEV P�D �4)340)7
)8 '6%7;)00 �!!��� 8R`VY {ERPAJd NAOPAK VL`HU A wIVINY� P�EDEVudM 2 A /�
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Z POVRCHOVyCHVRSTEVP�DY �8,31%7�!!���(USdKPOSKYTOVANy LEGUMINeZAMI JE
TEDYIHNEDTRAVAMIP�IJAT ZPOVRCHOVyCHVRSTEVP�DY �0)(+%6()8 78))0)�!!���
:dCELETb LEGUMINeZY� KTERb JSOU SOU{`STd SM~Sd� FIXUJd VdCE VZDUuNbHO DUSdKU
NEw V MONOKULTUR`CH �03-7)%9 )8 %0� ����� '%607732 )8 ,977�(%2)00 �����

2=*)0)6)8 %0� ������8YTOSM~SIMOHOUPOSKYTOVAT VYuud VyNOSY NEwNEJLEPud
MONOKULTURY �,%00-2+)8%0� ����� +-)697)8%0� ����� *-2)8%0� ������
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/O�ENOV`TERMINOLOGIE

8HEOFRASTOS ���� � � � P�� N� L��� w`K %RISTOTELA� UwIL JAKO PRVNd V ROSTLINNb

TERMINOLOGIIUPOJEM KO�EN� %{KOLIV ZA KO�EN �OBR� �� POVAwOVAL
VuECHNYUPODZEMNd {`STI ROSTLINY� DOB�E SI UV~DOMOVAL PODOBNOSTUN~KTERyCH
{`STdUSESTONKY�

:ORGANOGRAFIIJE KO�ENPOPS`NJAKONE{L`NKOVANyUOSOVyORG`N�#%��"(!��*�� ��

CbVNATyCH ROSTLIN� VYVdJEJdCd SEUUSEMEN`{K�NAHOSEMENNyCHUADVOUD~LOwNyCH
ROSTLIN JAKO GEOTROPICKy PROTIPeL PRyTU NEBO UUJEDNOD~LOwNyCH ROSTLIN
A KAPRA|OROST� JAKO PRODUKTUADVENTIVNdCH R�STOVyCH Z`KLAD� V PLETIVECHUPRyTU

�.)2r/ ������ :USOU{ASNb DOB~ SEUPOUwdV` P�EDEVudM OZNA{ENd pKO�ENOVy
SYSTbMn�KTERyMJSOUUNAZyV`NA�BEZOHLEDUNAMORFOGENEZI�N`VAZN`ROZV~TVENd
JEDNb KO�ENOVb OSY� A� Uw PRIM`RNd NEBOUADVENTIVNd �86300 �!��� +63**

)8 /%40%2�!  ��

/O�ENY JSOU V~TuINOUULOwENYPODUPOVRCHEMP�DYUANENESOU LISTY� TdMSEULIud
OD STONK��4OSTRANNdKO�ENYSEUTV`�d PRORAwENdMPARENCHYMOVbK�RYZUHLAVNdHO
KO�ENE�/O�ENYSEALEMOHOUUTV`�ET INAUPRyTECH�ZVL`uT~PAKNAUPODZEMNdCH

STONCdCH � TZV� UADVENTIVNd KO�ENY �z)623,367/x �!���� 8YTO N`HRADNd KO�ENY
SE MOHOU TVO�IT TAKb NAULISTECH� STONCdCH NEBO KDEKOLIV VUMdST~ PORAN~Nd
�/9&q8 )8 %0� �!! � ',1)0r/3:q���!��

4ODZEMNd STONKY SE UUN`S ROZLIuUJd �DLE N~MECKb TERMINOLOGIE� NAUODDENKY
�RHIZOMY�AVyB~wKY�VyMLADKY��3DDENKYJSOUCHARAKTERISTICKbKR`TKyMIP�dR�STKY
A JSOUUZ`SOBNdMIUORG`NY� :yB~wKY JSOU DLOUHb AUTENKb� >AJIu�UJd VEGETATIVNd
ROZMNOwOV`Nd �/0-1)t3:q ������ 6OZPOZN`Nd KO�ENE ODUODDENKU JE MOwNb

PODLEUANATOMICKb STAVBY� /O�ENY NEJSOU {L`NKOVANb AUNEMAJd uUPINY� P�ESTO
NALbZ`ME VLITERATU�EUMNOHONEJASNOSTd�/0-1)t3:q������

/O�ENOVy SYSTbM UTV`�d OBNOVOVACd PUPENY� UKTERb PODPORUJd VEGETATIVNd

REGENERACI� 7CHOPNOST TVORBY T~CHTO PUPEN�UNENd U ROSTLIN P�dLIuU{AST`� 1bN~
NEw �� � ST�EDOEVROPSKyCHUBYLINNyCH DRUH� VYTV`�d TYTO PUPENY AUODNOwUJE
Z NICH �/0-1)t3:q)8/0-1)t������ 2~KTERbDRUHYODNOwUJdB~wN~� JINbPOUZE

POUPORAN~Nd�REGENERATIVNdODNOwOV`Nd��

/O�ENOVbSYSTbMYLZEZUPOHLEDUVEGETATIVNdHOROZMNOwOV`NdUROZD~LITNAN~KOLIK
TYP�� KTERb JSOU SOU{`STdUKLON`LNd DATAB`ZE ROSTLIN '03 � 40% �/0-1)t3:q
)8 () &)003���!��
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3BR��"-�4ODbLNy�EZKO�ENE�--�4�d{Ny�EZKO�ENOVbHO VL`SKU�---�/O�ENOVyVL`SEK
V P�D~�P�EVZATOZ/987',)6%�!����

1ORFOLOGIEKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�

>NALOSTI MORFOLOGIE KO�EN� UMOw�UJd ODHADNOUT ROSTLINNb N`ROKY NA VODU
A wIVINY� SOU{ASN~ VYPOVdDAJd O SCHOPNOSTI ROSTLINY P�IZP�SOBIT SE P�DNdM
PODMdNK`M �1%67',2)6�!!��7=21%2������ 1ORFOLOGIEKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�
ByV` {ASTO CHARAKTERIZOV`NA KO�ENOVyM V~TVENdM� KO�ENOVyMI DbLKAMI�

KO�ENOVyMIVL`SKYAR�STEMKO�ENEDOHLOUBKY�1)2+)0)8%0� ������8ATOPR`CE
SEZAByV`VuEMIT~MITOPARAMETRYSVyJIMKOUKO�ENOVyCHVL`SK��KTERbJSOUZDE
VuAKNEP�dMOZASTOUPENYNODULACd�

1ORFOLOGIEPODZEMNdCHORG`N� JED`NAGENETICKYA Z`ROVE� JEOVLIVN~NAFAKTORY
PROST�EDd� 1EZI TYTO FAKTORY PAT�d DOSTUPNOST SV~TLA �/39/396% )8 %0� ���!��
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TEPLOTA �'%2%()00)8%0� �!!���DOSTUPNOSTVODY�1)66-00)8%0� ����� 7/-22)6
)8 '31%7����� AJEJdPODZEMNdHLADINA�09')63)8%0� �!!!��DOSTUPNOSTwIVIN
V P�D~ �,3;-)732)8%0� ����� 0-)8%0� ����� ',1)0r/3:q)8,).'1%2����&��
P�DNd REAKCE �8=0)6 ����� 136)-6% )8 *%+)6-% ������ HUSTOTA VEGETACE

A VEGETA{NdPOKRYV �,%/0)8 %0� ������ FYZIK`LNdVLASTNOSTIP�DY � P�DNd TEXTURA
�7%0%/3 )8 %0� ����� 2969>>%1%2 ����� 7%(6%7 )8 %0� ������ KO�ENOV`
KONKURENCE �30() :)28)6-2/ )8 +_7);)00 ����� ,%/0 )8 %0� ����%�� P�DNd

MAKRO� A MIKROFAUNA �+3617)2 )8 %0� ����� A DALud� (OKONCE I GEOGRAFICKy
P�VOD ROSTLINY SE PROJEVUJE VE STAVB~ KO�ENOVbHO SYSTbMU �430317/-
)8 /9,2 �!! ��1ORFOLOGIEKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM� JE TAKbU{ENA DRUHEMROSTLINY�

wIVOTNdFORMOU �6%92/-%)6 �!���AwIVOTNdSTRATEGId �+6-1) ������

1EZI KO�ENOVyMI SYSTbMYAP�DOUDOCH`ZdKEVZ`JEMNbINTERAKCI� KO�ENYJSOU
OVLIV�OV`NYVLASTNOSTMIP�DYAP�DA JENAOPAK OVLIV�OV`NA KO�ENY �+6)+36=

������

(ISERTA{Nd PR`CE SE D`LE ZAM~�UJE NA VLIV TAXONOMICKb P�dSLUuNOSTI A wIVOTNd
FORMY DRUHU �6%92/-%)6 �!���� VLIV DOSTUPNOSTI wIVIN� P�DNd REAKCE A P�DNd
TEXTURY�

/O�ENOV`PLASTICITA

:ySLEDN`STAVBAKO�ENOVbHOSYSTbMU JEODEZVOUNAPODMdNKYPROST�EDd�: TbTO
SOUVISLOSTI SE ZAV`Dd POJEM KO�ENOV` PLASTICITA� JAKO SCHOPNOST GENOTYPU

REAGOVATVR�ZNbMPROST�EDdUTV`�ENdMODLIuNyCHFENOTYP��&6-++7)8 ;%08)67

�!!�� ,3(+) ����� t1-0%9)63:q )8 t1-0%9)6 ������ 4LASTICITA U POMALU
ROSTOUCdCH ROSTLIN JE V~Tud NEw U RYCHLE ROSTOUCdCH� 9 JEDNOLETyCH ROSTLIN M�wE

DOKONCE DOCH`ZET K LOK`LNd ADAPTACI �+%003;%= )8 *)278)6 ������ 4LASTICITA
HRAJED�LEwITOUROLIVREAKCIKO�EN�NAP�DNdHETEROGENITU�P�EDEVudMZHLEDISKA
wIVIN�

.EDNOTLIVb ZNAKY KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� SE LIud V Md�E SVb PLASTICITY� :~TVENd
REAGUJEVdCENAPODMdNKYPROST�EDdA JE VPOROVN`NdS PR�M~REMKO�ENOVbHO
KR{KUVdCEPLASTICKb �',1)0r/3:q )8,).'1%2 ����%��8AKbHLOUBKAKO�EN~NdJE
V ODLIuNyCHPROST�EDdCHOVLIVN~NADOR�ZNbMdRYPROST�EDdMAGENETIKOU�,3(+)

������ 1dRA PLASTICITY A D~DI{NOSTI SE DRUHOV~ LIu d �*36() )8 036)2>3 ������
NAP�� TR`VY REAGUJd NA NEDOSTATEK VODY PODSTATN~ RYCHLEJI �N`R�STEM KO�ENOVb
BIOMASY�NEw LEGUMINeZY�7/-22)6)8'31%7������
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zELE| ��������� JE ZN`M`USVyM SYMBIOTICKyM VZTAHEM SUBAKTERIEMI RODU
���,#��(! S� L�� KTERb JSOUSCHOPNYPOUTAT 2��COw JEUUTbTO{ELEDI VyZNAMNOU

KONKUREN{NdVyHODOUVUPROST�EDdSUNEDOSTATKEM23�
� A2,�

� �,3273:q)8%0�
����� .%'/732)8%0� ��� �� &IOLOGICK`FIXACEDUSdKUJEENERGETICKYUN`RO{Ny D~J
A JE SPECIFICK` POUZE PROUUR{ITy hZKy OKRUH ORGANISM�� UUKTERyCH JE P�dTOMNy
ENZYMOVyKOMPLEX NITROGEN`ZA�

1NOwSTVdLEGUMINeZAMIFIXOVANbHODUSdKUDOSAHUJEB~wN~HODNOT���Aw ���KG
2 HA�� ROK��� 2AP�� DRUH �� &�'�)� JE SCHOPNy FIXOVAT Aw ��� KG 2 HA�� ROK���
�� $%�'�"&� ���KG 2 HA�� ROK�� VZ`VISLOSTINAFAKTORECHPROST�EDd�>%,6%2�!!!�

'%607732 )8 ,977�(%2)00 ������ :yNOS PLODIN V OSEVNdM POSTUPU
PO LEGUMINeZ`CH JEPOROVNATELNyS APLIKACd MINER`LNdHO2HNOJIVAO D`VCE �� �
 �KG 2HA�� �4)340)7)8 %0� �!!��� &AKTERId RODU ���,#��(! S� L�SEDNESUwdV`

TAKb K INOKULACI P�DY NEBO SEMEN ROSTLIN {ELEDI ��������� 3{KOV`NdM OSIVA
LEGUMINeZ LZEZVyuIT VyNOSPLODIN MINIM`LN~O� � VZ`VISLOSTINAPODMdNK`CH
PROST�EDd�2}1)'�! ���

2ODULACE AJEJdPR�B~H

2ODULACE JE PODOBN~ JAKO KO�ENOVyUSYSTbM OVLIVN~NA PODMdNKAMI PROST�EDd
�>%,6%2 �!!!�� ROSTLINOU �JEJdMI CHEMICKyMI� FYZIK`LNdMI AUGENETICKyMI

VLASTNOSTMI� AUP�dTOMNOSTd BAKTERId V P�D~ �;-00)17������ ,LdZKOVITb BAKTERIE
JSOU SOU{ S̀Td MIKROBI`LNdHO SPOLE{ENSTVA VUP�D~� :OLN~ wIJdCd BAKTERIE
UP�EDNOST�UJdSAPROTROFICKyZP�SOBUwIVOTA�P�I{EMwV~TuINOUDUSdKNEFIXUJd�+%()

������

/O�ENYROSTLIN {ELEDI�������� VYLU{UJdDOP�DY FLAVONOIDY�NAP�� LUTEOLIN�BETAINY
NEBOUKYSELINU ALDONOVOU �&)+91 )8 %0� ������ :UNdZKyCH KONCENTRACdCH TYTO
L`TKY P�SOBd JAKOUSIGN`L PRO CHEMOTAXIUBAKTERIE� :EUVYuudCH KONCENTRACdCH

P�IUPOVRCHU KO�ENE SPOUuTd EXPRESI PLAZMIDOVyCH NOD�GEN� PROUTVORBU
LIPOCHITOOLIGO�SACHARIDOVyCH MOLEKUL TZV� NOD�FAKTOR� �'%83-6% )8 %0� ������
6OSTLINY PRODUKUJd DRUHOV~ SPECIFICKOU SM~S FLAVONOID�� KTER` UMOw�UJE P�IJETd

TOHOTO SIGN`LUUVHODNyM DRUHEMUBAKTERIE �783',1%0 )8 30)7>)/ ������
&AKTERIENAUN~REAGUJEAINFIKUJE SEDOUKO�ENEKO�ENOVyMIVL`SKY �1^00)63:q

������6OSTLINA Z`ROVE� UTV`�dNAPOVRCHUSVyCHKO�ENOVyCHVL`SK�LEKTINY�KTERb
USNAD�UJdPR�NIKUBAKTERIEDOUVL`SKU�4%62-7/) ������
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,LdZKY

1dSTO VZNIKU HLdZEK SEUNACH`Zd V~TuINOU ZAUKO�ENOVOU uPI{KOU �/987',)6%
)8 0-',8)2)++)6 ������ :~TuINA HLdZEK SEUNACH`Zd NA TENKyCH LATER`LNdCH
KO�ENECH� KTERbJSOUN`CHYLN~Jud K INFEKCIUBAKTERIEMI�'%43)2)8%0� ������

0EGUMINeZY UTV`�EJd HLdZKY DVOJdHO TYPU DETERMINOVANb A NEDETERMINOVANb
�3BR� ���4�dKLADEM LEGUMINeZYSDETERMINOVANyMIUHLdZKAMIJEU#'(&���$#"��(&�
2EDETERMINOVANb HLdZKY NALbZ`ME UUJINb MODELOVb LEGUMINeZY �������#

'%("��'( � �30(63=()8%0� ������9NEDETERMINOVANyCHUHLdZEKDOCH`ZdKUD~LENd
VAPIK`LNd{`STI� VUBAZ`LNd{`STIDOCH`ZdKEUST`RNUTdAODUMdR`Nd �49443)8%0�
������3PROTI TOMUDETERMINOVANbHLdZKYUSEVYVdJd JAKOUCELEK �+32>%0)>�6->>3

)8 %0� ���!�� (ETERMINOVANb HLdZKY SE ZAKL`DAJd VE VN~JudCH VRSTV`CH PRIM`RNd
K�RY� 1ERISTbMHLdZEK TOHOTO TYPUSEUBRZYDIFERENCUJEAUP�EST`V`SEUD~LIT� COw
VEDEK JEJICHMALbVELIKOSTIAKULOVITbMUUTVARU�(-39*)8%0� ������

3BR��"A�(ETERMINOVAN`AB�NEDETERMINOVAN`HLdZKA�49443)8%0� ������

8VARHLdZEKJE OVLIVN~NP�EDEVudMTAXONOMIdROSTLINYASYMBIOTICKyMIBAKTERIEMI�
'36&= ��!  � POUKAZUJE NA VLIV TRIBOVbUP�dSLUuNOST ROSTLINY� >%,6%2 ��!! �
A 6).-0-)8%0� ������ NAJEJICHDRUHOVOUSPECIFI{NOST�,LdZKYMOHOUByTNAP�dKLAD
KULATb�ZPLOuT~Lb�POLOKULOVITb�PODLOUHLb�KOR`LOVITbNEBOV~TVENb�'36&=�!���

1^00)63:q �!� �� (OKONCE I SAMOTNb ZDU�ENd KO�ENE U LEGUMINeZ LZE
POVAwOVATZA HLdZKU �746)28)8%0� ������

-� .�
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,LdZKYMOHOUDOS`HNOUTAwOSMIN`SOBKUPR�M~RUKO�ENU�1OHOUZ�STATZCELA
NEV~TVENbNEBOSEIMNOHON`SOBN~V~TVIT�/987',)6%)80-',8)2)++)6������
,LdZKY N~KTERyCHDRUH�ROSTLINMOHOU DOKONCEP�EZIMOVAT�COwSEPROJEVUJE JEJICH
ZhwENdM �4%8)�!� %��

9 NEDETERMINOVANyCH HLdZEK DOCH`Zd KUPOSTUPNb ZM~N~ BARVY B~HEM
VEGETA{NdHOUOBDOBd� 1LADb HLdZKY JSOU BdLb AUDROBNb� STARud MAJd NAR�wOV~LOU
BARVU �OBSAHUJd LEGHEMOGLOBIN A BAKTEROIDY�� COw VYPOVdD` OUAKTIVNd FIXACI

DUSdKU �49443)8 %0� ������7T`RNUTdHLdZEKPROBdH`OD KO�ENE �ODB`ZEHLdZKY
K JEJdMU VRCHOLU�� KDY DOCH`Zd K ROZKLADU LEGHEMOGLOBINU A HLdZKA ZdSK`V`
NAZELENALOUBARVU�7T`RNOUCdAODUMdRAJdCd HLdZKYJSOUUPAKHN~Db�4%8)�!� &��

:ELIKOST HLdZEK SE M~Nd V PR�B~HU VEGETA{Nd F`ZE ROSTLINY� HLdZKY SE VYVdJd
DO Tb DOBY�KDYSEZA{dNAJdVYVdJETSEMENA�

1YKORHIZA

9ROSTLIN{ELEDI�������� LZETAKbVYSLEDOVAT ENDOTROFNd VEZIKUL`RNd�ARBUSKUL`RNd
MYKORHIZU� ,OUBY �`DU � #!� �& �T�dDA �+�#!+��'�&� MOHOU REAGOVAT
NA P�dTOMNOSTHLdZEK�637)2(%,0)8(3((�!!�� 4%7>/3;7/-������1YKORRHIZNd

HOUBYNEFIXUJdATMOSFbRICKyDUSdK�ALE DdKY FOSFORUPOSKYTUJdCd ROSTLIN~PODPORUJd
AKTIVITUNITROGEN`ZY�4944-�! �� 6%&-))8%0�,91-%2=������9ROSTLINJE MOwNb
NAJdTIVELMISLOwITySYMBIOTICKyVZTAHNAP��ROSTLINA� ���,#��(! � HOUBA�:TOMTO
VZTAHU JSOU OBSAwENY DVA MUTUALISTICKb VZTAHY� KTERb SE VZ`JEMN~ DOPL�UJd

�(-39* )8 %0� ������ 1YKORHIZA PROSPdV` ROSTLIN`M HLAVN~ PROST�EDNICTVdM
FOSFORU� ALE I DUSdKU� DRASLdKU� A ZINKU �%00)2 )8 %00)2 �! �� 71-8, )8 6)%(

�!!��� 1YKORHIZA NEBYLA OBJEKTEM VyZKUM TbTO PR`CE A JEJd P�dTOMNOST NEBYLA

NIJAKZOHLEDN~NA�
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(RUH�� &�'�)� JEHEMIKRYPTOFYTPOCH`ZEJdCd ZEST�EDNd %SIE �/987',)6% �!����
.EDN`SEOJEDNUZESV~TOV~NEJVyZNAMN~JudCHUPdCNIN�1`VYSOKOUKRMIV`�SKOU
HODNOTUAVYSOKyOBSAHUPROTEIN��70%:r/ �!!���

)KOLOGIEDRUHU

(RUH�� &�'�)� JE P~STOV`N JAKO PdCNINA� KTER` {ASTO ZPLA�UJE� td�d SE DOUP��

VODNdCH SPOLE{ENSTEV� ALE DIVERSITU NESNIwUJE �10r/3:7/x )8 78x&03 ������
2AJDEME JEJ NA OKRAJdCH CEST AUN`SPECH� 7 OBLIBOU ROSTE NAUSUuudCH� ZVL`uT~
RUDERALIZOVANyCH LOUK`CH� OKRAJdCH POLd� RUMIuTdCH APOD� 6OSTEUSPduE

NA VyH�EVNyCH�PROVZDUuN~NyCH�wIVINAMIUBOHATyCHP�D`CH� JEJICHwP, JE{ASTO
NEUTR`LNd�N~KDYDOKONCEMdRN~KYSELb{IMdRN~UZ`SADITb �4)8)67 )8%0� ������
(OB�EODOL`V`SUCHUAJEV`PNOMILN`�:30*�!  ��

:YSKYTUJE SE PO CELbM hZEMd OD NdwIN DOUPODH��d� VEUSPOLE{ENSTVECH SVAZ�
	�(�# � �� � #'�#"� +gRS �!��� �#")# )( # � ��%#$+%�#"� +gRS �!��� �%#!�#"�

�%��'� /OCH �!�� A �%%��"�'��%�#"� /OCH �!�� �136%:)'�!!�� 70%:r/ �!!���
(dKYSVbMUUKONTINENT`LNdMU P�VODUAUHLUBOKOSAHAJdCdMKO�EN�MJE TENTODRUH

ODOLNyV�{IMRAZUAUSUCHU �/987',)6%�!��� )00)2&)6+)8%0� �!!��� vIVOTNd
STRATEGIE �� &�'�)� �&�"&(� +6-1) ����� JE KONKUREN{Nd STRATbG �/038> )8 %0�
������P�ESN~JI'�'76�,3(+732)8%0� �!!!��

3BR��"2ADZEMNdA PODZEMNd{`ST DRUHU �� &�'�)� �',1)0r/3:q���!��
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/O�ENOVySYSTbM

1LADb ROSTLINY MAJd BOHAT~ V~TVENy
KO�ENOVy SYSTbM Aw DOU�� �`DU� STARud
ROSTLINY JSOU OPROTI NIM CHARAKTERISTICKb

SVyM K�LOVyMUKO�ENEM SM~�UJdCd KOLMO
DOL��',1)0r/3:q���!� /987',)6%)8%0�
���!��9V`DdSE�wEJEUKO�ENSCHOPENR�ST

Aw DO HLOUBKY N~KOLIKA METR� �*6%2/3;�
0-2(&)6+ )8 (%,0-2 ������ 8ENTOUSILNy
KO�EN SE V~TuINOU TbM~� NEV~TVd�

P�I POVRCHU UTV`�d JEN M`LOUKRATudCH
POSTRANNdCH KO�EN� �/987',)6% �!����
:E V~TudCH HLOUBK`CH JE VdCE {LEN~N AUJE
SCHOPENUTV`�ETISILN~Jud POSTRANNd KO�ENY

�,%/0 )8 %0� ����%�� /O�EN M`UBARVU
SV~TLE wLUTOHN~DOU AwUTMAV~ HN~DOU
�/987',)6% �!��� ',1)0r/3:q ���!��

3BVOD KO�ENE VUNEJuIRudCH MdSTECH
�N~KOLIK CM POD ZEMd� {INd Aw N~KOLIK
CENTIMETR� �',1)0r/3:q ���!�� %{KOLIV
ROSTLINA UP�EDNOST�UJE DOSTATEK VZDUCHU

VUP�D~� KO�ENY DOR�STAJd DOUVELKyCH
HLOUBEK I V P�D`CH S NdZKyM OBSAHEM
KYSLdKU �/987',)6% )8 %0� ���!��

',1)0r/3:q)8 %0� 79&1-88)(%��

,LdZKY

,LdZKY SE OBVYKLE UTV`�d NAUJEMNyCH
KO�ENECH� COw VYSV~TLUJE ABSENCI HLdZEK
U STARudCH ROSTLIN� 9UMLADudCH ROSTLIN
SE UTV`�d NA KO�ENECH �� A �� �`DU

�',1)0r/3:q ���!�� .EJICH TVARUByV`
KULATy� V`LCOVITy IUV~TVENy �1%6< ������
:`LCOVITb HLdZKY DOSAHUJd NEJ{AST~JI

ROZM~R� � X � MM� KULATb AwU� MM
A V~TVENbAw� X � MM�

3BR��"/O�ENOVySYSTbM�� &�'�)�
�',1)0r/3:q���!��

3BR��",LdZKA�� &�'�)��
�',1)0r/3:q���!��
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8ENTO DRUH POCH`Zd ZU)VROPY A VyCHODNd %SIE �/987',)6%�!���� �� �%)�"&��

ZN`My Tbw JAKO JETELUZAJE{d� SE POUwdV`U{ASTO V LIDOVbM Lb{ITELSTVd �%-',)0)
)8 +308)�&)',80)������.EDN`SEOJEDNOLETyAwDVOULETyTEROFYT�638,1%0)6

)8%0� ����� /0)=)6)8%0� ��� ��

)KOLOGIEDRUHU

�%��# �(!� �%)�"&� ROSTE NAUSUCHyCH SLUNNyCH STANOVIuTdCH� :YSKYTUJE SE

P�EV`wN~ NAUCHUDyCH NEV`PNITyCH� KYSELyCH� M~LKyCH DOB�E PROVZDUuN~NyCH
P�D`CH S ROZVOLN~NOU VEGETACd �70%:r/ �!!�� 7',%9)6 ������ 8ENTO DRUHULZE
OZNA{ITINDIK`TOREMKYSELyCHP�D�

2ALEZNEME HO OD NdwIN DOUNIwudCH POLOH SUBMONT`NNdHOUSTUPN~� NA CELbM
hZEMdz6ROZTROUuEN~AwUHOJN~�VOREOFYTIKUVZ`CN~�.EUDIAGNOSTICKyMUDRUHEM
SVAZU � �"'���"� � ��&'(��#"� #)�"�� 4ASSARGE �!�� �136%:)' �!!��� {ASTO
P�ESAHUJdCdDODALudCHSPOLE{ENSTEVT�dDY���# � �� �%�"'��'�� &R� � &L��!��EM�

1ORAVEC�!���70%:r/�!!���vIVOTNdSTRATEGIE�� �%)�"&� �&�"&(�+6-1)�����JE
STRESTOLERANTNd6�STRATbG�P�ESN~JI6�76�,3(+732)8%0� �!!!��

3BR��"4ODZEMNdINADZEMNd{`ST�� �%)�"&� �',1)0r/3:q ���!��
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/O�ENOVySYSTbM

8ENTO DRUH M` V~TVENb KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY� UUKTERyCH JE MOwNbUVE V~TuIN~
P�dPAD� VYSLEDOVATUHLAVNd KO�EN �',1)0r/3:q ���!�� ,LAVNd KO�EN SM~�UJE
KOLMODOL�{I SEPLAZdT~SN~PODPOVRCHEMP�DY�NEJVyuEVuAKDOUHLOUBKY�� CM

�*-88)6 )8 4)%8 �!!�� ',1)0r/3:q ���!�� A{KOLIV /987',)6% ��!���
ZAZNAMENALA KO�ENYAwDOHLOUBKY�� CM�4R�M~RKO�ENOVbHOUKR{KUUDOSAHUJE
MAXIM`LN~ � MM� /O�ENY SE V~TVd DO �� �`DU� VZ`CN~UDO �� �`DU� &ARVA

KO�ENOVbHOSYSTbMU JE BLEDAV~HN~D`�/O�ENYVYuudCH �`D� JSOU {ASTO TMAVud
NEwUHLAVNdKO�EN�

,LdZKY

,LdZKYUSEUUUTOHOTO DRUHU NACH`Zd
NA KO�ENECH��A�� �`DU�N~KDYDOKONCE

I NA HLAVNdM KO�ENI �',1)0r/3:q

)8 ,).'1%2 ����B�� .EJICH TVARUJE
V~TuINOU V`LCOVITy� N~KDYUKULATy�
VyJIME{N~ LZEPOZOROVAT IUHLdZKYPRSTOVIT~

V~TVENb� ,LdZKYUOBVYKLE DOSAHUJd JEN
MALyCHUROZM~R� � � � � MM �',1)0r/3:q

���!��

3BR��"/O�ENOVySYSTbM�� �%)�"& � �',1)0r/3:q���!��

3BR� ",LdZKY�� �%)�"& ��
�',1)0r/3:q���!��
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8ENTO HEMIKRYPTOFYT S NA{ERVENALOU POLbHAVOUUNEBO {AST~JIUVYSTOUPAVOU

LODYHOU� KTER` SE BOHAT~ V~TVd� JE P�VODEM ZU)VROPY A Z`PADNdU%SIE �*-88)6
)8 4)%8 �!!��� .EDN` SE OUPdCNIN`�SKOU ROSTLINU� :yZKUMY UKAZUJd� wEUJE
VE SROVN`Nd SU�� $%�'�"&� ODOLN~Jud PROTIUPOuKOZENd PODZEMdCH {`STd T~wKOU

MECHANIZACd� A wE JEUMIMO�`DN~ REZISTENTNd PROTI VIROVyM CHOROB`M �70%:r/
�!!���

)KOLOGIEDRUHU

�%��# �(!� !���(! JE EKOTONNd �EKOTON`LNd� DRUH� ROSTE NAUOKRAJdCH LES��
K�OVINATyCH IUTRAVNATyCH STR`Nd� NAULOUK`CH A PASTVIN`CH� 2ALEZNEME HO

NAUMdRN~SUCHyCHAwU{ERSTV~VLHKyCH�KYPRyCHAU{`STE{N~ZASTdN~NyCHMdSTECH�
A TO JAKNAUKYSELyCH� TAK I NAUALKALICKyCH SUBSTR`TECH �)00)2&)6+)8%0� �!!��
%-',)0))8 +308)�&)',80)������

8ENTO DRUH JE U N`S ROZud�EN HOJN~UODUNIwudCH PAHORKATIN DOUHOR� OPTIMUM

VySKYTUJEVUMEZOFYTIKUAVUP�ILEHLyCHhZEMdCHTERMOFYTIKAAUOREOFYTIKA�VZ`CN~
CHYBd V TEPLEJudCH AUSUuudCH OBLASTECH A VUHOR`CH NAD  �� M� N� M� �70%:r/
�!!���.EDIAGNOSTICKyMDRUHEMSVAZU�%��# �#"�!���� 8H��1_00)6�!����{ASTy

JETbwVEUSPOLE{ENSTVECHU�`DU�%("�'� ���8iXEN �!���136%:)'�!!���vIVOTNd
STRATEGIE�� !���(! �&�"&(�+6-1)�����JESTRESTOLERANTNdUKONKUREN{NdSTRATbG�
P�ESN~JI7'�'76�,3(+732)8%0� �!!!��

3BR�!"4ODZEMNdINADZEMNd{`ST�� !���(! �',1)0r/3:q ���!��
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/O�ENOVy SYSTbM

�%��# �(! !���(! UTV`�dROZS`HLyKO�ENOVySYSTbMSUM~LKyMIPLAZIVyMIODDENKY
�*-88)6)84)%8�!!�� /0-1)t3:q)8()&)003���!��1IMOODDENK�UTV`�dTENTO
DRUH TAKb HLAVNd K�LOVyUKO�EN� 2EJV~TudHO PR�M~RUUKO�ENE DOSAHUJEUROSTLINA

VUHLOUBCEN~KOLIKACENTIMETR�PODUPOVRCHEMP�DY�/O�ENYSEV~TVdMAXIM`LN~
DO�� �`DU�&ARVASILN~JudCHKO�EN� JEUwLUTOHN~D`�N~KTERbKO�ENY�� �`DUMOHOU
ByT SV~TLbAwBdLb�KO�ENYUVYuudCH�`DUMOHOUByTUTMAVud�',1)0r/3:q���!��

,LdZKY

,LdZKY UUTOHOTO DRUHU PREFERUJd� STEJN~

JAKO U V~TuINY OSTATNdCHUDRUH�� JEMNb
KO�ENY �� A �� �`D�� (RUH �� !���(!

UTV`�d PODOBN~ JAKOUVuECHNY ROSTLINY

DRUHY RODU �%��# �(! SPP� P�EDEVudM
V`LCOVITb HLdZKY� LZE VuAK NALbZT IUHLdZKY
KULATbHO� KYJOVITbHO AUVZ`CN~ V~TVENbHO
TVARU �',1)0r/3:q )8 ,).'1%2 ������

.EJICH ROZM~RYUSEUPOHYBUJd MEZI
� X � MM Aw � X � MM �',1)0r/3:q

���!��

3BR���"/O�ENOVySYSTbM�� !���(! �',1)0r/3:q���!��

3BR���",LdZKA�� !���(!
�',1)0r/3:q ���!��



0ITER`RNdREuERuE

� 

����������������� !��	61?18	8@T:H

8ENTOHEMIKRYPTOFYTJEDVOULET`AwUVdCELET`BYLINASU{ETNyMILODYHAMIP�VODEM

ZU)VROPY AUP�ILEHLyCH {`STd %SIE A %FRIKY �70%:r/�!!��� .E D�LEwITOU PdCNINOU
BOHATOU NAUBdLKOVINY �%-',)0) )8 +308)�&)',80) ������ (RUH �� $%�'�"&� JE
P~STOV`N TAKb JAKO ALTERNATIVNd DRUH NAUMdSTECH NEVHODNyCH PROU�� &�'�)��

> D�VODU ZACHOV`Nd VyNOSU IUV DALudM ROCE JE {AST~JI P~STOV`N VEUSM~SK`CH
NEw VUMONOKULTU�E�,%00-2+)8%0� ������

)KOLOGIEDRUHU

�%��# �(!� $%�'�"&� JE DRUH SUCHyCH AwUMdRN~ VLHKyCH LUK� {ASTO JE P~STOV`N

NA POLdCH VUJETELOTRAVNdCH SM~SK C̀H� 6OSTE NA PASTVIN`CH A NAUOKRAJdCH CEST�
V OBLIB~M`VywIVNb HLUBOKbP�DY �%-',)0))8+308)�&)',80)����� 7',%9)6
������

2A NAuEM hZEMd HO NALEZNEME NEJEN NAUMEZOFILNdCH LOUK`CH NdwIN� ALE
I V OBLASTECHUPODHORSKbHO STUPN~ �VZ`CN~ I NA HOR`CH�� .E DIAGNOSTICKyM
DRUHEM SVAZU �%%��"�'��%�#" /OCH �!�� �136%:)'�!!��� 3PROTI �� &�'�)� JE
MbN~ ODOLNyUV�{I SUCHU AUMRAZU� NA DRUHOU STRANUUJE VuAK ODOLN~Jud V�{I

ZAMOK�ENd�/987',)6%�!����vIVOTNdSTRATEGIE�� $%�'�"&� �&�"&(�+6-1)�����
JE KONKUREN{NdSTRATbG�/038>)8%0� ������P�ESN~JI'76�,3(+732)8%0� �!!!��

3BR���"4ODZEMNdINADZEMNd{`ST�� $%�'�"&� �',1)0r/3:q ���!��
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/O�ENOVySYSTbM

6OSTLINY TOHOTO DRUHU MAJd KO�ENOVy SYSTbM SEUZ�ETELNyM HLAVNdM KO�ENEM�
KTERySEUBOHAT~V~TVdAwUDO�� �`DU �/987',)6%�!����0ATER`LNd KO�ENYByVAJd
{ASTO VELMIUDLOUHb� Aw DOUVZD`LENOSTI �� CM OD ROSTLINY �',1)0r/3:q ���!��

7TARud ROSTLINY MOHOU VUKO�ENOVbM KR{KU DOSAHOVAT AwUN~KOLIKA CM� 3PROTI
�� &�'�)� KO�ENYUNEDOSAHUJdTAKOVyCHHLOUBEK�/987',)6%�!����&ARVAKO�ENE
JE SV~TLE HN~D` �N~KDY LEHCE NAR�wOV~Lb�� wLUTAV` AwUB~LAV`� 4OUDISTURBANCI

�NALOMENd LODYHY� BYLA ZJIuT~NA SCHOPNOST UTV`�ENd ADVENTIVNdCH KO�EN�
NAULODYZE�',1)0r/3:q���!��

,LdZKY

8ENTO DRUH UTV`�dUVELKb MNOwSTVd HLdZEK

NEZ`VISLE NAUSTANOVIuTI �',1)0r/3:q

)8 %0� 79&1-88)( &�� .EMNb LATER`LNd
KO�ENY KUNODULACI P�dMO VYBdZEJd� .AKO
DRUH RODU �%��# �(!� SPP� NESE NAUSVyCH

KO�ENECH HLdZKY TVARU V`LCOVITbHO� N~KDY
I KULATbHO AUKYJOVITbHO TVARU� 6OZM~RY
HLdZEK DOSAHUJd V~TuINOU � X � MM

Aw � X � MM�

3BR���"/O�ENOVySYSTbM�� $%�'�"&� �',1)0r/3:q���!��

3BR���",LdZKY�� $%�'�"&�
�',1)0r/3:q ���!��
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&�)# ���&	�����

/O�ENY JEDNOLETyCHA VdCELETyCH ROSTLINSE LIu d SVOJI STAVBOUAVELIKOSTd �*-88)6
)8 %0� �!  � +6377)8%0� �!!�� 6391)8)8%0� ��� ��:dCELETb ROSTLINYUUTV`�EJd
VdCE V~TVENy KO�ENOVy SYSTbM SUV~TudM PR�M~REM� (ICHOTOMICKY V~TVENb
KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY JSOUUTYPICKb PRO JEDNOLETb ROSTLINY �+6377 )8 %0� �!!���

:~TVENdOVLIV�UJESTRATEGIIP�dJMUwIVIN�6391)8)8%0� ������

1NOHO ROSTLIN M` NEZ`VISLE NAUJEJICH P�dSLUuNOSTI K TAXONOMICKbMU SYSTbMU
VUHRUByCH RYSECH PODOBNy VZHLED �*-7',)6 ������ TENTO VZHLED ODPOVdD`

wIVOTNdM FORM`M DLE 6%92/-%)6% ��!���� {ASTO JSOU TYTOUFORMY VZHLEDU
BEZUZOHLEDN~Nd MdRY EKOLOGICKbHOUP�IZP�SOBENd OZNA{OV`NY JAKO FORMY R�STU
�*-7',)6������

/LASIFIKACE wIVOTNdCH FOREM DLE 6%92/-%)6% ��!��� VYCH`Zd ZUPOZICE� VE KTERb
ROSTLINA VYTV`�d AUZACHOV`V` OBNOVOVACd PUPENY B~HEMUNEP�dZNIVbHO OBDOBd
�/3:q�������8ATO KLASIFIKACEBYLAUVdCEKR`TP�EPRACOV`NA AUZJEMN~NA ADNES
JE MOwNb VuECHNY VYuud ROSTLINY ZA�ADIT DOUDEVdTI HLAVNdCH SKUPIN� 8YTO HLAVNd

SKUPINY LZE JEuT~ D`LE {LENIT AUSPECIFIKOVAT �1_00)6�(31&3-7 )8 )00)2&)6+
�!���� ABY SEUZD�RAZNILA MORFOLOGICK` P�IZP�SOBENd NAUZVL`uTNd PODMdNKY
�*-7',)6������ 1EZIHLAVNdwIVOTNdUFORMY�KTERb JSOUZASTOUPENYVUP�EDLOwENb

PR`CI� PAT�dFANEROFYTY� UHEMIKRYPTOFYTY� UCHAMAEFYTYA TEROFYTY�(ALudMIFORMAMI
JSOUGEOFYTY� LI`NYAUEPIFYTY�PARAZITbAUHYDROFYTY�*-7',)6����� /2):)0)8 %0�
������

,EMIKRYPTOFYTY UKRyVAJd SVbUOBNOVOVACd PUPENY P�IUPOVRCHU P�DY AUJSOU
CHR`N~NY VRSTVOU OPADANKY� 8EROFYTY SE RYCHLE VYVdJd NAUPO{`TKU VEGETA{NdHO
OBDOBd AUTVO�d VUKR`TKb DOB~ MNOHO ODOLNyCH SEMEN� NA{Ew ROSTLINA SAMA
ODUM�E�'HAMAEFYTYUTV`�d ZD�EVNAT~Lb STONKY AUV~TVE�NAUKTERyCHSEUNACH`Zd

ORG`NYPRO P�E{K`NdNEP�dZNIVyCHOBDOBd�DOSAHUJdUNEJVyuE�� CMNADUZEMSKy
POVRCH �NdZKbKE�E��3BNOVOVACdORG`NY FANEROFYT� SENACH`ZdVdCEUNEw�� CM
NADUZEMdNAZD�EVNAT~LyCHAUDLOUHOV~KyCHV~TVdCHNESOUCdCHPUPENY�
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(OSTUPNOSTwIVIN JESLOwITbP�ESN~DEFINOVATA JEuT~SLOwIT~Jud JEDOSTUPNbwIVINY

P�ESN~ UR{IT� (OSTUPNOST wIVIN JE TOTIw Z`VISL` NA MNOHA FAKTORECH� KTERb NENd
MOwNb P�EDEM UR{IT� 4�dKLADEM JE R�ST KO�ENE� VLHKOST P�DY A {INNOST
MIKROORGANISM� �1)2+)0 )8 %0� ������ 4�dJEM wIVIN JE REGULOV`N R�STEM

A METABOLISMEM ROSTLINYAKONCENTRACdwIVINV P�D~ �%1&)6+)6�! ���6OSTLINA
M` SCHOPNOSTZVyuIT P�dJEM wIVIN TdM� wE SVyMI KO�ENY PRODUKUJE DO PROST�EDd
EXUD`TY� 8YTO EXUD`TY SPOLU S ODUM�ELyMI VL`SKY A SLIZEM PODPORUJd AKTIVITU
MIKROORGANISM��KTERbNAOPL`TKUPODPORUJdDOSTUPNOSTwIVIN�1%67',2)6�!!���

6OSTLINY JSOUNADOSTUPNOSTI wIVIN V P�D~wIVOTN~Z`VISLb� .AKUD`V`7PRENGEL�
0IEBIG�VZ`KONMINIMA�0-)&-+� ��� 0-)&-+� ��� 403)+)8%0� �!!!�JEPROR�ST
ROSTLIN LIMITUJdCd PR`V~ TENPRVEK�KTERy JEV MINIMU� 2`ROKY ROSTLINNA JEDNOTLIVb

wIVINY JSOU TAK OVLIVN~NY DOSTUPNOSTd OSTATNdCH wIVIN �86932+8 )8 &6-< ���!��
:E V~TuIN~ROSTLINNyCHSPOLE{ENSTEV SEJEDN`ODUSdK�FOSFOR ADRASLdK� :Z`JEMNy
POM~R DOSTUPNOSTI JEDNOTLIVyCH wIVIN V P�D~ HRAJE D�LEwITOU ROLI� 8AKb M�wE

DOCH`ZET I K LIMITACI DVOU wIVIN SOU{ASN~ �+_7);)00 ����� /2)',8
)8 +^6%27732 ����� %+6)2 )8 %0� ������ 2`ROKY ROSTLIN NA wIVINY JSOU
U JEDNOTLIVyCHDRUH�ROSTLINZNA{N~ROZDdLNb�

:~TuINASTUDIdJEZAM~�ENAP�EDEVudMNA DOSTUPNOSTT�d Z`KLADNdCH wIVINY � 24/�

2~KOLIK PRACd VuAK POUKAZUJE NA VyZNAMNy VLIV I JINyCH wIVIN �I NA KO�ENOVb
SYSTbMY�� JAKO NAP�dKLAD NA SdRU �&37;)00 )8 %0� ����� 73977%2% )8 8%00)'
���!�� (USdK� FOSFOR A DRASLdK MAJd Z`SADNd VyZNAM PRO R�ST ROSTLIN� 7TUDIUM

ADAPTACE ROSTLIN NA R�ZNOU DOSTUPNOST T~CHTO wIVIN JE TEDY VELMI AKTU`LNdM
TbMATEM� 4�EV`wN` { S̀T PRACd SE VuAK ZAM~�UJE P�EDEVudM NA VLIV NA VyNOS
NADZEMNdCH{`STdROSTLIN �,).'1%2)8%0� ����� ATOHLAVN~ ZEM~D~LSKyCHPLODIN

�,)26=)8',-2)(9����� ->7%/-����� /91%6)8&3,6%����� 7%88%6-)8 %0�
������

6OSTLINAP�IJdM` PODSTATNOUV~TuINUwIVIN KO�ENY� vIVINYSEDOST`VAJdDOKO�ENE
INTERCEPCd� POMOCd TRANSPIRA{NdHO HMOTOVbHO TOKU A DIFhZd �1%67',2)6 �!!��

40,q/������/O�ENY ROSTLIN P�IJdMAJd ZP�DYwIVINYVE FORM~ KATIONT� �NAP��/��
2,�

�� 'A��� A ANIONT� �NAP�� 23�
�� 73�

��� 43�
���� 4�dJEM wIVIN JE OVLIVN~N JAK

SAMOTNOU ROSTLINOU� TAK PODMdNKAMI PROST�EDd �86q:2r/������ 1EZI PODMdNKY

PROST�EDd PAT�d POV~TRNOSTNd PODMdNKY �TEPLOTA� MNOwSTVd A ROZD~LENd SR`wEK�
A P�EDEVudMVLASTNOSTIP�DY�NAP��ZRNITOST�VLHKOST�PeROVITOST�P,�OBSAHwIVIN AJ�
�&%)91)6 �!!�� :346%:-0 )8 /,)0 ������ 2AP�� 1)2(3>% )8 %0� ������
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ZAZNAMENALU #'(&� � ���% VE VLHKyCHP�D`CHVYuudOBSAH 2A4VKO�ENECH
A V CELbROSTLIN~NEwUROSTLINNASUCHyCHP�D`CH�7TAVBA KO�ENOVbHOSYSTbMUJE
JEDNdMZNEJD�LEwIT~JudCHPARAMETR�ROSTLINY�JEwSEPROJEVUJEVP�dJMUwIVIN�

4LASTICITA ROSTLIN UMOw�UJELEPud ZACHYCENdMOBILNdCHIONT� � JAKOJSOU23�
� IONTY�

JEJICHwP�dJEMNENdOMEZENDIFhZdVP�D~�ALEZAV`D~NdMKPOVRCHUKO�ENE�4RAVy
OPAK PLATd U IMOBILNdCH IONT� � JAKO JE NAP�� 43�

�� �,3(+) ������ :~Tud DbLKA
KO�EN� SPOLU S JEJICH HUSTOTOU UMOw�UJE ZACHYCENd IMOBILNdCH IONT�� 6OLI ZDE

HRAJd I MYKORHIZNd HOUBY� 4ODLE ,l+,�.)27)2 )8 4)()67)2 ������ A;6%+)

)8 %0� ������ JSOU ROSTLINY DdKY SVb PLASTICIT~ SCHOPNb NAVyuIT PO{ET KO�EN�
V P�D~ S NEDOSTATKEM FOSFORU A DRASLdKU� ABY SE ZV~TuIL POVRCH KO�ENOVbHO

SYSTbMUADOuLO TAK KNAVyuENdP�dJMU T~CHTODVOUwIVIN�

: R`MCI DISERTA{Nd PR`CE JE POZORNOST V~NOV`NA DOSTUPNOSTI DUSdKU� FOSFORU
A DRASLdKU�4OZORNOSTJEZ{`STIZAM~�ENATAKbNAMOLYBDEN�JEwM`SPECIFICKOU
hLOHUUROSTLIN{ELEDI ���������

(USdK

(USdK PAT�d K Z`KLADNdM STAVEBNdM PRVK�M� KTERb TVO�d BdLKOVINY� 6OSTLINY MAJd

PODSTATN~ V~Tud POT�EBU DUSdKU NEw OSTATNdCH wIVIN �%1&)6+)6 �! ��� .E
OBSAwEN V ROSTLINNyCH A wIVO{IuNyCH REZIDUdCH� HUMUSOVyCH L`TK`CH VZNIKAJdCd
Z ORGANICKyCHL`TEKAJ�(USdK VTbTOFORM~ PROCH`ZdPROCESEMMINERALIZACE� M~Nd
SE NA AMONIAK`LNd �2,��� A D`LE NA NITR`TOVOU FORMU �23��� A PR`V~ V T~CHTO

FORM`CHJEDUSdKPROROSTLINYP�IJATELNy�

3P�dJMU VyuEUVEDENyCH IONT� ROZHODUJd VN~JudPODMdNKY� ALE I ROSTLINASAMA
�8)7%� )8 %0� �!!��� 6EGULACE P�dJMU DUSdKU VE FORM~ 23�

� JE �dZENA CELOU

ROSTLINOU� KONKRbTN~ STAVEM DUSdKU V CELb ROSTLIN~� 3PROTI TOMU P�dJEM DUSdKU
VE FORM~2,�

� JEP�EDEVudMPOD KONTROLOU KO�EN� A JE LbPEP�IJdM`NNEw23�
�

�.%'/732)8%0� ��� �� :ELKyVLIVM`P,PROST�EDd�VKYSELyCHP�D`CHP�EVAwUJE

P�dJEM 23�
�� 2A NEUTR`LNdCH Aw ALKALICKyCH P�D`CH SE PAK P�dJEM OBOU IONT�

VYROVN`V` NEBO P�EVAwUJE P�dJEM 2,�
� �%1&)6+)6 �! ��� : LEHKyCH PdS{ITyCH

P�D`CH JE DUSdKU MbN~� V T~wKyCH P�D`CH JE DUSdK ZASTOUPEN VE VELKbM
MNOwSTVd�1)2+)0)8%0� ������

6OSTLINY {ELEDI �������� DdKY SVyM SYMBIOTICKyM BAKTERIdM JSOU SCHOPNb
VYUwdVAT TAKbVZDUuNyDUSdK �2���8YTO ROSTLINY JSOUVELMICITLIVbNANADBYTEK2
V RANyCH F`ZdCH� TEDY JIw P�I VZCH`ZENd �t23&0 )8 %0� ������ :ELKb MNOwSTVd
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MINER`LNdHO DUSdKU SNIwUJE� P�dP�INHIBUJE NODULACI �,-67',�!!�� 6391)8)8%0�
��� ��

*OSFOR

*OSFOR JEwIVINOUURYCHLUJdCd ZR`Nd�PODPORUJENASAZENdKV~T�A Z`ROVE�P�ISPdV`
K TVORB~PEVNyCH PLETIV� .ENUTNyPROP�ENOSD~DI{NyCHVLASTNOSTd� ENERGIE%84
A %(4� D~LENdBUN~KA FOTOSYNTbZU �8)7%�)8%0�!!��� : P�D~JEFOSFORP�dTOMNy

V ORGANICKb A MINER`LNd FORM~� 3RGANICKy FOSFOR JE P�EV`wN~ OBSAwEN
VE FOSFOLIPIDECH� NUKLEOVyCH KYSELIN`CH A INOSITOLFOSF`TECH �:%2}/ ������
1INER`LNd FOSFOR JE SOU{`STd ANORGANICKyCH SLOU{ENIN� VE KTERyCH JE

ORTOFOSFORE{NANOVy ANIONT �,�43�
�� ,43�

��� 43�
��� V`Z`N P�EDEVudM NA wELEZO

�*E� A HLINdK �%L� V P�D`CH KYSELyCH A NA V`PNdK V P�D`CH ALKALICKyCH� :Yuud
OBSAH FOSFORUVYKAZUJdP�DYSV~TudMOBSAHEMORGANICKbHMOTY �t23&0)8%0�
������ 4�EV`wN` {`ST FOSFORU JE PRO ROSTLINY NEP�IJATELN`� 3RGANICKy FOSFOR

V PODOB~ ODUM�ELyCH ORGANISM� JE NEDdLNOU SOU{`STd ORGANICKb P�DNd HMOTY
�t23&0 )8 %0� ������ *OSFOR JE P�IJdM`N ROSTLINAMI VE FORM~ ANIONT� ,�43�

�

A ,43�
��� 6OSTLINY JSOU SCHOPNb P�IJdMAT FOSFOR I P�I VELMI NdZKb KONCENTRACI

V P�DNdMROZTOKU�TENTOP�dJEM JE VuAKENERGETICKYN`RO{Ny �8)7%�)8%0� �!!���
2`ROKYJEDNOTLIVyCHDRUH�NAFOSFORSEVyRAZN~LIud�

9 LEGUMINeZ� KTERb NEJSOU LIMITOV`NY DUSdKEM V P�D~� LZE FOSFOR OZNA{IT
ZA NEJVyZNAMN~Jud A Z`ROVE� LIMITUJdCd wIVINU� *OSFOR OVLIV�UJE JAK MORFOLOGII

KO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�� TAKNODULACI�%(%17)8%0� ������4OZITIVNdVLIVFOSFORUBYL
ZAZNAMEN`N NA PR�M~R KO�ENE �� &�'�)� A #'(&� �(&'%� �& �4%86)>)
)8 '36()-63����� 4%2+)8 %0� ������3PROTI TOMUNA P�D`CHSNEDOSTATKEM

FOSFORUSEUTV`�ELY M~LKbKO�ENYS BOHATudMV~TVENdM�0=2',�!!���

6OSTLINYSEADAPTUJdNAP�dJEMFOSFORUUTV`�ENdMBOHATudHOKO�ENOVbHOSYSTbMU�
VYLU{OV`NdM VdCE KO�ENOVyCH VyM~uK� {I VYUwdV`NdM SYMBIeZY S HOUBAMI

�;6%+))8%0� ������2AP�� ROD($�"(& SPP�M`SCHOPNOSTOSVOJOVATSI wIVINY
�ZEJM� FOSFOR� I ZE uPATN~ DOSTUPNyCH FOREM POMOCd UTV`�ENd KR`TKOV~KyCH
KO�dNK��TZV�CLUSTERROOTS�7,%2))8 %0� ��� ��

(RASLdK

(RASLdK JEP�IJdM`N ROSTLINAMI JAKO KATIONT/��4�dJEMKATIONTU/� JEBU|AKTIVNd�
P�EVL`D`P�INIwudCHKONCENTRACdCHDRASLdKUVP�D~�NEBOPASIVNd� KTERyPROBdH`
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P�IJEHOVYSOKyCHKONCENTRACdCH�t23&0)8%0� ������(RASLdKVyZNAMN~OVLIV�UJE
AKTIVITU ENZYM�� A TAK ZASAHUJE DO CELb �ADY METABOLICKyCH PROCES�� NAP��
FOTOSYNTbZY A DyCH`Nd �:%2}/ ������ (RASLdK TAKb ZLEPuUJE ODOLNOST ROSTLIN
V�{I PROST�EDd�>%,6%2�!!!��

(�LEwITyM FAKTOREM OVLIV�UJdCdM P�dJEM DRASLdKU ROSTLINOU JE MIMO JINb ZRNITOST
P�DY�6OSTLINYOD{ERP`VAJdDRASLdKSNADN~JINA LEH{dCHPdS{ITyCHP�D`CHS NIwud
SORP{NdKAPACITOU�t23&0)8%0� ������ 3BSAH/� VKO�ENUJED�LEwITy PRO P�dJEM

VODYAVZNIKKO�ENOVbHOVZTLAKU�

: ROSTLIN~ JE DRASLdK VELMI POHYBLIVy� Z KO�EN� DO PRyTU JE /� TRANSPORTOV`N
XYLbMEM� ZE STARudCH { S̀Td ROSTLINY DO {`STd MLADyCH FLObMEM� 0EGUMINeZY

UKL`DAJdVESVbBIOMASEMbN~DRASLdKU NEwJEDNOD~LOwNbROSTLINY�COwNAZNA{UJE
V~TudEFEKTIVITUHOSPODA�ENdSDRASLdKEM�,l+,�.)27)2)84)()67)2������

1OLYBDEN

6OSTLINY P�IJdMAJd MOLYBDEN P�EV`wN~ JAKO ANIONT� VE FORM~1O3�
�� �<9 )8 %0�

������ .EHO POT�EBA JE VuEOBECN~ PRO V~TuINU ROSTLIN VELMI NdZK`� 6ELATIVN~

NEJVdCEMOLYBDENUVYwADUJdROSTLINY���������P�dP�BAKTERIENAKO�ENECHT~CHTO
ROSTLIN�

1OLYBDEN JE PRVEK NEZASTUPITELNy V METABOLIZMU DUSdKU A SdRY� .E SLOwKOU
ENZYMUNITROGEN`ZY�KTERyMPROKARYOTICKbORGANIZMYwIJdCdVSYMBIeZESVYuudMI

ROSTLINAMI FIXUJd VZDUuNy 2� �=%2+)8 %0� ������ %KTU`LNdPOT�EBA 1OV ROSTLIN~
Z`VISd NA FORM~ P�IJdMANbHO DUSdKU� 4�EVL`D`�LI VE VywIV~ 23�

�� STOUP` TAKb
POT�EBA1O �631)63)8%0� ������

(OBR`DOSTUPNOSTMOLYBDENUV P�D~POZITIVN~OVLIV�UJENODULACI�NAP��MNOwSTVd
AVELIKOSTHLdZEK�830)(3)8%0� ������(OBR`DOSTUPNOSTMOLYBDENUSEPROJEVUJE
PRODLOUwENdAKTIVITYHLdZEK�7,%;)8%0� �!����

%\0:H =1-7/1

(OSTUPNOST wIVIN Z`VISd MIMO JINb NA HODNOT~ P�DNd REAKCE� 6OSTLINY JSOU
SCHOPNb P�IJdMAT UR{ITb wIVINY JEN V UR{ITbM ROZMEZd REAKCE P�DY� 7HELFORD�V
Z`KONTOLERANCEUV`Dd�wEROSTLINA TOLERUJEPOUZEUR{ITb ROZP~Td HODNOTPROST�EDd

�NAP�� P,��VEKTERbMJESCHOPN`R�ST A VYVdJETSE�
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,ODNOTAP,P�DYJEPRO�ADUDRUH�ROSTLINLIMITUJdCdMFAKTOREM�P�dKLADEMTOHOJE
�� &�'�)� V %USTR`LII �&)88)2%= )8 ,-2+7832 �!���� 4�DNd REAKCE OVLIV�UJE
KLd{IVOST� VZCH`ZIVOSTIA R�ST ROSTLIN �1%2(q/)84=t)/����� /�-t�q03:q)8%0�
������ ,ODNOTY P, PROST�EDd LIMITUJd TAKb R�ST KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� LEGUMINeZ

A NODULACI�4%2'-)6%)8 74%663;�!!�� &6%9)6)8%0� ������ 4�DNdREAKCESE
PROJEVUJEVDOSTUPNOSTI wIVINAP�dJMU wIVIN ROSTLINOU �'69>�!!�� 4)8)67 )8%0�
������

6OSTLINY {ELEDI �������� PREFERUJd P�EDEVudM SLAB~ KYSELb P�DY �&36()0)%9
)8 46):378�!!�� ',1)0r/3:q)8,).'1%2������ 4ROV~TuINUDRUH� TbTO {ELEDI
JEUV`D~NO�wEP�DYSHODNOTAMIP,NIwudNEw�AVYuud NEw JSOUPRON~ TOXICKb

�&36()0)%9 )8 46):378 �!!��� 2A T~CHTO P�D`CH DOCH`Zd K NdZKb MOBILIT~
FOSFORU�&%0-+%6�! ���KTERyJEJEDNOUZNEJD�LEwIT~JudCHwIVINPR`V~ULEGUMINeZ
�(3(()8366�!!���.EDNOTLIVbDRUHYROSTLINREAGUJdNAP,P�DYROZDdLN~ CITLIV~�
2AP�� PODLE 6-') )8 %0� ��!��� SE ROZDdLNb HODNOTY P, P�DY ���� � ����

NEPROJEVUJd VE VyNOSU A NODULACI �� $%�'�"&�� 3PROTI TOMU �� &�'�)� DOSAHUJE
DOBRyCHVyNOS� JENZAUR{ITyCHHODNOTP,� .AKOIDE`LNdSEPROTENTODRUHUV`Dd
NEUTR`LNdAwMdRN~Z`SADITb P,P�DY�6,=/)6()8 3:)6(%,0�!����P�ESN~JIP,

VROZMEZd��� � ����4)8)67 )8%0� ������

:LIV P�DNd REAKCE SE PROJEVUJE I P�I NODULACI� /O�ENOVb VL`SKY� KTERb JSOU
PRO NODULACI D�LEwITb� REAGUJd CITLIV~ NA KYSELOST P�D �19227 �!� �� 2ODULACE
Z`VISd TAKb NA CITLIVOSTI BAKTERId ���,#��(! S� L� V�{I P, PROST�EDd �,3;-)732
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Root system variability in common legumes in Central Europe
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Abstract: The aim of this study was to provide an overview of field measured root systems of common legume species
growing under different environmental conditions in the Czech Republic. The plants, 214 individuals of 21 selected legume
species from the tribes Galegeae (Astragalus glycyphyllos, Lupinus polyphyllus), Genisteae (Cytisus scoparius, Genista
tinctoria), Loteae (Anthyllis vulneraria, Lotus corniculatus, Securigera varia), Trifolieae (Trifolium arvense, T. campestre,
T. medium, T. pratense, T. repens) and Vicieae (Lathyrus pratensis, L. sylvestris, Vicia angustifolia, V. cracca, V. hirsuta),
were collected using the monolith method from 27 sites.
A rhizome was present in seven species and the maximum branching order was three for 15 species and five for five species.
Recovery buds were recorded on the root system of eight species and woodiness was recorded in 11 species. Root diameter
ranged from 1 to 12 mm – the minimum diameter was recorded in annuals and the maximum in perennials. The colour
of the root system ranged from light to dark. In six species, young roots were light and older roots were dark. Globose,
cylindrical, branched, fan-like and ruff-like nodules were recorded. Only one type of nodule shape was recorded in 11 species,
two in seven species and three or four in three species. Nodules measured up to 2 mm in nine species, from 2 to 4 mm in
three species and more than 4 mm in nine species. Legume root systems are highly variable and the variability was due to
Raunkier’s life forms rather than membership of a tribe.

Key words: annual and perennial species; environmental conditions; Fabaceae; nodules and nodulation; Raunkier’s life
form

Introduction

Legumes (family Fabaceae) comprise more than 650
genera and 18,000 species and are found almost world-
wide (Doyle 2001). In Europe, the temperate herba-
ceous legumes are divided into eight tribes (Polhill
1981). Legumes are known for their symbiotic relation-
ship with Rhizobium s.l. bacteria, enabling them to
utilize aerial N2, which is inaccessible to many other
species (Garg & Geetanjali 2007; Novák 2010). Symbi-
otic nitrogen fixation makes legumes highly competitive
especially in environments limited by mineral (NO−

3
and NH+4 ) nitrogen and with an adequate phosphorus
and potassium supply (Honsová et al. 2007; Jackson et
al. 2008). The presence of Rhizobium bacteria in the
soil initiates nodulation – i.e. the creation of nodules of
several shapes on the roots of legumes. Nodulation can
be affected by soil salinity and pH, moisture, tempera-
ture and nutrient availability (Zahran 1999). In previ-
ous studies, the formation of nodules was recorded only
when plants were grown in mineral nitrogen-deficient
soils (Hirsch 1992), whereas high phosphorus together
with high mineral nitrogen availability in the soil sup-
pressed (Truongt & Brix 2009) or entirely inhibited
nodulation (Roumet et al. 2008). According to Corby
(1988), nodule shape is associated with legume taxo-

nomy and can be species-specific (Zahran 1998) or
tribe-specific (Rejili et al. 2007). In addition to nodula-
tion, the response of the root system to soil conditions
is believed to be life form (Johnson & Biondini 2001)
or species-specific (Mia et al. 1996).
In this study, root systems were defined as the net-

work of underground organs. As plants are sessile and
therefore cannot select the best site for life, their root
systems must be sufficiently plastic to cope with vari-
able soil conditions, especially with water and nutrient
availability (Briggs &Walters 1997; Hodge 2004; Sultan
2000; Šmilauerová & Šmilauer 2010).
The root systems of individual plants can be highly

modified by root competition as the competition for nu-
trients provokes higher energy investment into roots in
order to increase their density and length (Olde Ven-
terink & Güsewell 2010). The presence of nutrient-rich
patches in the soil profile may also modify the root sys-
tem because roots are able to proliferate and grow pref-
erentially into nutrient-rich patches (Robinson 1994;
Forde & Lorenzo 2001; Hejcman et al. 2011).
Lucero et al. (1999) concluded that water deficit

increases the rooting depth of Trifolium repens. Ac-
cording to Skinner & Comas (2010), drought stress in-
creased not only the root depth of six legumes but also
the length of their roots. On the other hand, waterlog-
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ging increased the root crown diameter of Lotus glaber
in a study by Mendoza et al. (2005).
At the individual species level, some of the variabil-

ity in root system morphology can be ascribed to life
form and nutrient acquisition and conservation strate-
gies. The root systems of perennials are more randomly
branched and have larger diameter roots than annuals
(Roumet et al. 2006, 2008). On the other hand, dichoto-
mously branched root systems are more typical in an-
nuals (Gross et al. 1993). This may explain the nutrient
conservative strategy of perennials and the high nutri-
ent uptake capacities of annuals recorded by Roumet et
al. (2006). According to Antos & Halpern (1997), dif-
ferent annual species have a similar root morphology,
differing from perennials especially in terms of rooting
depth.
Root systems have been most frequently studied

in grasses (Hodge et al. 1998; Janeček et al. 2007;
Pecháčková et al. 2003; Šmilauerová & Šmilauer 2002;
Van der Krift & Berendse 2002; Wahl et al. 2001;
Wildová et al. 2007), field crops (Haberle & Svoboda
2000; Lamb et al. 2000; Merrill et al. 2002; Svoboda &
Haberle 2006) and forage legumes (Braun et al. 2010;
Hakl et al. 2007, 2011; Komárek et al. 2010), but there
is a lack of detailed information about the root sys-
tem morphology and variability of common legumes
in Central Europe. Some results of plant excavations
in the field were published by Kutschera (1960) and
Kutschera & Lichtenegger (1992), but the root system
variability of many common species such as Vicia an-
gustifolia, Vicia cracca, Lupinus polyphyllus, Lathyrus
sylvestris, Astragalus glycyphyllos and Cytisus scopar-
ius has never been described.
The aim of this paper was therefore to provide an

overview of field measured root systems of 21 common
legume species growing under different environmental
conditions in Central Europe. We asked the follow-
ing research questions: (i) How does the morphology
of the root systems plus nodules vary in the investi-
gated species? (ii) Which root traits are characteristic
for individual species?

Material and methods

Study area
The plants, 214 individuals of 21 selected legume species,
were collected from 27 sites in the Czech Republic at an
altitude ranging from 350 to 580 m. a.s.l. (see Table 1 for
a list of investigated species and the number of sites from
which each species was collected). The species belonged to
five tribes (Galegeae, Genisteae, Loteae, Trifolieae and Vi-
cieae). The names of the tribes follow Allen & Allen (1981).
The average annual precipitation and temperature ranged
from 600 mm and 8◦C at 350 m a.s.l. up to 700 mm and
6.5◦C at 580 m a.s.l. The sampling sites were described as
dry or humid, field, forest, ruderal or meadow, sun exposed
or shaded, stony or without stones in the upper 30 cm soil
layer, and with low (up to 40%) or high (above 40%) cover
of herbaceous vegetation in a 1-m diameter circle.

Plant collection
The plants were collected from June to August in the years
2007, 2008 and 2009. Collection of all species at all sampling
sites was impossible as the investigated species had different
environmental requirements, and therefore it was impossible
to strictly separate the variability in root systems due to
the species effect and that due to environmental conditions.
The monolith method was used to collect individual plants
(Böhm 1979). The soil monolith measuring 30 × 30 × 30 cm
beneath the plant was dug up and washed with water to
extract the underground organs of the studied plants from
the soil. The plant species nomenclature follows Kubát et
al. (2002).

Traits of root systems
The traits of root systems and nodules that were investi-
gated are summarized in Table 1. Eight traits were evalu-
ated for root systems: type of root system, presence of rhi-
zomes, depth, special diameter, maximal branching order,
colour and woodiness; and two traits for root nodules: shape
and size. The type of root system was classified according
to the database of clonal and bud bank traits of Central Eu-
ropean flora (Klimešová & de Bello 2009). The life forms of
the investigated species follow Raunkiaer (1934). The mea-
sured rooting depth was limited to 30 cm by the use of the
monolith method. The special diameter is the mean value of
taproot diameter under the crown and the maximum diame-
ter within the root system. The root colour ranged from light
to dark (light, near white, light/dark (young roots light and
old dark) and dark). The maximum order of branching indi-
cated the maximum position of a root within the branched
hierarchy of the root system (Eissenstat et al. 2000; Wells
& Eissenstat 2003).

The shape of the root nodules was classified according
to Corby (1971, 1988). The nodules were classified according
to their size as more than 4 mm, 2–4 mm, or less than 2 mm
in diameter (Patreze & Cordeiro 2005).

Data analysis
Intraspecific variability in root morphology was evaluated
using cluster analysis in the STATISTICA 8.0 program
(Statsoft, Tulsa). This analysis was based on the mean val-
ues of all measured root traits for individual species. Individ-
ual categorical variables were coded in the form of dummy
variables. The ordination approach was used to evaluate
interspecific as well as intraspecific variability together. De-
trended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) was used to eval-
uate total variability and the results were visualized in
the form of an ordination diagram. Redundancy Analysis
(RDA) was used to evaluate the proportion of root sys-
tem variability explained by environmental variables and by
species effect. Standardization by species (dependent vari-
ables) was used because the analysed data were of vari-
ous types and units. The statistical significance of the first
and all constrained canonical axes was determined by the
Monte Carlo permutation test. In all analyses, 999 unre-
stricted permutations were used. All ordination analyses
were performed in the CANOCO for Windows 4.5 program
(ter Braak & Šmilauer 2002).

Results

Over three years, 214 plants of 21 legume species were
excavated and measured. The mean values of the in-
vestigated root traits for all studied species are given
in Table 1. The investigated species belonged to five
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Table 1. Summary of root morphology and nodule traits.
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Anthyllis vulneraria AntVul Loteae 5 1 H RS >30 0 3 no 3–4 yes dark a <2
Astragalus glycyphyllos AstGly Galegeae 7 2 H RS >30 0 5 yes 3–4 no near–white b, c, e > 4
Cytisus scoparius CytSco Genisteae 6 3 N RS >30 0 5 yes 7–8 yes dark b, c > 4
Genista tinctoria GenTin Genisteae 11 1 N HR 10–20 1 5 yes 5–6 yes dark a, b, c, e > 4
Lathyrus pratensis LatPra Viciaea 11 6 H HR 20–30 1 3 no 3–4 yes light/dark c < 2
Lathyrus sylvestris LatSyl Viciaea 13 2 H HR 20–30 1 3 yes 11–12 yes light/dark c 2–4
Lotus corniculatus LotCor Loteae 16 5 H RS >30 1 3 yes 5–6 yes dark a <2
Lupinus polyphyllus LupPol Galegeae 11 3 H RS >30 0 3 yes 10–11 no light/dark d > 4
Medicago lupulina MedLup Trifolieae 10 2 H RS >30 0 3 no 3–4 yes light/dark c, e > 4
Medicago sativa MedSat Trifolieae 10 2 H RS >30 0 3 yes 5–6 yes dark c, e > 4
Melilotus albus MelAlb Trifolieae 5 1 H RS 20–30 0 5 no 8–9 no light c, e > 4
Melilotus officinalis MelOff Trifolieae 5 1 H RS 20–30 0 5 no 8–9 no light c, e > 4
Securigera varia SecVar Loteae 12 3 H RS, HR >30 0 3 yes 3–4 yes dark c, e 2–4
Trifolium arvense TriArv Trifolieae 29 3 T/H RS 0–10 0 3 no 1–2 no near–white c, e <2
Trifolium campestre TriCam Trifolieae 6 3 T/H RS 0–10 0 3 no 1–2 no near–white c <2
Trifolium medium TriMed Trifolieae 6 3 H RS 20–30 1 4 no 3–4 yes light/dark c <2
Trifolium pratense TriPra Trifolieae 21 3 H RS 20–30 0 3 no 3–4 no near–white c <2
Trifolium repens TriRep Trifolieae 6 3 H/Ch HRS 10–20 1 3 no 1–2 no near–white c <2
Vicia angustifolia VicAng Viciaea 7 3 T/H RS 10–20 0 3 no 1–2 no near–white c <2
Vicia cracca VicCra Viciaea 12 3 H HR 20–30 1 3 no 3–4 yes dark/white c, e > 4
Vicia hirsuta VicHir Viciaea 5 4 T/H RS 0–10 0 3 no 1–2 no near–white c, b, e 2–4

Life forms according to Raunkiaer (1934): H – hemicryptophyte; N – nanophanerophyte; T – terophyte; Ch – chamaephyte; type
of root system: RS – root splitters, HR – hypogeogenous rhizomes, HRS –horizontal rooting stems or above the soil surface; special
diameter – mean value of taproot diameter under the crown and maximum diameter within the root system; shape of nodules: a –
globose, b – branched, c – cylindrical, d – ruff-like, e – fan-like.

tribes (Galegeae, Genisteae, Loteae, Trifolieae and Vi-
cieae), four life forms (hemicryptophyte, chamaephyte,
nanophanerophyte and therophyte), and three types
of root system (root splitter – Fig. 1; hypogeogenous
rhizomes – Figs 2a,b; horizontal rooting stems on or
above the soil surface – Figs 2c,d). The depth of the
root systems ranged from 0 to 10 cm in three annual
species, from 10 to 20 cm in one annual and five peren-
nial species, from 20 to 30 cm in four perennial species,
and was more than 30 cm in seven perennial species.
A rhizome was present in seven species and the maxi-
mum order of branching was three for 15 species, four
for one species, and five for five species. Recovery buds
were recorded on the root system of eight species and
woodiness was recorded in 11 species. Root diameter
ranged from 1 to 12 mm – the minimum diameter was
recorded in annuals and the maximum in the peren-
nials Lathyrus sylvestris and Lupinus polyphylus. The
colour of the root systems ranged from light to dark. In
six species, young roots were light whereas older roots
were dark (see Fig. 2a). Globose (Figs 3a,b), cylindrical
(Figs 3c,d), branched (Figs 4a,b), fan-like (Figs 4c,d),
and ruff-like (Figs 4e,f) nodules were recorded. One
type of nodule shape was recorded in 11 species, two
types in seven species, and three or four types in three
species. Nodules of up to 2 mm in size were recorded in

nine species, from 2 to 4 mm in three species, and more
than 4 mm in nine species.
The results of the cluster analysis are shown in

Fig. 5. The root system of L. polyphyllus differed the
most from the other investigated species, being sepa-
rated from the other species in the first division. The
main reason for the separation of L. polyphyllus was the
large size of its root system and nodules in comparison
to other species. In addition, roof-like shaped nodules
were only recorded in this species (see Figs 4e,f).
Two large groups of species were distinguished in

the second division. The main cause of the second di-
vision was the light versus dark colour of the root sys-
tems. The large group on the left was divided into four
smaller groups. Trifolium repens, the only species in
Group 1, had horizontal rooting stems on the soil sur-
face (Fig. 2c). Group 2 included species with rhizomes,
such as Vicia cracca, L. sylvestris, Trifolium medium
and Lathyrus pratensis (Fig. 2a). All these species had
light then dark root systems. Group 3 was divided
into two sub-groups: Trifolium pratense (Fig. 1c) on
one side and the annual species Vicia hirsuta, Tri-
folium campestre, Vicia angustifolia and Trifolium ar-
vense (Fig. 1a) on the other. The overall structure of
the root systems was similar, but the annuals differed
from T. pratense by having a flat fibril root system
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Fig. 1. a – root system of Trifolium arvense; b – schematized typical root system of studied annual legumes with “root splitter” root
type; c – root system of Trifolium pratense and d – schematized typical root system of studied perennial legumes with “root splitter”
root type.

spread under the soil surface. The root systems of annu-
als were more branched than in T. pratense and lacked
regenerating buds or rhizomes. The clearly visible tap-
root of T. pratense indicated its perennial character.
Group 4 was composed of species with a taproot and
larger nodules than in the previous groups. Another
typical feature of legumes in Group 4 was the pres-
ence of more shapes of nodules in each species. The
righthand group following division number two included
perennial species with a well-developed taproot. Species
in Group 5 differed from species in Group 6 (division
number 4) by the shape of their nodules (globose, fan-
like, cylindrical and branched versus globose) and by
their larger size. In Group 5, Securigera varia and Med-
icago sativa were strictly separated from nanophanero-
phytes Genista tinctoria and Cytisus scoparius. Group
6 contained species from the tribe Loteae (Lotus cor-
niculatus and Anthyllis vulneraria). A typical feature
of these species was nodules of up to 2 mm in size.
The results of DCA (Fig. 6) corresponded well with

the results of the cluster analysis as the same groups of
species were distinguished. As in the cluster analysis,
L. polyphyllus was separated from all other species. In-
traspecific variability in this species was high, mainly
due to the different sized root systems in the measured
plants.
L. corniculatus and A. vulneraria (Group 6) had

the lowest intraspecific variation in root systems as all
investigated plants were close together in the ordination
diagram. On the other hand, S. varia had the highest
interspecific variability in the root system. This was
because individuals with root splitter (55% cases) and
hypogeogenous rhizome (45% cases) root types were
recorded in this species. Further variability in the root
systems was due to the presence of more than one shape
of nodule on one plant (cylindrical and fan-like) and
their variable size (2–4 mm). The transition between
perennial species with rhizomes (Group 2) and annual
species with a taproot (Group 3) was shown by T.
repens, which has horizontal rooting stems (Group 1).
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Fig. 2. a – root system of Lathyrus pratensis with light/dark colour; b – schematized typical root system of legumes with rhizomes –
“hypogeogenous rhizomes”; c – root systems of Trifolium repens;and d – schematized horizontal rooting stems on or above the soil
surface.

Fig. 3. a – nodule shape of Lotus corniculatus; b – schematized globose nodules; c – nodule shape of Lathyrus pratensis; d – schematized
cylindrical nodules.

Interspecific variability in the root systems of T. repens
was low.
With the exception of two individuals, root system

variability was low in T. arvense. The typical shape
of nodules for all investigated Trifolium species was
cylindrical, but the two most distinct individuals of T.
arvense had fan-shaped nodules. In species with more
than one shape of nodule, not all recorded shapes were
found on all individuals. This substantially increased

the intraspecific variability of the root systems in As-
tragalus glycyphyllos, C. scoparius, G. tinctoria, Med-
icago lupulina, M. sativa, Melilotus albus, Melilotus of-
ficinalis, S. varia, T. arvense, V. cracca and V. hirsuta.
The intraspecific variability in annual species (T.

arvense, T. campestre, V. angustifolia and V. hirsuta)
and T. repens was due primarily to the depth of the root
systems. The special diameter was highly variable in A.
vulneraria, C. scoparius, L. pratensis, M. albus, M. of-
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Fig. 4. a – nodule shape of Lathyrus sylvestris; b – schematized branched nodule; c – nodule shape of Vicia cracca; d – schematized
fan-like nodule; e – nodule shape of Lupinus polyphyllus; f – schematized ruff-like nodule.

ficinalis and T. medium. The special diameter together
with the maximum order of branching was variable in
L. pratensis, L. polyphyllus, M. lupulina, M. sativa, S.
varia and T. pratense.
The results of the redundancy analyses are shown

in Table 2. The environmental variables (dry or humid
site, field, forest, ruderal or meadow, shaded or sun ex-
posed, stony or without stones in the upper 30 cm soil
layer, with low or high cover of herbaceous vegetation)
together explained 48.9% (analysis a1) of the variability
in root systems.

Forward selection was employed to select only
the environmental variables that significantly improved
the model. The total number of 11 environmental
variables was reduced to three, i.e. field, shade and
drought, which together explained 47.1% of the vari-
ability (analysis a2). The variability explained by field,
shade and drought was only 17.4% after the effect
of species was removed from the analysis (analysis
a3).
The highest proportion of root system variability

was explained by the effect of species – species alone
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Fig. 5. Dendrogram based on cluster analysis representing interspecies variability between 21 investigated legume species. The numbers
refer to divisions described in the text. Species abbreviations are given in Table 1. The labels for individual species are consistent with
Fig. 6.

Fig. 6. Ordination diagram of the Detrended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) reflecting the intraspecific and interspecific variability
in the root systems of 21 investigated legume species. Species abbreviations are given in Table 1. The labels for individual species are
consistent with Fig. 5.

explained 44.9% of the root system variability (analysis
a5), and this decreased only marginally when variability
caused by drought, field and shade was removed from
the model (analysis a6).

Discussion

Although the root systems of legumes have frequently
been studied in laboratory and field conditions, there is
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Table 2. Results of redundancy analyses of root systems data.

Expl. Var. Covariables % ax 1 (all) F 1 (all) P 1 (all)

a1 C, D, F, Fo, Mo, R, S, St, H, Species 21.5 (48.9) 49.81 (16.12) 0.001 (0.001)
a2 D, F, S 20.0 (47.1) 47.55 (19.55) 0.001 (0.001)
a3 C, D, F, Fo, Mo, R, S, St, H Species 13.0 (17.4) 27.23 (3.74) 0.001 (0.001)
a4 D, F, S Species 7.9 (22.0) 16.28 (6.49) 0.001 (0.001)
a5 Species 18.4 (44.9) 43.41 (19.82) 0.001 (0.001)
a6 Species D, F, S 16.7 (43.8) 38.08 (19.29) 0.001 (0.001)

An. – analysis code; Expl. var. – explanatory (environmental in Canoco terminology) variables; % ax 1 (all) – species variability
explained by canonical axis 1 or by all axes in brackets (measure of explanatory power of the environmental variables); F 1 (all) –
F statistics for the test of axis 1 or all axes in brackets; P 1 (all) – corresponding probability value obtained by the Monte Carlo
permutation test for the test of axis 1 or all axes in brackets. Environmental variables and covariables: C– cover of vegetation above
40%; D – dry site; F – site with field conditions; Fo – forest; H – humid site; M – meadow; R – ruderal site; S – shaded site; St – stony
site in upper 30 cm of the soil profile. Species were coded in the form of 21 dummy variables.

a lack of studies covering a wide range of species in nat-
ural conditions. Therefore a unique feature of this study
is the wide range of investigated species collected from
different environmental conditions, thus demonstrating
the natural variability of leguminous root systems.
The effect of species and environment on root sys-

tem variability was not fully separated in this study
performed at the landscape level because not all inves-
tigated species were present at all localities. Therefore
there was much overlap between the root system vari-
ability explained by the effect of species and by environ-
mental conditions. This was clear from the large reduc-
tion in variability explained by the environment when
the variability caused by effect of species was removed
from the redundancy analysis by covariables. Despite
being unable to strictly separate the variability caused
by species and by the effects of the environment, large
differences in root systems were recorded between par-
ticular species. This was supported by the fact that
species recorded together at one locality frequently had
different root systems. The variability in root systems
within each species was substantially lower than that of
the whole data set, as indicated by clusters of points for
individual species in the ordination diagram (Fig. 6).
The restricted variability of the root system for individ-
ual species compared to all species together is consistent
with the results of Galloway & Fenster (2000).
Of all the recorded environmental variables, root

system traits were the most affected by moisture and
light availability and by field conditions. This is consis-
tent with studies dealing with the effect of environmen-
tal conditions on root systems (Koukoura et al. 2009;
Salako et al. 2002; Šmilauerová & Šmilauer 2002; Wahl
et al. 2001). Further, it must be noted that the species
present at dry sites frequently differed from species
recorded at wet sites, and therefore it is impossible to
discuss the effect of environmental conditions on the
root system variability of individual species in more de-
tail.
Although the variability caused by site and species

effect cannot be strictly separated, the intraspecific
variability of legume root systems was substantially
lower than the variability within all species. However,
the root systems of many legume species may differ even
when growing in the same environmental conditions,

and this difference is genetic. It must be noted that,
to compare the intra- and interspecific variability of all
studied species exactly, all investigated species must be
present at all studied localities, and this can only be
achieved via transplantation.
The intraspecific variability in root systems was

due to Raunkier’s life forms rather than tribes, since
in several cases species with different life forms were
recorded in the same tribe. For example, annual and
perennial species with highly different root systems
were both recorded in the tribes Trifolieae and Vici-
aea. On the other hand, species in the tribes Loteae,
Galegeae and Genisteae were all perennial and there-
fore had relatively low root system variability. The dif-
ferences between root systems of annuals and perennial
species were also recorded by Fitter et al. (1988), Gross
et al. (1992) and Roumet et al. (2008).
Annual root systems were intermediate between

perennial rhizomatic and perennial species with a tap-
root. This is clearly visible in Fig. 5, in which annu-
als (T. arvense, T. campestre, V. angustifolia and V.
hirsuta) are located in the middle of the dendrogram
between rhizomatic and taproot perennials. The rela-
tion between differences among species and life form is
consistent with the results of Gross et al. (1992).
The intraspecific variability in root systems proba-

bly enables better survival of individual plants in differ-
ent environmental conditions. The individual traits of
root systems differed in terms of their plasticity under
various environmental conditions, e.g. branching was
more plastic than special root diameter. The same re-
sult was recorded by Forde & Lorenzo (2001), indicating
that root diameter may be highly species-specific and
therefore highly heritable, while branching may depend
more on soil conditions at the level of the individual
plant. We concluded that some root traits are deter-
mined more by environmental conditions and others by
heritability. This conclusion is in accordance with the
results of Johnson et al. (1996). In A. vulneraria, A.
glycyphyllos, L. corniculatus, M. sativa and S. varia,
differences in branching contributed the most to the
large differences among individual plants within the
species. The colour of the root systems depended on
the life form: most of the root systems were pale brown
and this colour was recorded in all annuals and in the



124 L. Chmelíková & M. Hejcman

young roots of perennials. According to Corby (1971),
pale brown is the most frequent root colour. Rejili et al.
(2007) suggested that the colour of the roots is depen-
dent on the nodules and the leghaemoglobin content.
The latter was not investigated in our study, nor was
the dependence of colour on nodulation recorded.
The most frequently recorded shape of nodules was

cylindrical. Small globose nodules were considered ju-
venile and thus were ignored by Corby (1971), but not
in our study. We recorded all shapes of nodules, be-
cause small nodules can be wrongly considered as ju-
venile, especially in species with small nodules. For ex-
ample, small globose nodules were typical in L. cor-
niculatus and A. vulneraria, and small cylindrical nod-
ules were found in all Trifolium species. According to
Corby (1988), one shape of nodule may be typical for
a particular tribe or there may be tribes in which more
nodule shapes are possible, but only several of these
are dominant. Our results indicate that more than one
shape of nodule is present in some tribes (Galegeae,
Genisteae and Viciaea), but that often only one shape
is dominant. In our study, most nodules were located on
the lateral roots, which is consistent with the results of
Capoen et al. (2010). The shapes of the nodules were
highly species-specific, as reported previously by Re-
jili et al. (2007). The exceptions were two plants of T.
arvense, which had fan-like nodules of a different size
than all other T. arvense specimens. A possible expla-
nation is that different species of bacteria had created
these nodules, but this requires further investigation. It
is possible that these two plants were infected by bac-
teria from S. varia growing in their vicinity, because
the nodules of S. varia were fan-like. The differences
in root systems may be related to plant taxonomy, but
the taxonomy of S. varia is not entirely clear. Accord-
ing to Allen & Allen (1981), S. varia belongs to the
tribe Loteae. In our study, nodules other than those
that are typical for this tribe were recorded in S. varia,
indicating that S. varia could be included in the tribe
Coronilleae rather than Loteae. The transitional char-
acter of S. varia on the border between these two tribes
was also discussed by Allan & Porter (2000).
The nodules of L. polyphyllus were the most differ-

ent from all other species, which is consistent with the
classification suggested by Corby (1988).
Eight of studied perennial root splitters (A. vul-

neraria, A. glycyphyllos, C. scoparius, L. corniculatus,
L. polyphyllus, M. lupulina, M. sativa and S. varia)
reached a rooting depth of more than 30 cm. This is
consistent with the description of these species in plant
trait databases, as all these species are described as
deep rooting (Fitter & Peat 1994). On the other hand,
all annuals (T. arvense, T. campestre, V. angustifolia
and V. hirsuta), rhizomatous perennials (G. tinctoria,
L. pratensis, L. sylvestris, S. varia and V. cracca) and
some root splitter perennials (L. polyphyllus, M. albus,
M. officinalis, T. medium and T. pratense) were shallow
rooting, reaching depths of up to 30 cm. During plant
excavation, we recorded most of the fine roots of all in-
vestigated legumes in the shallow-rooted species. This

is probably an adaptation to drought, as described by
Merrill et al. (2002).
We can conclude that the root systems of common

European legumes are highly variable. The variability
of root systems was attributed to Raunkier’s life forms
rather than the membership of species in tribes.
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a b s t r a c t

The acidicole behavior of many species is given by their inability to acquire enough P in alkaline soil, but
reasons for acidicole (syn. calcifuge) behavior of Trifolium arvense have never been studied experimen-
tally. We asked how emergence of seedlings, the survival of plants, the growth of aboveground organs,
the nodulation and the growth of roots of this species is affected by different N, P and K supply in alkaline
soil. In the years 2010 and 2011, we performed a pot experiment (ten N, P and K fertilizer treatments)
with seeding of T. arvense into alkaline soil. The acidicole behavior of T. arvense proved to be connected
with the inability of seedlings to acquire enough P during their emergence. In all treatments, T. arvense
was not able to flower in the seeding year and in the second year it flowered only in P treatments. This
indicates the biennial character of the species in the case of late seeding and points to a strong P limitation
of flowering and seeds production in plants grown on alkaline soil. Without P addition, T. arvense was
not able to develop beyond the seedling stage. Nodulation was positively affected by P application and
negatively by N application. Although T. arvense is a typical species for P poor soils, it does not suffer from
P toxicity under high P supply. We concluded that the acidicole behavior of T. arvense is based on its P
limitation when growing on alkaline soil.

© 2012 Elsevier GmbH. All rights reserved.

Introduction

Trifolium arvense L. (haresfoot clover) is an erect or ascending
annual or biennial legume native of Europe, 10–30 cm tall, usu-
ally with spreading branches (Rothmaler et al., 2000; Slavík, 1995),
and roots reaching to a depth of 10 cm (Fitter and Peat, 1994;
Klimešová and de Bello, 2009). This legume preferably occurs on
sun-exposed sites with low soil moisture, low nutrient availabil-
ity and acid soil reaction (Ellenberg et al., 1992) and is a typical
species for pioneer vegetation on sandy and shallow soils in Cen-
tral Europe (Chmelíková and Hejcman, 2012; Chytrý, 2007). The life
strategy (sensu Grime, 2001) is intermediate between ruderal (R)
and stress-tolerant (S).

A question which has never been investigated is why T. arvense
prefers acid and low productive soils. Tyler (2003) suggested that
the acidicole (syn. calcifuge) behavior of many species could be
explained by their inability to acquire enough P, which is present
in different forms in alkaline rather than in acid soils. An alternative
explanation of the acidicole behavior of many species could be their
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Institute, Drnovská 507, CZ-161 06 Prague 6, Ruzyně, Czech Republic.

E-mail address: hejcman@fzp.czu.cz (M. Hejcman).
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Alte Akademie 12, D 853 54 Freising, Germany.

inability to acquire enough Fe, Mn or Zn from an alkaline soil, as all
these elements are well plant-available on acid soils, but scarcely
so on alkaline soils (Lambers et al., 2008; Shane et al., 2008). This
explanation of acidicole/acidifuge (syn. calcifuge/calcicole) behav-
ior of species is based on results of transplantation experiments
where many acidicole species transplanted on alkaline soil per-
formed well when P or Fe fertilizers were supplied (Tyler, 1994,
1996).

Legumes are well known for their high P and K requirements,
but low mineral N requirements, as they are able to fix sufficient
amounts of N via symbiotic bacteria (Howieson et al., 2011; Li et al.,
2011; Rochon et al., 2004; Tang et al., 1999). Positive responses of
T. arvense on addition of P were reported by Dodd and Orr (1995)
in soils with low pH, but no information is available of whether the
same response can be recorded in an alkaline soil.

Many stress tolerant species are well adapted to P-poor condi-
tions as they probably have evolved under low P availability in the
soil, as low P availability was a typical feature of many natural, old
soils (Lambers et al., 2008). High P availability is frequently toxic for
species tolerant to edaphic stress, as no mechanisms of protection
against high P supply were necessary during their evolution (Pang
et al., 2010). It has not yet been studied, whether high P availability
is also toxic for stress tolerant legumes such as T. arvense.

The soil reaction affects the survival and persistence of Rhizo-
bium s.l. bacteria and their nodulation on roots, and therefore also
the ability of legumes to fix aerial N2 (Graham and Vance, 2000;

0367-2530/$ – see front matter © 2012 Elsevier GmbH. All rights reserved.
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Table 1
Fertilizer treatments and amount of nutrients applied in one dressing. Numbers
given in brackets correspond to the total seasonal amount of applied nutrients (two
dressings per season).

Treatment N [kg ha−1] P [kg ha−1] K [kg ha−1]

N1 150 (300) – –
N2 300 (600) – –
P1 – 40 (80) –
P2 – 80 (160) –
K – – 100 (200)
N1P1 150 (300) 40 (80) –
N1P1K 150 (300) 40 (80) 100 (200)
N2P1K 300 (600) 40 (80) 100 (200)
N2P2K 300 (600) 80 (160) 100 (200)
Control – – –

Zahran, 1999). It can be supposed that preference of T. arvense for
acid soils might be connected with low root nodulation rates in
alkaline soils, leading to low ability to acquire enough N for growth.

Soil reaction and nutrient availability can highly affect seed ger-
mination and seedling emergence. Seedlings frequently require a
higher P supply than adult plants, as was recently demonstrated
for Rumex crispus and R. obtusifolius by Křišt’álová et al. (2011).
Higher sensitivity of seedlings than of adult plants to P shortage can
be decisive for their survival, but this has never been investigated
in the case of T. arvense. Further, no flowering of several acidicole
species transplanted on alkaline soil was recorded by Tyler (1996),
but T. arvense was not included in this group of plants.

Using a pot experiment with adding fertilizer to an alkaline soil,
the main aim of this study was to investigate the performance of
the principally acidicole T. arvense under such conditions. Within
this context, we asked how the seedlings emergence, the survival
of plants, the nodulation, the growth of roots, the growth of above-
ground organs and the seed production are affected by different N,
P and K availability in an alkaline soil.

Materials and methods

Design of the experiment

In April 2010, a pot experiment was established in an open-
air vegetation hall in the Crop Research Institute in Prague (Czech
Republic, 50◦5′N; 14◦18′E) with natural rain, temperature and
light conditions. The experiment was completely terminated in
September 2011. Pots were fertilized using a combination of two
levels of N addition (N1 and N2), two levels of P addition (P1 and P2)
and one level of K addition (K). Fertilizers were applied in 2010, but
not in 2011. This resulted in ten different treatments: N1, N2, P1, P2,
K, N1P1, N1P1K, N2P1K, N2P2K and a control without any fertilizer
input (see Table 1 for details). Each treatment was replicated five
times (50 pots in total). The pots were fertilized twice per vegeta-
tion season, on 20 April and 27 July, using the following fertilizers
dissolved in water: ammonium nitrate with lime (NH4NO3 + CaCO3,
containing 27.5% N, 10% Ca), super phosphate (Ca(H2PO4)2 + CaSO4,
8.5% P, 20% Ca, 10% S) and potassium chloride (KCl, 50% K,
47% Cl).

The pot volume was 30 L and the pot surface area was 1963 cm2

(pot diameter 50 cm). Clay soil with the following chemical
properties was used: Ntotal = 614 mg kg−1, KMehlich III = 62 mg kg−1

(low K availability), PMehlich III = 16 mg kg−1 (low P availabil-
ity), MgMehlich III = 422 mg kg−1, CaMehlich III = 6777 mg kg−1 and pH
(H2O) = 9.14. The mean temperature from May to October 2010 was
14.4 ◦C.

Data collection

Seedling emergence
Seeds of T. arvense were collected in August 2009 in Western

Bohemia. The collection sites were low productive grasslands and
roads on sandy soils. Seeds were collected from groups of plants at
four localities and mixed to obtain one representative seed sample.
Twenty plants were selected randomly at each site, taking care not
to favor tall or small plants. The seeds were stored at room temper-
ature, in paper bags in the dark, before start of the experiment.

Fifty seeds of T. arvense were sown into each pot with pre-
fertilized soil on 5th May 2010 and the cumulative number of
seedlings (field emergence) was recorded up to 22nd May as no fur-
ther increase in number of seedlings was recorded after this date.
The depth of sowing was 1 cm and pots were watered if necessary
to maintain optimal growth conditions. Heavy rains occurred from
24th May to 2nd June, so that few only plants survived. Therefore
we are using this experiment only to characterize the germination
success under the different fertilizer treatments. We started there-
after the experiment again, seeding the same amount of seeds on
7th July 2010. The cumulative number of seedlings (field emer-
gence) was then recorded up to 4th August. To be sure that no viable
seeds were present in the soil from the first seeding on 5th May,
we removed the upper 2 cm of the soil before the second seeding
on 7th July.

Number of living plants in October
On 10th October 2010, the number of plants in each pot was

counted and expressed as percentage of the total number of used
seeds (50) per each pot to make obtained values directly compara-
ble with field emergence in May and in August.

Aboveground organs
On 10th October 2010, five individual T. arvense plants per pot

were marked and the following traits of them were recorded: (1)
height of the plants; (2) number of leaves per plant; (3) diameter
of the leaf rosette; (4) length of the terminal leaflet blade; and (5)
length of the leaf petiole.

Underground organs
On 10th October 2010, five plants per pot were carefully

removed from each pot and their underground organs were floated
in water. We selected representative plants in each treatment, tak-
ing care not to select the smallest or, on the other hand, the tallest
plants. If possible, we left several plants in pots to observe their
flowering in the following year, but this was not possible for all
treatments as the number of plants was very small in some treat-
ments. Outlines of the plants were digitalized using the scanner.
Three traits of the root systems were recorded: (1) length of the
taproot; (2) diameter of the root neck and (3) maximal order of
branching. In addition to root characteristics, five traits of nodules
were recorded: (1) the number of nodules per plant; (2) the length
of nodules; (3) the width of nodules; (4) the shape of nodules and
(5) their color. The maximal branching order presented the high-
est developmental branching order in hierarchy of the root system
(Eissenstat et al., 2000; Fitter, 1987; Wells and Eissenstat, 2003).
We therefore refer to roots with no dependent laterals as 1st-order,
roots with a single set of dependent laterals as 2nd-order and so on.
The shape of root nodules was classified according to Corby (1971,
1988) as cylindrical, branched, and fan-like shaped, respectively
(see Fig. 1). We recorded the proportion of plants with presence
of particular nodule shapes from the total number of plants per
treatment. For example, 100% of cylindrical nodules indicate that
cylindrical nodules were recorded on all plants in the particular
treatment. The color of nodules was described as white (inactive),
pink (active) or green (moribund or senescent) and expressed in
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Fig. 1. Classification of nodules into (a) cylindrical, (b) branched and (c) fan-like
shaped. A fan-like nodule is clearly visible in the center and a cylindrical nodule in
the upper right hand corner of the photograph of part of a Trifolium arvense root
system.

percentage relative to that of all plants of a treatment. As nodules
with three colors were also frequently recorded, there was a high
overlap of colors.

Data analysis
One-way ANOVA was used to evaluate the effect of treatment on

all collected data. After obtaining significant results, multiple com-
parisons using Tukey’s HSD test were applied to identify significant
differences between treatments. All analyses were performed using
STATISTICA 7.0 software (Statsoft, Tulsa).

Unconstrained PCA analysis was used to visualize similarity
between individual pots, treatments and relationships between
measured plant traits separately for aboveground and underground
parts of plants. All ordination analyses were performed using the
CANOCO for Windows 4.5 program and ordination diagrams were
constructed by CANODRAW program (Ter Braak and Šmilauer,
2002).

Results

Seedling emergence

The effect of fertilizer treatment on field emergence recorded on
22nd May and 8th August was significant. On 22nd May, the highest
field emergence, 32%, was recorded in P1 followed by P2 treatment
and the lowest emergence, 9%, was recorded in the control. Field
emergence was intermediate in all other treatments (Fig. 2a). From
the second seeding approach, on 8th August the highest field emer-
gence, 42%, was recorded in P2 followed by P1 treatment and the
lowest emergence, 8%, was recorded in the control (Fig. 2b).

Number of living plants three months after seeding

On 10th October, the percentage of living plants related to the
total number of seeds used during the second seeding, ranged from
10% in N2 up to 40% in P1 treatment and the effect of treatment
was significant (Fig. 2c). Taking the number of seedlings on 4th
August as the baseline (100%), the number of plants on 10th October
increased about 22%, 4% and 39% in N2, P1 and control treatments,
respectively. On the other hand, the number of plants decreased
about 3%, 8%, 2%, 2%, 33%, 50% and 28% in N1, P2, K, N1P1, N1P1K,
N2P1K and N2P2K treatments, respectively, in two months after
seedling establishment.

Fig. 2. Effect of different fertilizer treatments on field emergence of Trifolium arvense
recorded in (a) 22nd May and in (b) 8th August and (c) the proportion of living plants
after three months experimental cultivation, related to the total number of initial
seeds in each treatment (second seeding approach). Error bars represent standard
errors of the means (SE). Treatment abbreviations are given in Table 1. F and P values
in the upper right hand corner of each figure represent results of one-way ANOVA.
Using Tukey’s post hoc test, treatments with the same letter were not significantly
different at the 0.05 probability value.

Aboveground organs

Plant height, number of leaves per the plant, diameter of the
rosette, length of the terminal leaflet blade and length of the petiole
were highest in P1 and P2 treatments and lowest in all treatments
with high N application (N2), K treatment and in the control. In
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Fig. 3. Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of aboveground plant traits
of Trifolium arvense raised under different fertilizer treatments (N1, N2, P1, P2, K,
N1P1, N1P1K, N2P1K, N2P2, and Control, see Table 1 for details; 5 separate marks
per code: 5 different pots). Plant traits abbreviations: DiLRo – diameter of the leaf
rosette, HeiPl – height of the plant, LeLe – length of the terminal leaflet blade, LePet
– length of the leaf petiole, NrLea –number of leaves per plant.

all treatments without P application, a violet color indicating P
deficiency was recorded. Photographs of plants in all studied treat-
ments are given in electronic appendices 1, 2 and 3. Differences
between treatments with the highest and the lowest values for
all studied aboveground traits were statistically significant (see
Table 2 for details). Differences among treatments and variabil-
ity among individual pots within one treatment are well visible
from the PCA ordination diagram (Fig. 3). The first axis of the PCA
explained 66.8% and all axes 95.1% of the data variability. Low vari-
ability among individual pots was recorded in control, K, N1P1,
N2P2K and N2P1K treatments as marks for individual pots are
placed close together. High variability among pots was recorded
in N1 and P1 treatments, as one pot in these treatments was highly
distant from the remaining four pots. Three groups of treatments
were recognized according to their position in relation to the first
axis in the ordination diagram. The first group, on the left side of
the diagram, is composed of the control and all treatments with
N2 application, the second group, in the center of the diagram, is
composed of K treatment and all treatments with N1 application,
and the third group, on the right side of the diagram, comprises the
P1 and P2 treatments. Further, all recorded traits were positively
correlated as angles between their vectors are acute in the diagram
and they are directed into the same right side of the diagram. Most
positively correlated with each other was the height of the plant
with the length of the petiole and the number of leaves per plant
with the diameter of the rosette.

No stem elongation, flowering and therefore no seed produc-
tion was recorded in any treatment during the first year of the
experiment. Flowering and seed production was recorded, how-
ever, in several plants which were left in pots after October 2010
and survived the following winter. Flowering and seed production
was recorded only in treatments with P application in 2011. Ta
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Fig. 4. Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of underground plant traits
of Trifolium arvense in ten investigated fertilizer treatments (N1, N2, P1, P2, K, N1P1,
N1P1K, N2P1K, N2P2, and Control, see Table 1 for details; 5 separate marks per code:
5 different pots). Plant traits abbreviations: BraNo – branched shape of nodules,
CylNo – cylindrical shape of nodules, DiRN – diameter of root neck, FanNo – fan-
like shape of nodules, GreNo – green color of nodules, LeNod – length of nodules,
LeTR – length of taproot, MaxOr – maximal order of branching, NrNod – number
of nodules, PinNo – pink color nodules, WhiNo – white color of nodules, WiNod –
width of nodules.

Underground organs

There was no significant effect of treatment on length of the
taproot, which ranged from 5 to 6 cm in control and N2 treatment,
and up to 9 and 12 cm in P2 and P1 treatments, respectively (Table 2,
Electron. Appendix 3). Diameter of the root neck and maximal order
of the branching were significantly affected by the treatment.

The number of nodules per plant ranged from one in N2 treat-
ment up to 13 in P1 and P2 treatments, and the effect of treatment
was significant (Table 2). The length and width of nodules were low
in the control, in K treatment, and in all treatments with N appli-
cation. It was high in P1 and P2 treatments. The effect of treatment
on length and width of nodules was significant (Table 2). Cylindri-
cal nodules were most commonly recorded in all treatments. In N2
and control treatments, only 20% and 40% of plants, respectively,
had nodules and all nodules were cylindrical. A low proportion of
plants with nodules in the control and N2 treatment highly con-
trasted with all plants with nodules in P1, P2 and N1P1 treatments.
Further, only cylindrical nodules were recorded in N1, K, N2P1K and
N2P2K treatments. All three types of nodules (cylindrical, branched
and fan-like shaped) were recorded only in P1 and P2 treatments
(Table 2). Finally, all three colors of nodules were recorded only in
all plants of P1, P2 and N1P1K treatments. The most active nodules,
as indicated by their pink color, were found in treatments N1, P1,
P2, K, N1P1 and N1P1K.

Differences in underground organs among treatments and vari-
ability among individual pots within one treatment are well visible
from the PCA ordination diagram in Fig. 4. The first axis of the PCA
explained 38.5% and all axes 72.6% of the data variability. Similar
to aboveground organs, three groups of treatments can be recog-
nized according to their position in relation to the first ordination
axis. The first group, on the left side of the diagram, is composed
of the control and all treatments with N2 application, the second
group, in the center of the diagram, is composed of K treatment

and all treatments with N1 application, and the third group, on the
right side of the diagram, comprises the P1 and P2 treatments. In
the N1P1 treatment, the negative effects induced by N fertilization
were reduced.

Almost all recorded below-ground traits were positively corre-
lated, as in the diagram angles between their vectors are acute and
directed into the same, right side of the diagram.

Discussion

Seedling emergence

Results of this study indicate poor emergence of T. arvense with-
out any additional supply of nutrients and in the case of high
mineral N supply when sown into an alkaline soil. Addition of min-
eral P without any other nutrients increased field emergence of
T. arvense in comparison with the control three times in the May
cohort and five times in the July cohort. Such a huge increase in
emergence rate after addition of mineral P, together with the vio-
let rather than green color of seedlings in the treatments without P,
indicate strong growth limitation of seedlings by insufficient P sup-
ply in alkaline soils. One of the mechanisms leading to an acidicole
behavior of T. arvense can be therefore traced back to their inability
under a high soil pH to acquire enough P for their growth.

Survival of plants

Small seedlings of T. arvense were highly sensitive to mechani-
cal damage caused by heavy rains, as almost all seedlings died after
heavy rains at the end of May and only several taller plants in P1 and
P2 treatments survived. Therefore the rapid early growth is neces-
sary to escape from the apparently highly sensitive seedling stage
and to survive up to the autumn, but the rapid growth was recorded
only in P1 and P2 treatments. Some seeds seeded in July germinated
with a long delay, since the highest number of plants was recorded
in October rather than in August. Such delay in germination is a
typical feature for legumes with characteristic hard-coat dormancy
(Grime, 2001). The high delay in germination of seeds and emer-
gence of seedlings in the N2 treatment was probably caused by
negative effects of high mineral N supply on seed germination,
as was previously recorded for several other species (Křišt’álová
et al., 2011; Mandák and Pyšek, 2001) and because of P deficiency
in seedlings. High mortality of plants between early August and
October was recorded especially in NPK treatments. This was prob-
ably because of toxic effects of mineral N on T. arvense seedlings, as
the species is usually growing under N poor conditions (Ellenberg
et al., 1992). We can conclude that P limitation of seedling growth
together with high N supply increase mortality of T. arvense in
alkaline soil.

Aboveground organs

In all treatments without P supply, the plants were unable to
continue developing beyond the seedling stage not only after the
first seeding in May, but also after the second seeding in July. This
may have been caused by the strong P limitation. Further, abso-
lutely no flowering was recorded and thus no seeds were produced
in any fertilizer treatment in 2010, but only in treatments with
P application in 2011. This is in accordance with results by Tyler
(1996) for several other acidicole species which could develop
beyond the seedling stage only with additional P supply in alka-
line soil. Flowering and seed production was recorded only in the
second year, indicating the biennial character of the investigated
population. The next explanation of no flowering in the first year
can be long-day character of the species as was recorded for sev-
eral other clover species (Nunes and Ray Smith, 2003). Probably
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late seeding in July prevented flowering as the species can behave
as annual or biannual depending on time of seeding during the veg-
etation season. In other legumes, flowering decreased linearly with
delay of sowing (Karaguzel et al., 2005). Whether this is true also
for T. arvense requires further research.

Addition of P stimulated development of leaves and therefore
positively affected the size of the leaf rosette, overwintering and
flowering, as also showed by Bucciarelli et al. (2006) for Medicago
truncatula. The survival of annual or biennial species is strictly
dependent on sufficient seed production and therefore the posi-
tive effect of P addition on plant size and reproduction is crucial for
successful finishing of the life cycle.

We detect no toxicity of high P supply, although T. arvense is a
species typically growing on P poor soils. It seems that P toxicity
can be recorded only in some legumes (see Pang et al., 2010) and
that this is not a common feature of all legumes developed under
low P availability. Further, no toxicity of high P supply on T. arvense
in an acid soil was recorded by Dodd and Orr (1995).

Underground organs

Fertilizer treatments strongly affected underground organs of T.
arvense. The relatively large root system of plants in P1 and P2 treat-
ments highly contrasted with the poorly developed root systems in
other treatments. Root growth was strongly limited by insufficient
P supply in treatments without P application. The positive effect of
P availability on the size of the root system was also recorded by
other authors for different species (Adams et al., 2002; Dunbabin
et al., 2004; Hill et al., 2006; Lynch and Brown, 2001; Pang et al.,
2010; Raghothama and Karthikeyan, 2005; Svoboda and Haberle,
2006). The most remarkable was the positive effects of P1 and P2
treatments and negative effects of high N application (N2) on nodu-
lation. The positive effect of high P availability and negative effect
of high N availability on nodulation is in accordance with results by
other authors for other legume species (Adams et al., 2002; Brauer
et al., 2002; Li et al., 2011; Roumet et al., 2008). The inability of
T. arvense to acquire enough P in the alkaline soil thus negatively
affected also its N2 fixation via symbiotic bacteria. This is consis-
tent with conclusions by Høgh-Jensen et al. (2002) for T. repens, that
below optimum P supply, there was a decline in N2 fixation.

Increase in P availability affected not only the number of nod-
ules per plant, but also the shape of nodules as their active area.
Therefore also the efficiency to fix N2 increased after P application.
The decrease of nodulation can be the consequence of N fertiliza-
tion, when N acquisition can be realized by uptake of nitrate and
ammonium as well. P availability in the soil is thus responsible
for the development of different amounts and shapes of nodules.
In addition, the P fertilizer used contained sulphur which pro-
motes nodulation (Varin et al., 2010). The application of sulphate
could thus increase whole plant dry mass, root length, and nodule
biomass.

Several shapes of nodules on one plant of T. arvense were rarely
recorded under field conditions with low P availability (Chmelíková
and Hejcman, 2012; Kutschera, 1960). Under field conditions, cylin-
drical nodules absolutely dominated and other shapes of nodules
can probably become developed only under high P supply.

Conclusions

The acidicole behavior of T. arvense is connected with the inabil-
ity of seedlings to acquire enough P during their emergence under
alkaline soil conditions. In all treatments, T. arvense was not able
to flower in the seeding year and flowered only in P treatments in
the second year. This indicates the biennial character of the species
in the case of late seeding and points to a strong P limitation of

flowering and seeds production in plants grown on alkaline soil.
Without P addition, T. arvense was not able to develop beyond the
seedling stage with such a growing substrate. Nodulation was pos-
itively affected by P application and negatively by N application,
indicating high connection between N2 fixation and P supply of
plants. Although T. arvense is a typical species for P-poor soils, it
does not suffer from P toxicity under high P supply.
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Appendix 1. Effect of (a) N1, (b) N2, (c) P1, (d) P2, (e) K and (f) N1P1 treatments on the 
aboveground part of plants photographed on 16th September 2010. Treatment abbreviations 
are given in Table 1. 



Appendix 2. Effect of (a) N1P1K, (b) N2P1K, (c) N2P2K and (d) control treatments on the 
aboveground part of plants photographed on 16th September 2010. Treatment abbreviations 
are given in Table 1. 



Appendix 3. The scanned plants collected in (a) N2, (b) K and (c) P2 treatment on 10th

October 2010. Treatment abbreviations are given in Table 1.
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ABSTRACT

Little is known about the effects of nutrient availability on the growth of Trifolium
medium in alkaline soil. In 2010, a pot experiment (10 N, P and K fertiliser treat-
ments) with seeding of T. medium into alkaline soil was performed and emergence of
seedlings, survival, aboveground and belowground organs were studied. The positive
effects of increased nutrient availability on seedling emergence ranged from 5% in the
control to 17% in the high P treatment. The lowest mortality was in treatments with P
and K supply and the highest in treatments with N supply, due to the sensitivity of
young plants to high N availability. The highest values of most measured aboveground
plant traits were recorded in treatments with simultaneous application of N, P and K.
There were highly positive effects of P supply alone or in combination with N and K
on the development of belowground organs. Taproot length ranged from 11.5 in high
N to 40.2 cm in P treatment. There was a negative effect of N application on nodula-
tion, especially in N treatments, where growth of T. medium was limited by insuffi-
cient P supply. The number of nodules per plant ranged from 0.8 to 4.5 in the high N
and P treatments. As demonstrated in this study, T. medium is a potentially suitable
legume for alkaline soils. It requires a relatively high P and K supply as well as moder-
ate mineral N supply to achieve its maximum growth potential.

INTRODUCTION

Trifolium medium L. (zigzag clover) is a perennial species with
flexuous stems up to 50-cm tall, and extensive slender rhi-
zomes, with leaflets commonly 15–40-mm long and petioles up
to 8-cm long (Fitter & Peat 1994; Klime#sov!a & de Bello 2009;
Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012a). T. medium is a typical ecoton-
al species at the border between tall shrub vegetation and
grasslands in Central Europe (Chytr!y 2007). The life strategy
(sensu Grime 2001) is intermediate between SC (stress-tolerant
combined with competitor strategy) and CSR (competitor
combined with stress-tolerant and ruderal strategy; Hermy
et al. 1999). According to Ellenberg et al. (1992), T. medium
prefers sun-exposed sites without any specific requirements for
soil pH, with low or intermediate nutrient availability and an
Ellenberg indicator value for nutrients of 3. T. medium has
been frequently studied in Australia, particularly because of its
potential use for forage production on alkaline soils (Cocks
2001; Dear et al. 2007; Suriyagoda et al. 2011).

Legumes are well known for their high P and K demand, and
low mineral N requirement (Honsov!a et al. 2007; Pavl$u et al.
2012). The symbiotic relationship of Rhizobium bacteria and
legumes enables them to fix N2 from the air, which is inaccessi-
ble to many other species (Garg & Geetanjali 2007; Nov!ak
2010). Nitrogen fixation makes legumes highly competitive,
especially in environments where plant growth is limited by N
availability. Legumes require a relatively high P supply as P

availability directly affects N2 fixation and therefore plant
growth (Hellsten & Huss-Danell 2001). Generally, the P
requirements of nodulating legumes are higher than those of
non-nodulating crops, and the maintenance of adequate P
availability in the soil is therefore highly important for high
biomass production (Giller & Cadisch 1995; Rochon et al.
2004; Erkovan et al. 2010; Li et al. 2011). In addition to a rela-
tively high P requirement, legumes are also known for their
high K, S and Zn requirements (Grewal 2010). An increase in
soil pH above neutral is connected with reduced uptake of P,
Al, Zn, Cu, Mn and Fe, and with an increased uptake of Ca and
Mg in many plant species (Fageria et al. 1995; Moreira & Fage-
ria 2010). In addition, decreased K uptake on alkaline soils can
be related to antagonistic effects of Ca and Mg (Fageria et al.
1995).
Legumes express a wide array of phenotypic traits that

improve adaptation to low nutrient availability. Their root
system responds markedly more than aboveground organs to
different N and P availability in the soil (Johnson & Biondini
2001). Under low nutrient availability, legumes increase bio-
mass allocation to roots, increase the density of the root system
and root hairs, create cluster roots or employ mycorrhizas
(Adams et al. 2002; Denton et al. 2006; Sheokand et al. 2009;
Pang et al. 2010; Suriyagoda et al. 2010; Wrage et al. 2010).
Most leguminous species require a neutral or slightly acid soil
pH, especially when they depend on symbiotic N2 fixation
(Bordeleau & Prevost 1994). For example, optimal soil pH for
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alfalfa is pH (CaCl2) 5.4 (Moreira & Fageria 2010). According
to Bordeleau & Prevost (1994), soils with a pH (CaCl2) <4.0 or
>8.0 are toxic for many legume species and reduce nodulation.
In acid and alkaline soils, low P mobility is frequently observed
(Baligar 1987). Dodd & Orr (1995), for example, reported P
limitation of growth in 18 annual legume species in acid soil.
Although the nutrient requirements of many legume species

have been widely studied, little is known concerning the effect
of nutrient availability on emergence, nodulation and growth
of above- and belowground organs of T. medium. Using a pot
fertiliser experiment, our aim was to answer the following
questions: (i) how is emergence, seedling survival, growth of
above- and belowground organs and nodulation of T. medium
affected by N, P and K availability in alkaline soil; and (ii) is it
possible to grow T. medium as an alternative legume on
strongly alkaline soils (typical for karst areas in the Czech
Republic)?

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Experiment description

In April 2010, a pot experiment was established in an open-air
vegetation hall in the Crop Research Institute at Prague (Czech
Republic, 50°5′ N, 14°18′ E) with natural rain, temperature
and light conditions. The experiment was terminated in Octo-
ber 2010 because the plants were removed for analysis of
belowground organs. In the pot fertiliser experiment, a combi-
nation of two levels of N addition (N1 and N2), two levels of P
(P1 and P2) and one level of K (K) addition were used. This
resulted in 10 investigated treatments: N1, N2, P1, P2, K,
N1P1, N1P1K, N2P1K, N2P2K and a control with no fertiliser
input (see Table 1 for details). Each treatment was replicated
five times (50 pots in total). The pots were fertilised twice per
vegetative season, on 20 April and 27 July, using the following
fertilisers dissolved in water: ammonium nitrate with lime
(NH4NO3 + CaCO3, containing 27.5% N, 10% Ca), super
phosphate (Ca(H2PO4)2 + CaSO4, 8.5% P, 20% Ca, 10% S)
and potassium chloride (KCl, 50% K, 47% Cl). The pot volume
was 30 l and the pot surface area was 1963 cm2 (pot diameter:
50 cm). Natural soil rich in CaCO3 was used. The soil had the
following chemical properties: Ntotal = 614 mg!kg"1, KMehlich

III = 62 mg!kg"1 (low K availability), PMehlich III = 16 mg!kg"1

(low P availability), MgMehlich III = 422 mg!kg"1, CaMehlich

III = 6777 mg!kg"1 and pH (H2O) = 9.14. The mean tempera-
ture from May to October 2010 was 14.4 °C.

Seeds of T. medium were obtained from the Research Insti-
tute for Fodder Crops, Troubsko, and mother plants used for
seed production were collected around Brno town. The seeds
were stored at room temperature in paper bags in the dark
before the start of the experiment. Fifty seeds of T. medium
were sown in each pot with pre-fertilised soil on 5 May 2010.
The depth of sowing was 1 cm and pots were watered when
necessary, to maintain optimal growth conditions during the
whole vegetative season.

Seedling emergence

The cumulative number of seedlings (seedling emergence)
was recorded up to 22 May, as no further increase in seedling
number was recorded after this date.

Number of living plants

The number of living plants was counted in each pot on 21
July, 4 August and 10 October 2010 and expressed as the
proportion (percentage) of living plants from the total number
of seeds (50) sown per pot. This proportion ensured that the
number of plants was directly comparable with seedling emer-
gence recorded in May.

Aboveground organs

On 10 October 2010, the following plant traits were recorded
for individual plants of T. medium in each pot: (i) plant height;
(ii) number of inflorescences; (iii) length of leaf petiole; (iv)
length of terminal leaflet; (v) number of stems; (vi) number of
leaves per stem; and (vii) number of leaves per plant.

Belowground organs

On 10 October 2010, each plant was carefully removed from
each pot and belowground organs were floated in water. Repre-
sentative plants in each treatment were selected, taking care not
to select the smallest or tallest plants. Whole plants were indi-
vidually digitised using a scanner. Three traits of the root
system were recorded: (i) length of the taproot; (ii) diameter of
the root neck; and (iii) maximum order of branching. In addi-
tion to root characteristics, five traits of nodules were recorded:
(i) number of nodules per plant; (ii) width of nodules; (iii)
length of nodules; (iv) nodule colour; and (v) nodule shape.
The maximum order of branching showed the position of a
root within the branched hierarchy of the root system (Eissen-
stat et al. 2000; Wells & Eissenstat 2003). Nodule colour was
described as white, pink or green. The proportion of plants
with different-coloured nodules was recorded. For example,
100% white nodules indicated that white nodules were found
in all plants in a particular treatment. As plants with nodules of
all three colours were also frequently recorded, there was a high
overlap of colours. The shape of root nodules was classified
according to Corby (1971, 1988) as cylindrical or fan-shaped.
The proportion of plants with particular nodule shapes from
the total number of plants per treatment was recorded. For
example, 100% cylindrical nodules indicated that cylindrical
nodules were recorded on all plants in a particular treatment.

Table 1. Fertiliser treatments and amount of nutrients applied in one dress-

ing. Numbers in parentheses correspond to the total seasonal amount of

applied nutrients (two dressings together).

treatment N (kg!ha"1) P (kg!ha"1) K (kg!ha"1)

N1 150 (300) – –

N2 300 (600) – –

P1 – 40 (80) –

P2 – 80 (160) –

K – – 100 (200)

N1P1 150 (300) 40 (80) –

N1P1K 150 (300) 40 (80) 100 (200)

N2P1K 300 (600) 40 (80) 100 (200)

N2P2K 300 (600) 80 (160) 100 (200)

control – – –

Plant Biology © 2013 German Botanical Society and The Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands2
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Statistical analysis

One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to evaluate the
effect of treatment on all collected data. After obtaining signifi-
cant results, multiple comparisons using Tukey’s HSD test were
applied, to identify significant differences between treatments.
All analyses were performed using STATISTICA version 7.0 (Stat-
soft, Tulsa, OK, USA). Unconstrained principal components
analysis (PCA) was used to visualise similarity between individ-
ual pots, treatments and relationships between measured plant
traits separately for aboveground and belowground parts. All
ordination analyses were performed using CANOCO for Windows
version 4.5 and ordination diagrams were constructed with the
CANODRAW (ter Braak & #Smilauer 2002).

RESULTS

Seedling emergence

The effect of fertiliser treatment on seedling emergence
recorded on 22 May was significant (Fig. 1a). The highest seed-
ling emergence (17%) was recorded in the P2 treatment,

followed by the N1 treatment with 16% emergence. The lowest
emergence of 6% and 5% was recorded in the N2 treatment
and the control, respectively. Emergence in all other treatments
was intermediate between these values.

Number of living plants in July, August and October

On 21 July, the proportion of living plants from the total
number of seeds sown ranged from 5.6% in the N2 treatment
to 13.6% in the K treatment, and the effect of treatment was
significant (Fig. 1b). On 4 August (Fig. 1c) and 10 October
(Fig. 1d), the plant number decreased and the highest propor-
tion of living plants was recorded in the P1 (9.6% and 10.4%)
and K (10.4% and 10%) treatments. The lowest proportion of
living plants was in the N2 (1.6% and 1.2%), N2P1K (2.4%
and 1.2%) and N2P2K (3.2% and 2.8%) treatments.

Aboveground organs

The effect of treatment on all investigated aboveground traits
of plants was significant (Table 2). Generally, the size of plants
increased in the order N2, K, control, P1, N1, N1P1, P2,

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 1. Effect of investigated fertiliser treatments on (a) seedling emergence of Trifolium medium recorded on 22 May, and the proportion of living plants from

the total number of seeds sown in each treatment (b) on 21 July, before the second fertilisation, (c) on 4 August, after the second fertilisation and (d) on 10

October. All four (a, b, c and d) figures have the same units and the range of axes and are thus directly comparable. Error bars represent SE of the mean. Treat-

ment abbreviations are given in Table 1. F and P values in the upper right corner of each figure represent results of one-way ANOVA. Using Tukey’s post-hoc test,

treatments with the same letter were not significantly different at P = 0.05.
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N2P1K, N2P2K and N1P1K treatments. Scanned whole plants
and photographs of plants in all studied treatments are pro-
vided in Figs 2, 3 and 4. Plant height ranged from <6 cm in N2
and K treatments and the control, to >20 cm in N2P2K and
N1P1K treatments. No inflorescences were recorded in N2 and
N1P1 treatments or in the control, however >1 inflorescence
per plant was recorded in the N1P1K treatment.

Leaf petioles and terminal leaflets <1-cm long were recorded
in the N2 treatment and petioles and leaflets >3 cm were
recorded in N2P2K, N2P1K and N1P1K treatments. The
number of stems per plant ranged from one in N2 to four in
N1P1K treatment. The number of leaves per stem ranged from
4.3 in N2 to 19.6 in the N2P2K treatment. The number of
leaves per plant ranged from 4.3 in N2 to 67.6 in the N1P1K
treatment. Differences among treatments and variability
among individual plants within a treatment are clearly visible
from the PCA ordination (Fig. 5). The first axis of the PCA
explained 70.1% of the variation, and all axes together
accounted for 95.5% of data variability.

Belowground organs

With the exception of nodule width and proportion of fan-like
nodules, the effect of treatment was significant for all other
investigated traits of belowground organs (Table 2). Taproot
length ranged from 11.5 to 40.2 cm in N2 and P1 treatments
(Fig. 2), respectively. The maximum diameter of the root neck
ranged from 0.2 cm in N2 to 0.72 cm in P1 treatment, followed
by 0.7 cm in P2, N1P1K, N2P1K and N2P2K treatments. The
maximum order of branching ranged from 2.3 in N2 to 3.9 in
P1 treatment. The number of nodules per plant ranged from
0.8 in N1 and N2 treatments to 4.5 in P2 treatment. Nodule
width ranged from 0.5 to 1.7 mm in N2 and P1 treatment,
respectively. Nodule length ranged from 0.8 mm in N2 to
3.8 mm in K and P1 treatments. Except for N2 and N1P1
treatments, nodules of all three colours were recorded in all
treatments. Cylindrical nodules were more common in all
treatments. In N1P1 and N1 treatments, nodules were only
recorded in 14% and 17%, respectively, of plants and all
nodules were cylindrical.

Differences in belowground organs among treatments and
variability among individual plants within a treatment are

clearly visible from the PCA ordination (Fig. 6). The first axis
of the PCA explained 30.6% of the variation and all axes
together explained 66.3% of data variability. P2 and P1 treat-
ments are clearly separated from all other treatments on the left
of the diagram. Treatments with a combination of all nutrients
(N1P1K, N2P1K and N2P2K) and the control are located in
the centre.

DISCUSSION

Seedling emergence

The number of seedlings indicated poor emergence of
T. medium in treatments without any additional supply of
nutrients or with a high N supply and no other nutrients (N2
treatment) in alkaline soil. In acid soils, Woodman et al.
(1998) recorded a negative effect of N fertiliser application on
seedling emergence of several legume species. In the current
study, either no effect or a positive effect of increased nutrient
availability on seedling emergence was recorded. This might be
related to low nutrient availability in the used soil and there-
fore to a stimulating effect of increased nutrient supply on early
growth of seedlings. A similar positive effect of increased nutri-
ent availability on emergence was recorded in the same soil for
T. arvense L. (Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012b). This contradicts
results for several other species in which a high N supply
reduced germination (Atriplex spp. Mand!ak & Py#sek 2001) or
seedling emergence (Rumex obtusifolius L. and R. crispus L.;
K#r!ı#s#t!alov!a et al. 2011).
Emergence was only partly stimulated by P supply, substan-

tially less than for T. arvense (Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012b),
R. obtusifolius and R. crispus (K#r!ı#s#t!alov!a et al. 2011), indicating
that emergence of T. medium is less affected by nutrient avail-
ability than in the species with smaller seeds. Seed size, there-
fore, appears to play an important role in the response of
seedling emergence to nutrient availability in the soil. Further-
more, some control seeds germinated with a relatively long
delay, as the proportion of living plants on 21 July was higher
than on 22 May. A delay in seed germination in the control
might be due to slower breaking of the seed coat than in other
treatments, as a hard seed coat (physical dormancy) is a typical
feature of Fabaceae (Baskin et al. 2000).

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 2. Scanned plants collected in (a) N2, (b) P2 and (c)

K treatments on 10 October 2010. Treatment abbrevia-

tions are given in Table 1.
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Number of living plants in July, August and October

There was a notably decrease in the number of living plants in
treatments with N application between 21 July and 4 August.
This was because of the high negative effect of a second N
application performed 27 July on individual plants. Following
this application, plants in treatments with high N addition
withered. This indicates a negative effect of high N supply,
especially NH4

+, on legumes and is consistent with previous
results for T. arvense (Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012b) and
T. pratense (Neuberg et al. 2011). Legumes are generally sub-
stantially more sensitive to high mineral N supply than grasses,
and therefore intensive N fertiliser supply reduces the propor-
tion of legumes and benefits grasses in plant communities
(Hogh-Jensen & Schjoerring 1997; Britto et al. 2001; Honsov!a
et al. 2007; Liebisch et al. 2013).
The highest survival of plants in P1 and K treatments indi-

cates a positive effect of improved P and K supply on plant

survival. An improved K supply generally increases plant resis-
tance to environmental stress (Zahran 1999). A positive effect
of P and K application to T. medium seedlings is consistent
with results for T. pratense and T. repens, which responded
highly positively to P and K application in grassland fertiliser
experiments (Honsov!a et al. 2007; Pavl$u et al. 2012; Liebisch
et al. 2013). The high P and K requirements of T. medium are
thus in agreement with the generally high P and K require-
ments of other grassland legumes.

Aboveground organs

Plant traits with the highest values were recorded in treatments
after application of all the tested nutrients. Many studies have
demonstrated a positive effect of increased P supply on
legumes (Fageria et al. 1995; Cruz et al. 1997; Patreze & Corde-
iro 2005; Bucciarelli et al. 2006; Erkovan et al. 2010; Pang et al.
2010; Suriyagoda et al. 2011). A positive effect of P supply on

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 3. Effect of (a) N1, (b) N2, (c) P1, (d) P2, (e) K and

(f) N1P1 treatments on aboveground part of plants pho-

tographed on 16 September 2010 (in a 50-cm diameter

and 30 l volume pot). Treatment abbreviations are given

in Table 1.

Plant Biology © 2013 German Botanical Society and The Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands6

Effects of nutrient availability on T. medium in alkaline soil Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman



growth of aboveground organs was also observed here, but was
most positive when P was applied simultaneously with N and
K, supporting the findings of Zhao et al. (2007). Gates & Wil-
son (1974) found little effect of K application on aboveground
biomass. The tallest plants were in the N1P1K (25.7 cm) and
N2P2K (23.2 cm) treatments, indicating relatively high nutri-
ent requirements of T. medium not only for P and K, but also

for N. On permanent pasture, Ates (2011) observed substan-
tially taller (65.5 cm) plants of T. medium than recorded in
the current study. Smaller plants in the current experiment
were probably related to the short (1 year) duration of the

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 4. Effect of (a) N1P1K, (b) N2P1K, (c) N2P2K and

(d) control treatments on aboveground plant parts pho-

tographed on 16 September 2010 (in a 50-cm diameter

and 30 l volume pot). Treatment abbreviations are given

in Table 1.

Fig. 5. Ordination diagram showing results of PCA of aboveground plant

traits of T. medium in 10 investigated fertiliser treatments (N1, N2, P1, P2,

K, N1P1, N1P1K, N2P1K, N2P2 and control, see Table 1 for details). Plant

trait abbreviations: HeiPl – Height of plant, LeLe – length of terminal leaflet,

LePet – length of leaf petiole, NrInflo – number of inflorescences, NrLPl –

number of leaves per plant, NrLSt – number of leaves per stem.

Fig. 6. Ordination diagram showing results of PCA of belowground plant

traits of T. medium in 10 investigated fertiliser treatments (N1, N2, P1, P2,

K, N1P1, N1P1K, N2P1K, N2P2 and control, see Table 1 for details). Plant

trait abbreviations: CylNo – cylindrical nodules, DiRN – diameter of root

neck, FanNo – fan-shaped nodules, GreNo – green nodules, LeNod – length

of nodules, LeTR – length of taproot, MaxOr –maximum order of branching,

NrNod – number of nodules, PinNo – pink nodules, WhiNo – white nodules,

WiNod – width of nodules.
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experiment, as T. medium is a perennial species and thus
requires several years to achieve its growth potential.
The tall plants of T. medium in the N2P2K treatment applied

here contrast with very small plants of T. arvense found in
another N2P2K treatment (Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012b).
This indicates substantially higher N requirement of T. medium
than T. arvense and clearly reflects their Ellenberg indicator
values for nutrients of 1 for T. arvense and 3 for T. medium
(Ellenberg et al. 1992). Although T. medium is able to fix N2

via symbiotic bacteria, there is a tendency for it to obtain more
mineral N directly from the soil solution when this is available.
There were no inflorescences in N2 and N1P1 treatments or

in the control. The positive effect of P addition on flowering
was not as large as in the studies of Mabapa et al. (2010) and
Kumar (2011) with different legume species. In perennial species
such as T. medium, a highly positive effect of P addition on flow-
ering is usually observed in the second and subsequent years, but
not in the first seeding year. A positive effect of P supply on
length of the terminal leaflets and petioles is consistent with the
results of Bucciarelli et al. (2006) and Yahiya et al. (1995).
The highest number of stems (four) and highest number of

leaves per stem were observed after N1P1K treatment. This is
in agreement with results for T. medium in pasture vegetation
with soil pH 5.9 (Ates 2011). Berg et al. (2009) reported similar
results for Medicago sativa, where addition of P increased for-
age yield by enhancing biomass per stem. In the current study,
the number of stems was low in N2 and K treatments without
simultaneous P application, indicating the high P requirement
of T. medium and that P was a growth-limiting nutrient that
directly affects development of different organs.

Underground organs

There was a highly positive effect of P supply on development
of underground organs, as also observed following application
of all nutrients (N1P1K, N2P1K and N2P2K treatments). There
was a negative effect of N application on nodulation, especially
in the N1 and N2 treatments, where growth of T. medium was
limited by insufficient P supply.
The longest taproots of T. medium were recorded in treat-

ments with P, in agreement with results for M. sativa (Baligar
1987). Application of N considerably reduced rooting depth, as
also described in Svoboda & Haberle (2006) for Triticum
aestivum L. under field conditions. There was an increase in

diameter of the root neck in T. medium after P treatments and
in all treatments with N, P and K application (N1P1K, N2P1K
and N2P2K), as also found in experiments of Wahl et al.
(2001) for non-legume species and Pang et al. (2010) for
legume species. This positive effect of high P supply on root
diameter is consistent with results of Hill et al. (2006) for other
legume species. The maximum order of branching was found
in treatments P1, K and P2, and the minimum in the N2 treat-
ment. Simultaneous N and P application increased root
branching similar to the study of Forde & Lorenzo (2001).

The most positive effects of P1 and P2 treatments and nega-
tive effects of high N application without other nutrients (N1
and N2 treatments) affected nodulation. A positive effect of P
and negative effect of N application on nodulation in legumes
is consistent with results of many authors for different legume
species (Adams et al. 2002; Brauer et al. 2002; Roumet et al.
2008; Li et al. 2011; Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012b). In general,
the degree of nodule inhibition after N application depended
on the P level, as described in Gates & Wilson (1974) for Stylo-
santhes humulis, where combinations of N and P application
stimulated successful nodulation in contrast to separate N
application.

CONCLUSIONS

As demonstrated in this study, T. medium is potentially a suit-
able legume species for growth in alkaline soils. It requires a
relatively high P and K supply as well as additional mineral N
supply to achieve maximum growth potential. The mineral N
requirements are substantially higher than for T. arvense
planted in the same soil (Chmel!ıkov!a & Hejcman 2012b). Only
moderate N supply on soils containing sufficient P and K will
benefit growth. High availability of mineral N under low P and
K supply can cause high mortality of seedlings, decrease growth
rate of aboveground and belowground organs and also decrease
the number of nodules per plant.
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Seasonal development of biomass yield in grass-legume mixtures on 
different soils and development of above- and below-ground organs of 
Medicago sativa

Abstract 

Grass-legume mixtures are suitable for crop rotations under organic 

farming. Little attention has been paid to seasonal development of 

mixtures with alfalfa under field conditions. We investigated the effects of 

site and cut on herbage and below-ground biomass yields and on above- 

and below-ground traits of Medicago sativa. Six sites in southern 

Germany with alfalfa in mixtures were monitored during the year 2011. 

Dry matter herbage yield ranged from 9 to 16 t ha-1. The proportion of the 

first, second and third cuts within the total herbage yield was 45, 36 and 

19%. The below-ground biomass in the upper 30 cm soil layer ranged 

from 1.7 to 3.8 t ha-1.There was no seasonal trend. Diameter of the root 

neck and maximum order of branching of alfalfa increased during the 

season. The number of nodules per plant decreased from 9.5–17.0 in May 

to 7.5–13.0 in August. By the last cut, roots with larger diameter created 

smaller nodules. More branched roots created more nodules independent 

of their shape. Thinner roots had more active nodules. Plant height, 

number of stems and inflorescences per plant were higher in July and 

August than in May. Mixtures are recommended due to their positive 

effects. 

Keywords: alfalfa; lucerne; nodulation; root traits 

Introduction 

Alfalfa (syn. lucerne) is one of the most important forage legumes. It is 

adaptable to a wide range of environments and provides a high forage yield of good 

quality (El-Din & Assaeed 1995; Berg et al. 2007; Grewal 2010; Moreira & Fagaria 

2010). Alfalfa can be planted in monocultures or in grass-legume mixtures, where it 
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increases organic matter content in the soil and also substantially increases N 

availability via its symbiotic relationship with Rhizobium s.l. bacteria. Perennial forage 

legumes such as alfalfa take a higher proportion of their N from fixation of gaseous N2 

when intercropped with grasses than planted in monocultures. Therefore the use of 

grass-legume mixtures can result in higher N2 fixation compared to legume 

monocultures (Loiseau et al. 2001; Carlsson & Huss-Danell 2003; Nyfeler et al. 2011). 

Mixtures can thus produce higher herbage yields than the best monocultures and this is 

called the “overyielding” effect (Halling et al. 2002; Høgh-Jensen & Schjørring 1997; 

Gierus et al. 2012; Fin et al. 2013). Hence, mixtures play a pivotal role in contributing 

to the soil nitrogen balance for example in organic farming. In such farming systems 

maximising the amount of N fixed by plants and retained within the soil is of paramount 

importance for the yield of the following crop (Hatch 2007). 

Root traits are important, because of their close relationship to herbage yield, as 

the below-ground organs predetermine the production of above-ground organs (Lamb et 

al. 2000; Annicchiarico 2007). Root traits are heritable. However, they are plastic, to 

cope with variable soil conditions such as water and nutrient availability (Briggs & 

Walter 1997; Sultan 2000; Hodge 2004; Šmilauerová & Šmilauer 2010). Roots 

continually emerge, age, and die throughout the vegetation season at rates that differ 

among subsets of the root population and change in response to seasonal and 

environmental factors (Hendrick & Pregitzer 1993; Reid et al. 1993; Forbes et al. 1997; 

Ruess et al. 1998; Majdi 2001). 

Nodulation, which is the colonisation of roots by symbiotic bacteria and the 

precondition for N fixation, is highly affected by site conditions such as salinity, soil 

pH, nutrient availability, moisture and temperature (Athar & Johnson 1996; Zahran 

1998; Li et al. 2012). For example, a positive effect of high P and a negative effect of 

high N availability on nodulation were recorded for many legume species (Brauer et al. 

2002; Svoboda & Haberle 2006; Roumet et al. 2008; Li et al. 2011). In addition, Shaw 

et al. (1966) observed a positive effect of molybdenum availability on the number and 

weight of nodules. Nodulation is also affected by various biotic factors, such as the 

presence of rhizobia, mycorrhizal fungi, the intensity of photosynthesis and the 

occurrence of pathogens (Zahran 1998; Guo et al. 2010). According to Corby (1988) 

nodule shape is associated with legume taxonomy and can be species- or tribe-specific. 

Cylindrical elongated or fan-like nodules are characteristic for the genus Medicago
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(Zahran 1998; Chmelíková & Hejcman 2012a). The colour of nodules is a reliable 

indicator of nodule activity: young and inactive nodules are white; active nodules are 

pink; moribund or senescent nodules are green, and brown nodules are inactive (Pate & 

Dart 1961; Swaraj & Bishnoi 1996). 

Previous studies (Lamb et al. 2000; Glab 2008; Aranjuelo et al. 2011; Neumann 

et al. 2011; Testa et al. 2011) have investigated morphological traits of alfalfa roots 

particularly in monocultures. However, little attention has been paid to nodulation or the 

seasonal development of nodules if alfalfa is grown in mixtures with other legumes and 

grasses. The aim of this study was therefore to investigate the seasonal development of 

root and nodule traits of alfalfa in grass-legume mixtures under field conditions of 

organic farming. We asked the following research questions: (i) how is the herbage 

yield and yield of below-ground organs of the grass-legume mixture affected by the 

locality and time within the vegetation season? (ii) how are the diameter of the root 

neck, maximum order of branching and nodule traits of alfalfa affected by locality and 

time? (iii) how are the above-ground plant traits of alfalfa affected by locality and time? 

(iv) how is the nodule variability in alfalfa affected by locality and time? 

Materials and Methods 

Study area 

All data were collected at six sites (D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3) on organic 

experimental farms in southern Bavaria (Germany) in the surroundings of Freising 

(48 24'N, 11 45'O). The altitude of the collection sites (see Table 1 for the description of 

sites) ranged from 450 to 480 m a.s.l., the mean annual precipitation from 780 to 800 

mm and mean annual temperature from 7.8 to 8.4°C. The sites differed in soil 

conditions, but the climatic conditions (mean annual temperature and precipitation) 

among sites were uniform due to their spatial proximity. At each experimental site all 

data were collected in four sampling plots each 10 × 10 m in size. Sample plots were 

selected in a way to avoid areas with visibly low or high plant density to have a roughly 

even plant density in all plots. A standard drill technique was used for seeding. Intra-

row and inter-row spacing was 12.5 cm. Seeded grass-legume mixtures were 

homogeneous at all sites and were composed of Medicago sativa variety Eugenia (4 kg 
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ha-1), Trifolium pratense (5 kg ha-1), T. repens (2 kg ha-1), Dactylis glomerata (1 kg ha-

1), Festuca rubra (1 kg ha-1), F. pratensis (8 kg ha-1), and Phleum pratense (4 kg ha-1). 

Grass-legume mixtures were established at all sites in 2010, one year before data 

collection. The exception was the D1 site, where the mixture was established in 2009 

and all data were collected in the second year of vegetation. The site D1 is not 

compared with the other sites because the effect of plant age and the effect of site 

cannot be separated. Nevertheless, the data from the site D1 was collected in the same 

way as for the other sites and serve only informatively. 

Data collection 

Herbage and below-ground organ yield of the grass-legume mixture 

Cuts at all sites were performed at the end of May, the beginning of July and at 

the end of August, according to agronomic requirements and at similar developmental 

stages. Fresh biomass was measured by cutting the sward mechanically in the central 

area of each sampling plot (1.8 m × 9.0 m per sample) at a height of about 2 cm. Sub-

samples of 0.5 kg were then taken from the cut material and oven-dried at 60°C for 48 h 

to determine the dry-matter content and herbage yield. 

On the day of each cut, soil monoliths 15 cm deep and 7 cm in diameter were 

collected for the determination of below-ground organ biomass in each sampling plot. 

Two monoliths (0–15 and 15–30 cm), one from the inter-row space and one from the 

intra-row space, were collected with an auger. The samples were temporarily stored at -

18°C before root separation and counting. Samples were separated using a 0.5 mm 

mesh sieve. Residues were cleaned with water and then roots were drained in a 

hydraulic sieving-centrifugation device. Finally, to prevent mould contamination, roots 

were hand-cleaned from organic debris and immersed in 10% (v/v) ethanol solution. 

Below-ground organs of alfalfa 

On each day of cutting, five alfalfa plants were selected haphazardly in each 

sampling plot, taking care not to favour tall or small plants. The monolith method was 

used to collect the five individual plants (Böhm 1979). The soil monolith measuring 30 



6 

× 30 × 30 cm beneath the plant was dug up and washed carefully with water to extract 

the below-ground organs of the plants from the soil. Subsequently, each whole plant 

was digitised using a scanner (Brother MFC-6890CDW). 

Two traits of the root systems were recorded: 1) diameter of the root neck and 2) 

maximum order of branching. In addition to root characteristics, four traits of nodules 

were recorded: 1) the number of nodules per plant; 2) the size of nodules; 3) the shape 

of nodules and 4) the nodule colour. The maximum branching order reflected the 

highest developmental branching order in the hierarchy of the root system (Fitter 1987; 

Eissenstat et al. 2000; Wells & Eissenstat 2003). We therefore refer to roots with no 

dependent laterals as first order, roots with a single set of dependent laterals as second 

order, and so on. The shape of root nodules was classified according to Corby (1971; 

1988) as cylindrical or branched. We recorded the proportion of plants with the 

presence of particular nodule shapes from the total number of plants per sampling plot. 

For example, 100% cylindrical nodules indicated that cylindrical nodules were recorded 

on all plants in the particular replicate. The colour of nodules was described as pink 

(active), green (senescent) or brown (moribund) and was expressed as a percentage 

relative to that of all plants within a treatment. As nodules with two colours were also 

frequently recorded, there was a high overlap of colours. 

Above-ground organs of alfalfa 

The above-ground organs were measured at the same five alfalfa plants and 

were evaluated with roots simultaneously. Five traits of above-ground organs were 

recorded: 1) plant height – distance between root neck and the tallest point of the 

plant; 2) the number of stems per plant; 3) the length of the longest terminal leaflet; 

4) the length of the longest leaf petiole and 5) the number of inflorescences per 

plants. 

Soil properties 

Soil samples were taken in August 2011. In each sampling plot a pooled sample 

was taken from 0 to 30 cm depth after removing plant residues and roots. Results were 

averaged to form one representative measure for each site. The soil samples were dried 
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and sieved to 2 mm. All analyses were conducted in accordance with standardised 

methods of the Association of German Agricultural Analytical and Research Institutes 

(VDLUFA 1991). Details concerning soil properties at each site together with analytical 

methods are given in Table 1.

Data analysis 

One-way ANOVA was used to evaluate the effects of site and cut on all 

collected data. After obtaining significant results, multiple comparisons using Tukey’s 

HSD test were applied, to identify significant differences among sites and among cuts. 

The analyses were based on the values of all measured traits for individual plants. All 

analyses were performed using STATISTICA 7.0 software (Statsoft, Tulsa). The values 

of individual yields and plant traits (with exceptions of nodule traits) were compared 

among five sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, V3). The nodule traits were compared for all sites.  

Principal component analysis (PCA) was used to detect trends in the 

development of above- and below-ground organs during the vegetative season on five 

sites. Unconstrained PCA analysis was used to visualise similarity between individual 

plants of five sites, sites and cuts. The relation was visualised separately for above- and 

below-ground organs of all sites (D1 included). All analyses were performed using the 

CANOCO for Windows 4.5 program and results of the analyses were visualised in the 

form of ordination diagrams constructed by CANODRAW program (ter Braak & 

Šmilauer 2002). 

Results 

Herbage and below-ground organ yield of the grass-legume mixture 

The herbage yield over all three cuts was significantly affected by site and 

ranged from 8 to 12 t ha-1 at D1 and V1 sites, respectively (for details see Table 2). The 

effect of site on herbage yield of the first cut was not significant, but was significant for 

the second and third cuts. In addition, the herbage yield was significantly affected by 

cut at all sites. The proportion of the first, second and third cuts on the total herbage 

yield over all sites was 45, 36 and 19%, respectively (Table 2). 
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The biomass of below-ground organs was not significantly affected by site or by 

time. In the upper 30 cm of the soil, the dry matter biomass of below-ground organs 

ranged from 1.7 to 3.8 t ha-1 in the first cut, from 1.3 to 2.4 t ha-1 in the second cut and 

from 1.7 to 2.8 t ha-1 in the third cut (Table 2). 

Below-ground organs of alfalfa 

The diameter of the root neck, maximum branching order, the number of 

nodules per plant, nodule size, and the proportion of cylindrical, branched, pink and 

green nodules were significantly affected by the site. There was no significant effect of 

site on brown nodules in May. The significant effect of cut on nodule size and on the 

proportion of pink and green nodules was recorded at all sites (see Table 3 for details). 

The largest root diameter was recorded at the S2 site in July. The most branched 

nodules were recorded in May. The lowest maximum order of branching was recorded 

at sites S1 and S2 in May, at sites V1 and V2 in July, and at S2 and V1 in August. 

With the exception of site S2, the lowest nodule number per plant was recorded 

in August and the highest in May. The number of nodules per plant ranged from 1.0 at 

site D1 in July and August to 17.5 at site V1 in May. Cylindrical nodules were the most 

common at all sites. The proportion of plants with cylindrical nodules ranged from 27% 

at site D1 to 78–88% at all other sites and the proportion of plants with branched 

nodules ranged from 8% at site D1 to 72% at site S1. The branched nodules were 

generally larger than the cylindrical nodules and the size of nodules ranged from 0.8 to 

12.4 at sites D1 and V1, respectively. The most active nodules, as indicated by their 

pink colour, were recorded in May. Afterwards the proportion of plants with pink 

nodules gradually decreased. The proportion of plants with green nodules was highest at 

all sites in May and July and the proportion of plants with brown nodules was highest in 

August. 

Differences in below-ground organs among sites and cuts are clearly visible 

from the PCA ordination diagram in Figure 1. The first axis of the PCA explained 

90.1%. The PCA analysis shows, that roots with larger diameter created smaller 

nodules. This is e.g. well visible in August for the third cut. More branched roots 

created more nodules independent of their shape. The thinner roots had more active 

nodules. As a consequence, the most nodules were created in May. 
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The relatively small change and the low variability in below-ground organs over 

time at site D1 and their dissimilarity compared to those of other sites is clearly visible 

in Figure 2a. The D1 points are located in the same quadrant relative to the centre. 

Higher variability of plant traits was recorded at sites S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3. There 

was a clear trend in the development of below-ground organs among cuts as is indicated 

by the shift in the position of marks for individual plots. The plants from the first and 

the second cut varied more than the plants from the third cut. Differences are so low for 

the third cut that points of the five sites are located in the same quadrant. 

Above-ground organs of alfalfa 

We observed a significant effect of site on plant height, the length of the 

terminal leaflet and leaf petiole (Table 4). The effect of cut was significant for alfalfa 

plant height at all sites. Generally, the shortest plants were recorded in May. Plant 

height ranged from 29.6 cm at site S2 in May, to 63.7 cm at site V1 in July (see Table 4 

for details). 

The largest number of stems per plant (with exception of site D1) was recorded 

at site V3 (2.4, 2.9 and 5.0). The least number of stems was recorded at site V1 in May 

and at site S1 in July and August. The shortest leaflet of 1.6 cm and petiole length of 1.8 

cm was recorded at site V3 in July. The longest terminal leaflet of 2.6 cm and petiole 

length of 3.6 cm was recorded at sites S1 and S2 in August. The highest number of 

inflorescences per plant (3) was recorded at site S2 in July. Only at site D1 

inflorescences were recorded in August, too. 

Differences in the above-ground plant traits among sites were not as large as for 

below-ground organ traits. The differences among individual plants during all three 

months are clearly visible from the PCA ordination diagram in Figure 3. The first axis 

of the PCA explained 84.2%. In August, the plants from site D1 differed most from 

plants at other sites (Figure 2b). The plants of the other sites were more similar. This 

can be seen e.g. in May, where the points of above-ground traits of all five sites are 

located in the same quadrant. 
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Discussion 

Herbage and below-ground organ yield of the grass-legume mixture 

The herbage yield and yield of below-ground organs in the upper 30 cm soil 

layer was analysed as background information for the detailed research on alfalfa plant 

traits. The lowest herbage yield of 8 t ha-1was recorded at site D1, where both the 

highest organic matter content and highest N availability in the soil was observed. A 

possible explanation for this is that the crop mixture at this site was in the second year 

of vegetation in contrast to the first year of vegetation of mixtures at other sites. Braun 

et al. (2010) measured a herbage yield of 16 t ha-1 when investigating the same mixture 

in the first year of vegetation at site D1. This gives evidence that site D1 has the highest 

production potential of all studied sites. A decrease in herbage yield between the first 

and second year of vegetation was thus 50% and this is roughly in agreement with the 

decrease of 57–78% recorded between the first and second year of vegetation by 

Albayrak & Türk (2013). The highest herbage yield of the first and the lowest yield of 

the third cut agree with the commonly recorded pattern of herbage production in legume 

stands and grasslands in Central Europe (Hrevušová et al. 2009; Gierus et al. 2012; 

Hakl et al. 2012a). 

Although significant differences in herbage yield were recorded among sites for 

the second and third cut, differences in below-ground biomass were not significant. 

Below-ground organ biomass was thus relatively similar at sites with different herbage 

production, which is in contrast to results of Hakl et al. (2011). Our results thus indicate 

a shift in favour of roots in the relative proportion of above- and below-ground biomass 

related to decreasing productivity of sites in terms of total herbage yield. 

Luo et al. (1995) recorded higher fine root mass in spring and fall than in 

summer. This is partly in agreement with the seasonal development of below-ground 

organs at four of six studied sites (Figure 2). The fine root biomass can be connected 

with root branching order. The highest mean value of branching order was recorded in 

the first cut at all five sites. 

The legume and grass proportion differed in time as also found by Fin et al. (2013) or 

Sanderson et al. (2013). Similar to results of Marley et al. (2003) the contribution from 

different species (e.g. alfalfa and red clover) to total herbage yield differed according to 
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cuts. Stage of maturity affected the yield of alfalfa, but in line with Marley et al. (2003) 

the influence was not significant in each cut. 

Below-ground organs of alfalfa 

The differences in root traits were not caused by different climatic conditions at 

the study sites. Climatic parameters were uniform and the sites differed only in soil 

conditions. Results showed that root branching was affected by soil conditions and roots 

with greater diameter developed smaller nodules. Also more branched roots developed 

more nodules independent of their shape and thinner roots had more active nodules. 

In this study, roots at site D1 differed from all other sites. This seems to be 

caused by the different age of the stand. Root diameter and the number of branched 

roots were associated with the age of the alfalfa stands, as already shown in other 

studies (Suzuki 1991; Pietola & Smucker 1995; Hakl et al. 2011). 

Root branching was similar at all other sites with one year old plants. The 

branching order was slightly higher at sites with a higher sand content (V2 and S2), 

which was probably connected with easier root penetration, similar to the study by 

Salako et al. (2002). Roots compete with themselves as well. According to Harper 

(1977) the presence of neighbours affected the environment of a plant and resulted in 

changes in growth rate or morphology. Hakl et al. (2011) described this effect e.g. for 

root diameter and number of lateral roots. Small scale differences in stand density at 

sampled plots together with low number of plants (n=5) led to high variability and 

unconvincing trends in root traits development over vegetation period. The age of the 

stand probably had no direct effect on nodule traits, because of their short lifespan 

between 10 to 12 weeks (Puppo et al. 2005). However, indirect effects can be assumed. 

Alfalfa plants are known for their thick, long and unbranched roots (Kutschera 1960; 

Chmelíková & Hejcman 2012a). Older plants of alfalfa have lower number of thin 

roots, which are more easily infected by bacteria and more likely show nodulation 

afterwards. 

According to many studies (Lynch & Brown 2001; Adams et al. 2002; Dunbabin 

et al. 2004; Raghothama & Karthikeyan 2005) the effect of nutrient content in the soil 

seems to be very important. Our data suggested an influence of nutrients on nodules. 

Unfortunately it is not possible to determine the role of individual nutrients because of 
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their interaction. This is typical for studies under practical field conditions, which are 

subject to complex environmental and species interactions. At site D1 with the oldest 

plants, the soil was characterised by a substantially higher N availability than at other 

sites. This probably explains the low number of nodules, their small size and the low 

proportion of branched nodules, since nodulation is negatively affected by high N 

availability in the soil (Adams et al. 2002; Brauer et al. 2002; Beebe et al. 2006; Grewal 

2010; Li et al. 2011). Cylindrical and branched nodules can both be observed on roots 

of alfalfa. However, branched nodules are especially abundant at sites with low N and 

high P availability, as was observed in our previous study (Chmelíková & Hejcman 

2012b). With the exception of site D1, root diameter was slightly higher at sites with a 

higher availability of soil P in comparison to other localities. This is in agreement with 

results by Pang et al. (2010) for M. sativa in soils with sufficient P availability. Lynch & 

Brown (2001) and Hill et al. (2006) recorded more branched roots of bean under 

conditions with low P availability. However, Adams et al. (2002) recorded more 

branched roots in soils with higher P availability. At the six studied localities, roots 

were neither more nor less branched and no relation to different P availability was 

apparent. Differences in P availability among localities were probably not sufficient to 

be reflected by roots. In addition, there was probably an effect of other nutrients, for 

example K deficiency at site D1. According to Høgh-Jensen (2006) K deficiency can 

induce changes in the relative growth of roots and nodules. 

In contrast to roots, nutrient availability greatly affected nodules. At site D1 low 

nodulation in the second year of vegetation due to a high availability of N in the soil can 

probably explain the substantial decrease in the proportion of legumes and the increase 

in grasses recorded in grass-legume mixtures in the second and subsequent year of 

vegetation (Fin et al. 2013). In agreement with results of Zahran (1998) nodule number 

decreased during the vegetation season at all sites except S2, where a slight increase 

was observed. The different development at site S2, which has a high content of sand in 

the soil, might be due to good P availability. The highest number of pink nodules was 

recorded in May and of green nodules in August. This colour change during the 

vegetative season was also observed by Swaraj & Bishnoi (1996). There was no 

positive effect of Mo availability on the number and size of nodules. This contrasts with 

positive effects of Mo availability on the number and size of nodules on soybean 

recorded by Vieira (1998) and Toledo et al. (2010). The reason for these different 
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results might be that Mo availability was sufficient at all sites in our study. During the 

vegetative season, the lowest proportion of brown and green nodules was recorded at 

the site with higher Mo availability in the soil. This result is in agreement with that of 

Shaw et al. (1966), reporting the main effect of Mo on nodulation appeared to be a 

longer period of effective N2 fixation, which leads to more active nodules (pink) than 

senescent and moribund nodules (green or brown). 

Above-ground organs of alfalfa 

The highest values for above-ground traits (plant height, the number of stems 

per plant and leaf size) were recorded for the cut with the highest herbage yield. This is 

similar to results of other studies (Annicchiarico et al. 2010; Monirifar 2011; Hakl et al. 

2012b). According to Sheaffer et al. (2000) the cutting effects determined yield and 

quality of leaf, stem, and total herbage of six alfalfa entries. Plant height and the number 

of stems per plant were affected by time of cut within the season. In the second cut, 

plant height was larger than in the first cut, which agrees with results of Shen et al. 

(2013) and was probably due to rapid stem growth from the stubble. 

Stem number per plant increased with age and was much greater at site D1 with older 

plants, than at other sites. Many authors (Volenec et al. 1987; Peterson et al. 1992; 

Sengul 2002) have described the same positive effect of age on alfalfa stem number per 

plant. According to Singh & Winch (1974) the number of stems increases markedly 

soon after cutting. With the exception of S1 and S2, the highest stem number per plant 

was recorded at all sites for the final cut, which agrees with results by Sheaffer et al. 

(2000). Site S1 and S2 had a quite low pH value not suitable for alfalfa, which prefers 

pH between 6.5–7.0 (Rhykerd & Overdahl 1972; Peters et al. 2005). Although this 

difference in soil condition may be one reason for differences in stem numbers, there 

may be others like small differences in plant density, management, water stress or 

nutrient availability, which went undetected in this study. The longest terminal leaflet 

and petiole was measured either in the first or third harvest, indicating some effect of 

time within the season on leaf shape. 

As suggested by Suzuki (1991) the proportion of above-ground alfalfa organs 

decreased with age and the reduction in older stands was more evident in the second 
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cut. This is in agreement with our results, as the plant height in the second cut was 

lower at the site with older plants (D1) in comparison to the other sites. 

Inflorescences were only recorded in July (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3) (at site D1 also in 

August), which correlates with the flowering time of M. sativa. In May, no 

inflorescences were observed, because the earliest month of flowering for the species is 

June (Fitter & Peat 1994). More inflorescences were recorded for plants with a higher 

number of stems. The number of inflorescences seems to be influenced by P content of 

the soil. However, this effect may be affected by soil pH and clay content, which alter 

the availability of P to the plants. 

Contrasting with results of Wang et al. (2012) we found no dependence of 

above-ground plant traits on soil type. We suspect that differences in soil physical and 

chemical properties among investigated sites were probably not high enough in this 

study. 

Stand density or drought stress might be responsible for some of the observed 

differences in the above-ground plant traits among sites. Drought stress may have 

occurred at site S2 in spring and might be reflected by shorter terminal leaflets and 

petioles. The reduction in alfalfa leaflet size and stem weight under drought stress is 

well known and enables water loss to be reduced (Christian 1977). 

Conclusions 

This study yielded interesting results on alfalfa in grass-legume mixtures under 

practical field conditions. Novel findings are thus relevant for agricultural practice and 

the efficient production of fodder crops. 

In the first year of vegetation, the dry matter yield of the herbage ranged from 9 

to 16 t ha-1 without fertilizer input on common agricultural soils in Bavaria. The 

proportion of the first, second and third cuts within the total herbage yield was 45, 36 

and 19%, respectively. The amount of the dry matter below-ground biomass ranged 

from 1.3 to 2.8 t ha-1 in the upper 30 cm soil layer. There were no clear temporal trends 

during the vegetation season or significant differences among sites. 

In alfalfa plants, the diameter of the root neck and the maximum order of 

branching generally increased with time and both traits were affected by site conditions. 

Root branching was slightly higher at sites with a higher sand content, which was 
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probably connected with easier root penetration. A clear seasonal development of 

nodulation was recorded. The number of nodules per plant generally decreased from 

9.5–17.0 in May to 7.5–13.0 in August. At sites with a high availability of N, the 

number of nodules was only 3.5 in May and 1.0 in August and nodules were very small. 

By the last cut, roots with larger diameter created smaller nodules. More branched roots 

created more nodules independent of their shape. Thinner roots, which appear mostly at 

the beginning of vegetation season, had more active nodules. With the exception of 

plant height and the number of stems per plants and inflorescences per plant, other 

above-ground plant traits were minimally affected by time within the season. 

Although in this study not all effects and interactions of biotic and abiotic 

factors could be determined due to the complexity of a practical field study, it was 

possible to assess above-ground and below-ground aspects simultaneously. Even though 

not all analysed aspects were significant, our results suggest some important relations 

between above- and below-ground traits. Future studies should focus on these relations 

to derive further knowledge that can be used to optimize herbage yields and positive 

effects of alfalfa and other legume roots. 

Finally, we conclude that grass-legume mixtures should be an integral part of 

crop rotations under organic farming conditions. In such farming systems grass-legume 

mixtures with alfalfa can provide high herbage yields without fertilizer input and a large 

amount of below-ground organs that remain in the soil. 
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Table 1. Description of study sites. 

Table 2. Dry matter herbage yield and yield of below-ground organs in the upper 30 cm 

of the soil of grass-legume mixtures at sites D1–V3. A detailed description of sites is 

given in Table 1. P – probability value obtained by the F test. Differences between sites 

denoted by the same letter (a–c) or differences between cuts denoted by the same letter 

(A–B) were not significantly different at the 0.05 probability value calculated by post-

hoc comparisons using the Tukey HSD test. 

Table 3. Summary of below-ground traits of alfalfa plants. One-way ANOVA was 

applied to evaluate the significance of the site effect. Differences between sites denoted 

by the same letter (a–d) or differences between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–C) 

were not significantly different at the 0.05 probability value, calculated by post-hoc 

comparison using the Tukey HSD test. 

Table 4. Summary of above-ground traits of alfalfa plants. One-way ANOVA was 

applied to evaluate significance of the site effect. Differences between sites denoted by 

the same letter (a–c) and differences between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–C) 

were not significantly different at the 0.05 probability value calculated by post-hoc

comparison using the Tukey HSD test. 

Figure 1. Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of roots and nodule traits of 

Medicago sativa at six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3– see Table 1 for site description). 

Plant trait abbreviations: BroNod – brown nodules; CylNod – cylindrical nodules; 

Diamet – diameter of the root neck; FanNod – fan-like nodules; GreeNod – green 
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nodules; NodNr – number of nodules per plant; NodSize – size of nodules; OrdBran – 

maximum order of branching; PinNod - pink nodules. 

Figure 2. Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination (a) of below-ground organs 

and (b) of above-ground organs of Medicago sativa on sites D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3 

in May (1), July (2) and August (3) 2011. 

Figure 3. Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of above-ground plant traits 

of Medicago sativa at six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3- see Table 1 for site 

description). Plant trait abbreviations: Inflor - number of inflorescence; LeLe - length of 

the terminal leaflet; LeafPet - length of the leaf petiole; NrStem - number of stems per 

plant; PlHeig - height of the plant. 
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Table 1. Description of study sites. 

1measured in a suspension with 0.01 M CaCl2; 2extracted by a calcium-acetate-lactate solution (CAL);
3measured by the CAT method; 4determined by the HWE method; 5determined by the Dumas dry-
combustion method; 7measured in pot experiment – estimation of N availability in the soil via N uptake 
by Lolium perenne  from 10 kg of the soil, extracted for nitrate (0.01 M CaCl2, 1:5 soil-to-extraction 
ratio), analysed photometrically after separation by HPLC. 

 D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 

Altitude (m a.s.l.) 450 470 470 480 480 480 

Mean annual 
temperature (°C) 7.8 8.4 8.4 7.8 7.8 7.8 

Mean annual 
precipitation (mm) 800 800 800 790 790 790 

Soil type Stagnic 
Fluvisol 

Haplic 
Cambisol 

Haplic 
Cambisol Cambisol Cambisol Cambisol 

Sand (%) 4 37 43 25 57 18 
Silt (%) 71 45 41 58 31 51 
Clay (%) 25 18 16 17 12 31 
pH1 7.3 5.6 5.8 6.3 6.2 7.1 
P (mg/100g)2 2.6 4.8 6.2 2.2 3.1 7.0 
K (mg/100g)2 1.7 12.5 10.0 8.3 8.3 10.0 
B (mg/kg)3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 
Cu (mg/kg)3 4.8 2.9 4.2 3.1 2.2 2.6 
Fe (mg/kg)3 26 144 181 113 113 94 
Mn (mg/kg)3 4.7 296 191 314 213 232 
Zn (mg/kg)3 6.7 9.3 19.4 3.4 3.3 3.9 
Mo (mg/kg)4 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.05 
C organic (g/kg)5 111.7 9.6 8.8 11.4 11.2 10.2 
N total (g/kg)6 8.3 1.0 0.8 1.2 1.2 0.9 
C : N ratio 9.45 9.6 10.90 9.62 9.64 11.50 
N uptake by grass 
(g)7 1.81 0.99 0.84 1.05 1.07 1.03 

Age (in years) 2 1 1 1 1 1 
Proportion of 
legumes on herbage 
yield (%) 

60–70 50–70 40–70 60–85 60–75 60–75 
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Table 2. Dry matter herbage yield and yield of below-ground organs in the upper 30 cm of the soil of 
grass-legume mixtures at sites D1–V3. A detailed description of sites is given in Table 1. P – probability 
value obtained by the F test. Differences between sites denoted by the same letter (a–c) or differences 
between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–B) were not significantly different at the 0.05 probability 
value calculated by post-hoc comparisons using the Tukey HSD test. 

D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 Mean p 
Herbage  
(t/ha) 

May 3.4 5.7aB 5.4aB 5.2aA 3.4aA 4.5aA 4.8 0.113 
July 2.2 2.9aA 2.5aA 4.8bcA 4.1bA 5.7cA 3.9 <0.001 
August 2.4 2.4bA 2.3bA 1.9abB 1.4aB 1.5aB 1.9 <0.001 
Total 
yield 8.0 11.0ab 10.2ab 11.9a 8.8a 11.7a 10.7 0.134 

P 0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.003 0.001  
Below- 
ground 
organs  
(t/ha) 

May 3.8 2.5aA 1.7aA 2.4aA 2.1aA 2.1aA 2.2 0.586 
July 2.0 2.2aA 1.3aA 2.3aA 2.1aA 2.4aA 2.1 0.340 
August 2.2 1.9aA 1.7aA 2.2aA 2.8aA 1.7aA 2.1 0.582 
P  0.538 0.318 0.679 0.687 0.847   
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Table 3. Summary of below-ground traits of alfalfa plants. One-way ANOVA was applied to evaluate the 
significance of the site effect. Differences between sites denoted by the same letter (a–d) or differences 
between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–C) were not significantly different at the 0.05 probability 
value, calculated by post-hoc comparison using the Tukey HSD test.

Trait Date D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 Mean p 
Root neck diameter - May 8.8 3.5aBC 3.8abBC 4.2abA 4.8bA 4.4abBC 4.1 0.005
Diamet (mm) July 11.8 6.0abAC 6.9bAC 4.7aA 4.7aA 5.1aAC 6.5 <0.001
 August 10.9 6.7cAB 6.3bcAB 4.9aA 5.2abA 6.1abcAB 5.8 0.001
 MEAN 10.5 5.4 5.7 4.6 4.9 5.2 
 P <0.001 <0.001 0.165 0.428 0.001
Maximum order of  May 3.1 2.5aBC 2.5aBC 3.0abBC 3.0abBC 3.1bB 2.8 0.001
Branching - OrdBran July 3.2 2.7abAC 3.2bAC 2.5aAC 2.3aAC 2.6abAC 2.6 0.001
 August 3.6 2.6abAB 2.3aAB 2.3aAB 3.0bB 2.4aAB 2.5 <0.001
 MEAN 3.3 2.6 2.7 2.6 2.8 2.7  
 P 0.375 0.002 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 
Number of nodules May 3.5cB 16abB 9.5cA 17.5aC 14.0aB 17.0abB 12.9 <0.001
per plant - NodNr July 1.0aC 13abA 11.5abA 14.0bB 11.5abA 10.0aA 10.2 <0.001
 August 1.0aB 12.5aA 12.0aA 10.5aA 10.5aA 7.5aC 9.0 <0.001
 MEAN 1.5 12.5 11.0 14.0 12.0 12.0  
 P <0.001 0.003 0.070 <0.001 0.002 <0.001 
Size of nodules -  May 1.7aB 15.1bC 11.1abB 8.1abB 7.3abA 8.7abA 8.7 0.009
NodSize July 0.4cA 8.5abB 3.4acA 12.3bA 6.4abcA 8.7abA 6.6 <0.001
 August 0.3aA 8.6abA 9.3abA 16.9bA 7.4aB 3.4aB 7.7 <0.001

MEAN 0.8 10.3 7.9 12.4 7.0 6.9  
 P 0.001 <0.001 0.001 <0.001 0.005 0.002 
Cylindrical nodules - 
CylNod (%) May 60bB 100aB 80abA 100aA 90aA 100aB 88 <0.001

 July 15aB 90aAB 70aA 95aA 85aA 85aAB 73 <0.001
 August 5bA 70aA 85aA 60aB 90aA 60aA 62 <0.001
 MEAN 27 87 78 85 88 82  
 P <0.001 0.016 0.517 <0.001 0.857 0.003 
Branched nodules -  May 10aA 70bA 40abA 25aB 40abA 45abA 38 <0.001
FanNod (%) July 0bA 60aA 30abAB 65aA 35abA 35abA 37 <0.001
 August 15bA 85aA 80aB 75aA 80aB 65aA 67 <0.001
 MEAN 8 72 50 55 52 48  
 P 0.226 0.218 0.003 0.003 0.006 0.160 
Pink nodules -  May 45bB 100aB 80aA 100aA 95aA 85aA 84 <0.001
PinNod (%) July 10aC 15cA 60aA 95bA 90abA 85abA 59 <0.001
 August 10abA 0aA 0aB 35bB 20abB 10abB 13 0.005
 MEAN 22 38 47 77 68 60  
 P 0.007 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 
Green nodules - May 45bB 100aC 80aB 100aA 85aAB 95aA 84 <0.001
GreeNod (%) July 0aC 50bB 35bA 100aA 90aB 85aA 60 <0.001
 August 10aA 15aA 20bA 65cB 55bcA 30abcB 33 <0.001
 MEAN 18 55 45 88 77 70  
 P <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.017 <0.001 
Brown nodules - May 15aA 20aA 5aB 0aB 5aB 0aA 8 0.082
BroNod (%) July 0bA 95dB 50aA 20abA 45aA 85cdC 49 <0.001
 August 0bA 50aA 75aA 75aA 60aA 40abB 50 <0.001
 MEAN 5 55 43 32 37 42  
 P 0.042 <0.001 <0.001 0.003 0.001 <0.001 



28 

Table 4. Summary of above-ground traits of alfalfa plants. One-way ANOVA was applied to evaluate 
significance of the site effect. Differences between sites denoted by the same letter (a–c) and differences 
between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–C) were not significantly different at the 0.05 probability 
value calculated by post-hoc comparison using the Tukey HSD test.

Trait Date D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 Mean p 
Height of the plant -
PlHeig (cm) 

May 39.3 37.2abB 29.6cB 41.1bA 33.8acA 35.7abA 35.4 <0.001
July 39.8 46.0aA 51.3aA 63.7bB 49.2aB 54.2abB 52.7 <0.001
August 47.1 52.2bA 52.6bA 43.1aA 38.0aA 42.1aA 45.6 <0.001
MEAN 42.1 45.1 44.5 49.3 40.3 44.0  
P <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Number of stems per 
plant - NrStem 

May 4.4 2.0aA 2.0aA 1.8aA 2.4aA 2.4aA 2.1 0.233
July 3.9 1.9aA 2.4abA 2.6abAB 2.6abAB 2.9bA 2.5 0.059
August 7.1 1.6aA 1.7aA 3.3bB 3.3bB 5.0cB 3.0 <0.001
MEAN 5.1 1.8 2.0 2.6 2.8 3.4  
P 0.151 0.183 <0.001 0.017 <0.001

Length of the 
terminal leaflet -
 LeLe (cm) 

May 1.9 2.1abA 1.8bB 2.2aA 2.2aB 2.2aA 2.1 0.007
July 2.3 2.3aAB 2.4aA 2.1aA 1.7bA 1.6bB 2.0 <0.001
August 2.1 2.4aB 2.6aA 2.4aA 1.8bA 2.0bA 2.2 <0.001
MEAN 2.1 2.3 2.3 2.2 1.9 1.9 
P 0.029 <0.001 0.103 <0.001 <0.001

Length of the leaf  
Petiole - LeafPet 
(cm) 

May 3.1 2.5aB 2.4aA 3.5bA 2.4aA 2.6aA 2.7 <0.001
July 2.6 3.4abA 2.3abA 2.2abB 2.4abA 1.8aB 2.4 0.037
August 2.8 3.6cA 3.5bcB 2.9abcA 2.7abA 2.6aA 3.1 0.001
MEAN 2.8 3.2 2.7 2.9 2.5 2.3  
P 0.006 <0.001 <0.001 0.841 <0.001

Number of 
inflorescence per 
plant - Inflor 

May 0 0A 0A 0A 0A 0A 0 n.a.
July 0.4 0.5aA 3.0bB 1.1aB 1.6abB 1.3abB 1.5 0.002
August 2.8 0A 0A 0A 0A 0A 0 n.a.
MEAN 1.1 0.2 1.0 0.4 0.5 0.3 
P 0.153 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001



Figure 1. Ordination diagram showing 
six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3
brown nodules; CylNod – cylindrical nodules; Diamet 
nodules; GreeNod – green nodules; NodNr 
OrdBran – maximum order of branching; PinNod 
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Figure 1. Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of roots and nodule traits of 
six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3– see Table 1 for site description). Plant trait abbreviations: 

cylindrical nodules; Diamet – diameter of the root neck; 
green nodules; NodNr – number of nodules per plant; NodSize 

r of branching; PinNod - pink nodules.

of Medicago sativa at 
Plant trait abbreviations: BroNod – 

diameter of the root neck; FanNod – fan-like 
number of nodules per plant; NodSize – size of nodules; 



Figure 2. Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination (a) of below
ground organs of Medicago sativa 
(3) 2011.
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Figure 2. Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination (a) of below-ground organs and (b) of above
Medicago sativa on sites D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3 in May (1), July (2) and August 

ground organs and (b) of above-
on sites D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3 in May (1), July (2) and August 



Figure 3. Ordination diagram showing 
at six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3
number of inflorescence; LeLe -
- number of stems per plant; PlHeig 
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Figure 3. Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of above-ground plant traits 
at six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3- see Table 1 for site description). Plant trait abbreviations: 

length of the terminal leaflet; LeafPet - length of the leaf petiole; NrStem 
number of stems per plant; PlHeig - height of the plant.

ground plant traits of Medicago sativa
Plant trait abbreviations: Inflor - 
length of the leaf petiole; NrStem 
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Abstract 

Grass-legume mixtures are suitable for crop rotations in organic farming systems. 

However, little attention has been paid to seasonal development of below-ground organs of 

Trifolium pratense in grass-legume mixtures on different soils. We asked (i) how the 

above-ground plant traits of red clover are affected by locality and time?, (ii) how the 

diameter of the root neck, the maximum order of branching and (iii) the nodule traits of red 

clover are affected by locality and time; Red clover was investigated in grass-legume 

mixtures in the first year of vegetation on five sites in southern Germany. At all sites 

sampling took place at the day of cut. Cuts were performed at the end of May, the 

beginning of July and at the end of August. 

The main message of this study is that under similar climatic conditions the root traits 

(diameter of the root neck, order of root branching, size of nodules, and proportion of 

senescent nodules) differed according to soil conditions and time within the season. Root 

diameter increased during the season. Root branching suggested positive influence of sand 

content. Also more branched roots developed more nodules. Thinner roots had more active 

nodules (pink color). Usually at the end of season roots develop a bigger diameter and thus 

have more non active senescent (green color) or moribund (brown color) nodules. Nodule 

activity differed more according to season than to soil conditions. The number of nodules 

per plant (12.5 - 19.5) decreased from May to August. Cylindrical nodules were found on 

85 - 100% of the plants and branched nodules only on 0 - 25%. 

The height of plants was lowest in May and increased in July. The highest mean of number 

of stems per plant (3.3 - 6.3) was recorded in August. The higher number of plant stems at 

one site was probably connected with the higher age of these plants. 

The results on above- and below-ground traits of red clover and its ability of N2 fixation 

provided by this study are not only interesting from a scientific perspective, but also from 

a practical agronomic point of view. Organic as well as conventional farmers can use these 

findings in the future to increases benefits from legume crops and improve their overall 

biomass yields.
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Introduction 

Red clover (Trifolium pratense L.) is one of the most important forage legumes of the 

temperate zones. The species is known to cope well with a wide range of climatic, soil, pH, 

environmental and management conditions. It provides good yields even in areas with 

problems due to soil acidity or excessive soil moisture (Smith et al., 1987). Consequently, 

red clover is an alternative legume species for sites with unsuitable environmental 

conditions for growing alfalfa. Red clover is cultivated alone or in a mixture with grasses 

and other legumes (Abberton and Marshall, 2005; Hakala and Jauhiainen, 2006). 

However, it is more frequently sown in mixtures than in monoculture because this leads to 

higher and more stable dry-matter (DM) yields (Halling et al., 2002). Additionally in 

mixed swards the nitrogen use efficiency is higher (Scholefield et al., 2002) and the risk for 

DM yield loss in case of failure of red clover is less. 

Because of the association of legumes with Rhizobium bacteria a grass-clover mixture 

should have a sufficient clover content to optimize the benefits of N2 fixation and increase 

the stability of DM yield (Halling et al., 2002). Therefore, especially in organic farming it 

is of high importance for the yield of the following crop to maximize the amount of N2

fixed and retained within the soil (Hatch et al., 2007). Furthermore the deep roots of red 

clover improve nutrient uptake from deeper soil layers, and provide a high capacity for the 

uptake of divalent cations like Ca2+or Mg2+ (Frame et al., 1998). However, soil acidity, 

which causes phosphorous (P) and molybdenum (Mo) deficiencies, can limit red clover 

productivity (Mora et al., 2005). For that reason specifically Mo plays an important role in 

legume species due to its involvement in the symbiotic process of N2 fixation (Marschner, 

1995; Ribera et al., 2010). 

T. pratense is a root-splitter meaning that there is normally no vegetative spread unless the 

root is fragmented due to decay or injury (Klimešová and de Bello, 2009) Grasses in 

comparison have their typical fibrous root system. Fornara and Tilman (2008) found that 

the complementarity of grass and legume resource use in grasslands increased total 

biomass and particularly root biomass. This fact leads to greater soil C and N accumulation 

relative to corresponding monocultures (Schipanski and Drinkwater, 2012). Thus root traits 

are important factors influencing DM yield, because the below-ground plant biomass is 

correlated with above-ground biomass (Lamb et al., 2000; Annicchiarico, 2007). 

In spite of this, there is a lack of studies that investigated the root traits of T. pratense. 

Most studies were mainly on the relationship between above-ground plant traits and yield 
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or between genetic traits and above-ground plant traits but rarely included roots or their 

nodules (Riday, 2008; Drobná, 2009; Grljusic et al., 2008; Nikolic et al., 2010; Jakešová et 

al., 2011; Pagnotta et al., 2011; Tucak et al., 2013). In addition there is a lack of 

continuous investigations on changes in above- and below-ground traits of red clover 

covering an entire growing season. There is a relationship between above- and below-

ground plant traits. E.g. Sturz et al. (1997) described positive correlation between number 

of nodules and growth of red clover. Further a correlation was found between growth of 

adventitious roots and flowering of red clover (Montpetit and Coulman, 1991). 

The aim of this study was to investigate T. pratense plant traits in grass-legume mixtures 

during a complete growing season under field conditions of organic farming. 

Simultaneously, a study under the same conditions and with the same investigation method 

was carried out on alfalfa as well (Chmelíková et al., submitted). This provides the 

opportunity to discuss the two most important legume species with respect to their 

suitability for different soil conditions. 

We asked the following research questions for red clover: (i) how are the above-ground 

plant traits of red clover affected by locality and time, (ii) how are the diameter of the root 

neck, the maximum order of branching and the nodule traits of red clover affected by 

locality and time, and (iii) how is the nodule variability in red clover affected by locality 

and time? 

Materials and methods 
Study area 

All data were collected at six sites (D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3) on organic experimental 

farms in southern Bavaria (Germany) in the surroundings of Freising (48 24'N, 11 45'O). 

The altitude of the collection sites (see Table 1 for the description of sites) ranged from 

450 to 480 m a.s.l., the mean annual precipitation from 780 to 800 mm and mean annual 

temperature from 7.8 to 8.4°C. The sites differed in soil conditions, but the climatic 

conditions (mean annual temperature and precipitation) among sites were uniform due to 

their spatial proximity. At each experimental site all data were collected in four sampling 

plots each 10 × 10 m in size. At all sites sampling took place at the day of cut. Cuts were 

performed at the end of May, the beginning of July and at the end of August. 
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Sample plots were selected in a way to avoid areas with visibly low or high plant density to 

have a roughly even plant density in all plots. A standard drill technique was used for 

seeding. Intra-row and inter-row spacing was 12.5 cm. Seeded grass-legume mixtures were 

homogeneous at all sites and were composed of Trifolium pratense (5 kg ha-1), Medicago 

sativa (4 kg ha-1), T. repens (2 kg ha-1), Dactylis glomerata (1 kg ha-1), Festuca rubra (1 kg 

ha-1), F. pratensis (8 kg ha-1), and Phleum pratense (4 kg ha-1). Grass-legume mixtures 

were established at all sites in 2010, one year before data collection. The exception was 

site D1, where the mixture was established in 2009 and all data were collected in the 

second year of vegetation. The site D1 is not compared with the other sites because the 

effect of plant age and the effect of site cannot be separated. Nevertheless, the data from 

the site D1 was collected in the same way as for the other sites and is presented for the 

sake of completeness. 

To describe the production potential of each sampling plot, background information on the 

total yield and the average biomass of below-ground organs in the upper 30 cm soil layer 

from Chmelíková et al. (submitted) were added to Table 1. The three cuts contributed with 

45%, 36% and 19% to the total herbage yield. Details of the methods used to determine 

herbage yield and below-ground biomass are described in Chmelíková et al. (submitted). 

Data collection 

Below-ground organs of red clover 

On each sampling date five plants were selected in each sample plot, taking care not to 

favor tall or small plants. The monolith method was used to collect individual plants 

(Böhm, 1979). The soil monolith measuring 30 × 30 × 30 cm beneath the plant was dug up 

and washed carefully with water to extract the belowground organs of the plants from the 

soil. Subsequently, each whole plant was digitized using a scanner. 

Two traits of the root systems were recorded: 1) diameter of the root neck, and 2) 

maximum order of branching. Root neck is also known as the root collar or root crown, 

which is the part of a root system from which a stem arises. The maximum branching order 

reflected the highest developmental branching order in the hierarchy of the root system 

(Fitter, 1987; Eissenstat et al., 2000; Wells and Eissenstat, 2003). We therefore refer to 

roots with no dependent laterals as first order, roots with a single set of dependent laterals 

as second order, and so on. In addition to root characteristics, four traits of nodules were 
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recorded: 1) the number of nodules per plant, 2) the size of nodules, 3) the shape of 

nodules, and 4) the nodule color. The shape of root nodules was classified according to 

Corby (1971, 1988) as cylindrical or branched. We recorded the proportion of plants with 

the presence of particular nodule shapes from the total number of plants per replicate. For 

example, 100% cylindrical nodules indicated that cylindrical nodules were recorded on all 

plants in the particular replicate. The color of nodules was described as pink (active), green 

(senescent) or brown (moribund) and was expressed as a percentage relative to that of all 

plants within a replicate. As nodules with two colors were also frequently recorded, there 

was a high overlap of colors. 

Above-ground organs of red clover 

Five traits of above-ground organs were recorded: 1) the plant height, 2) the number of 

stems per plant, 3) the length of the terminal leaflet, 4) the length of the leaf petiole, and 5) 

the number of inflorescences. 

Soil properties 

Soil samples were taken in August 2011. At each site, four separate subsamples were taken 

from 0 to 30 cm depth after removing plant residues and roots. Subsamples were combined 

to form one representative sample. The soil samples were dried and sieved to 2 mm. 

Standardized methods in accordance with the Association of German Agricultural 

Analytical and Research Institutes (VDLUFA, 1991) were used to measure characteristic 

soil properties. We choose the results on N uptake by grass from a simple pot experiment 

growing Lolium perenne in soil gathered from the sample sites as a consistent and 

comparable indicator of N availability to plants. Detailed information on soil properties at 

each site together with analytical methods is given in Table 1. 

Data analysis 

One-way ANOVA was used as a univariate method to separately assess differences 

between the sites and between the cuts during the season for all data collected. After 

obtaining overall significant results, multiple comparisons using Tukey’s HSD test were 

applied to identify significant differences among sites and among cuts. All analyses were 

performed using STATISTICA 7.0 software (Statsoft, Tulsa). The plant traits (with 
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exceptions of nodule traits) were compared among five sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, V3). The 

nodule traits were compared for all sites. Principal component analysis (PCA) was used as 

a multivariate method to detect more complex trends in the development of above- and 

below-ground organs during the vegetative season at five sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, V3). 

Unconstrained PCA analysis was used to visualize similarity between plants at five sites 

and cuts. Trends were visualized separately for above- and below-ground organs of all sites 

(D1 included). All analyses were performed using CANOCO for Windows 4.5 and results 

of the analyses were visualized with ordination diagrams constructed by CANODRAW 

(ter Braak and Šmilauer, 2002). 

Results 

Below-ground organs of red clover 

The diameter of the root neck, the maximum order of branching, the size of nodules, and 

the proportion of brown nodules were significantly affected by the site on all dates. The 

diameter of the root neck and the number of brown nodules were significantly affected by 

time at all sites (see Table 2 for details). 

With exception of site D1, the largest root diameter was recorded in May and July at site 

S2 (6.7 and 8.7 mm) and in August at site S1 (9.8 mm). The lowest root diameter was 

recorded in May at site S1 (5.5 mm), in July at V1 (6 mm) and in August at V3 (6.9 mm). 

The highest mean maximum order of branching was recorded in May at site S2. The 

maximum order of branching ranged from 2.3 at site S1 in July to 4.3 at the site S2 (and at 

site D1 in August as well). 

The most nodules were measured in May at all sites (18-19.5), except for the site D1 

(12.5). The lowest number of nodules per plant was recorded in May and July at site D1 

and in August at site V1 and V3. The biggest nodules were measured in August (D1, S1, 

S2, and V2) and July (V1 and V3). Cylindrical nodules were found on 85-100% of the 

plants. On the other hand, the branched nodules were recorded on only 0-25% of the 

plants. At sites D1, S1, S2 and V1 the branched nodules were found in August. In July they 

were only recorded at site V1, whereas in May at site V2 and V3. The branched nodules 

were always bigger than the cylindrical. 
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High N2 fixation activity of nodules, indicated by their pink color, was recorded in May for 

99% of nodules. The amount of pink nodules decreased with time to 80% in July and 37% 

in August. The nodules with the longest activity period were recorded in August on site 

D1. Some pink nodules were partially green. The majority of green nodules (100% of 

plants) was recorded in May at sites S1, S2 and V3 as well as in July at the sites V1, V2 

and V3. The majority of green nodules on site D1 was recorded in May. The least brown 

nodules (0-10%) were recorded on the sites S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3 in May. At site D1 the 

least brown nodules (5%) were found in July. The mean proportion of brown nodules 

increased in time- from 13% in May to 76% in July. 

Differences in belowground organs among sites and variability among individual plants in 

all three months are visible from the PCA ordination diagram in Figure 1. The first axis of 

the PCA explained 55.6% of the variability in the data. In May the plants had the lowest 

variability in comparison to July and August. In Fig. 1 it is visible, that the plant traits 

differed according to cut. During the season plants increased their root diameter and the 

nodules became moribund (brown). More branched roots created more nodules. The 

nodules had mostly cylindrical shape and only rarely fan-like shape. 

The differences in the development over the season are shown in Figure 2a. Different 

trends for the development were observed at site D1 (especially the first and second cut) 

and V3 (especially the second and third cut). 

Above-ground organs of red clover 

A significant effect of site was found for all above-ground traits except number of stems 

per plant in May, length of the terminal leaflet in August and number of inflorescences in 

May and in July (see Table 3). 

Only at site V3 no significant effect of season was found for number of stems per plant, 

length of the terminal leaflet and for the length of the leaf petiole. 

Plant height ranged from 29.0 cm at site V2 in May to 70.6 cm at site V1 in July. 

Generally, the height of plants was the lowest in May and increased in July. In August 

plant height was high at the site S1 and S2 as well. Excluding D1 the highest number of 

stems per plant was measured at site V1 in May (3.7), at S2 in July (4.5) and at S1 in 

August (6.3). In May, the lowest number of stems was recorded at site S1. At site V1, the 

lowest number of stems was measured in July and August. Finally, the highest mean 

number of stems per plant was recorded in August. 
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The longest terminal leaflet (4.8 cm) was recorded at site S2 in August and the longest leaf 

petiole (31.9 cm) at site S1 in July. The shortest terminal leaflet was found at site V2 in 

May. The shortest length of the leaf petiole was measured at site S2 in May as well. The 

mean length of the terminal leaflet and the leaf petiole increased in time. 

In May no inflorescences were recorded at sites V1, V2 and V3. No inflorescences were 

found at sites V2 and V3 in August as well. In July, inflorescences were found on each 

site. The most inflorescences per plant (1.8) were recorded at site S1. At site D1 2.7 

inflorescences were recorded in July. 

The differences among individual plants in all three months are visible from the PCA 

ordination diagram in Figure 3. The first axis of the PCA explained 84.2%. The differences 

between the sites S1 and S2 as well as the sites V1, V2 and V3 for the second and third cut 

are shown. The highest values of above-ground plant traits were recorded at sites S1 and 

S2 for the third and second cut simultaneously. At the sites V1, V2, V3 the highest values 

were recorded in the second cut. The similar development in time is well visible in Fig. 2b. 

The trend in development of site D1 was similar to sites V1, V2 and V3, but there is a 

difference for the second cut. 

Discussion 

Below-ground organs of red clover 

Clearly the main result of this study is that under similar climatic conditions the root traits 

differed not only according to soil conditions but during the season as well. Root diameter 

e.g. increased during the season. Root branching suggested positive influence of sand 

content. More branched roots developed more nodules. Thinner roots had more active 

nodules (pink color). Roots with bigger diameter, which develop normally at the end of the 

season, had non active senescent (green color) and moribund (brown color) nodules. 

Nodule activity differed more according to season than to soil conditions. 

Roots at site D1 differed from all other sites may be due to the different age of the stand. 

On average root diameter of red clover plants was higher at site D1. Such an association of 

root traits with the age of stands was already shown for alfalfa in other studies (Suzuki

1991; Pietola and Smucker 1995; Hakl et al. 2011). Nonetheless the effect could not be 

separated from the site conditions. Nevertheless the difference between one and two year 
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old plants of red clover seems to be much lower in comparison to differences found for M. 

sativa (Chmelíková et al., submitted). The age of plants positively influenced root diameter 

and maximum order of branching as found by many other authors (Suzuki, 1991; Pietola

and Smucker, 1995; Hakl et al., 2011). Generally, the roots of red clover were more 

branched in comparison with the results on roots of alfalfa from our previous study. For 

red clover there was no relationship between branching and time within season. Contrary 

to red clover the branching of alfalfa increased with time (Chmelíková et al., submitted). 

The branching order was a bit higher at sites with higher sand content (V2 and S2). Salako

et al. (2002) suggested that roots will branch more at sites with better possibility of 

penetration e.g. with high sand content as at sites V2 and S2. Archer et al. (2002) and Glab

(2008) found decreased root volume with decreasing sand content. However, the lowest 

sand content, which occurred at site V3, had no effect on root volume. Root diameter at V3 

was not larger than at other sites. The possibility of penetration into the soil by roots is 

affected by plowing. At plowing depth, which was visible in the soil profile, considerable 

differences in the thickness of tap roots were observed at all sites with plowing 

management. 

Observed tap roots of red clover had cylindrical nodules, as described by many other 

authors (Corby, 1971; Sturz et al., 1997; Klimešová and de Bello, 2009; Chmelíková and 

Hejcman, 2012a). Our results suggested a slightly positive effect of sand content in soil 

(site S2 and V2) and a slightly negative effect of clay content (D1 and V3) on root 

diameter. In comparison to clay soils Mela (2003) showed for well aerated sandy soils, that 

red clover developed deep and strong roots and nodules. Pardo et al. (2000) observed a 

quite homogeneous distribution of roots in fine soil. The spatial distribution of roots and 

the ability of plants to take up water were strongly affected by soil structural conditions. 

According to Jansen et al. (2010) soil type explained 42% of variation in water uptake by 

lupine. However, the strengths of this relation seem to be dependent on the species. Thus 

French (2002) observed the same for pea, but results were not significant. 

According to Puppo et al. (2005) nodules have a short lifespan of only 10-12 weeks, 

meaning that the age of plants has no direct influence on nodule traits. Voisin et al. (2002) 

and Hatch et al. (2007) observed nodulation and found a tendency of decreasing N2

fixation activity with legume age. This was also shown by our results on nodulation at the 

site D1 with two year old plants. Red clover created more nodules than alfalfa (Chmelíková 

et al., submitted) at the same site with high nitrogen availability. The nodules of red clover 
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were much smaller than the ones of alfalfa. Simultaneously, according to Jensen (1986), 

Voisin et al. (2002) and Cupina et al. (2010) N2 fixation activity depended on growth rate 

and phenology during the growth period and was generally decreasing with flowering and 

maturation. As described by these authors we found that when inflorescence increased the 

number of nodules decreased. At five out of six sites the nodule activity (proportion of 

pink nodules) decreased during the season. Only at site D1 the proportion of active nodules 

was high during the whole season. This exception can be explained by higher content of 

molybdenum in the soil. Many authors (Marschner 1995, Leite et al., 2009; Toledo et al., 

2010; Farooq, 2012) found molybdenum to increase the number and the weight of nodules 

and thus improving the symbiotic process of N2 fixation of legumes. The importance of 

molybdenum is also pointed out by results of Shaw et al. (1966) on alfalfa. This study 

reported that the main effect of Mo on nodulation appeared to be a longer period of 

effective N2 fixation, which means that over time more nodules stayed active (pink) and 

did not become senescent or moribund (green or brown). The same influence on activity of 

nodules was recorded at site D1 for alfalfa as well (Chmelíková et al., submitted).  

Furthermore, the negative influence of high amounts of mineral nitrogen in the soil on 

nodulation was recorded by many authors (Buttery et al., 1992; Voisin et al., 2002; Peoples

and Griffiths, 2009). Simultaneously mineral nitrogen enhances plant and thus root growth. 

Both impacts were probably found at site D1. In contrast, the positive influence of 

molybdenum and potassium on the nodulation of clover (T. alexandrinum) described by 

Xia and Xiong (1991) and Gates and Wilson (1974) could not be proved.

Different amounts of roots in the subsoil may also influence the relationship between acid-

soluble potassium (K) and K uptake from soil reserves, because the exploited soil volume 

thereby varies. Generally, grass roots are concentrated near the surface and are thinner and 

more finely branched than the roots of red clover (Evans 1977; Sveistrup and Haraldsen, 

1997). In contrast, clover roots spread out deeper and the amount of clover may therefore 

influence K uptake from the subsoil (Ogaard and Hansen, 2010). The differences could be 

an advantage of clover concerning the uptake of immobile nutrients. The different soil 

reactions (pH between 5.6 and 7.3) did not affect the nodulation. Opposed to that, Brauer

et al. (2002) found increased numbers of nodules in soil with higher soil reaction. 

At the sites with higher numbers of nodules, the yield was higher as well. There was a 

positive relationship between nodulation and yield of the grass-legume mixture, as already 

reported by Warembourg et al. (1997). Nodulation and nitrogenaze activity is suppressed 
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by high levels of available nitrogen in the soil, as proposed for forage legumes by Mengel

et al. (2001) and by Chmelíková and Hejcman (2012b; 2013) for clover species. Generally, 

red clover responded less to nitrogen availability in soil in comparison to alfalfa. As far as 

can be concluded from our study design, plant age seemed to express more in above-

ground traits of red clover than in its below-ground traits (Chmelíková et al., submitted). 

Above-ground organs of red clover 

The three cuts in 2011 revealed the seasonal development of above-ground organs of red 

clover in the grass-legume mixture. This development was associated with changes in 

stand structure and yield as well as nodule and root traits. 

Plant height and the number of stems were affected by time within the season. At time of 

the second cut plant height was larger than at time of the first cut. This finding agrees with 

results of Shen et al. (2013) and was probably due to rapid stem growth from the stubble. 

Above-ground plant traits (e.g. plant height and number of stems) contribute to yield 

production. Yield was positively related to plant height as described by Užík (1975). 

Drobná (2009) recorded the highest plants at sites with the highest yield production. The 

largest observed plant height (70.6 cm) was recorded for the second cut. By contrast, Fan 

et al. (2004) recorded the largest heights (70 cm) at time of the first cut. Tucak (2009) and 

Asci (2011) investigated the plant height of red clover cultivars (average height: 57.3 cm; 

range: 32.7-66.7 cm). Further, Muntean (2006) found that the height of the clover plants in 

the first year of growth was smaller than in the second year. These results seem to be 

inconsistent with the results at site D1, where the plants were smaller than the younger 

plants at the other sites. However, the effect could not be determined because of the 

interaction between plant age and site conditions. Results can nevertheless be affected by 

differences between a monoculture and a species mixture. In monocultures e.g. den 

Hollander et al. (2006) recorded higher plants than in a mixture. Additionally there may be 

an influence of the change in the proportion of legumes or the increase in grasses by the 

year of vegetation, as suggested by Fin et al. (2013). Comparing site D1 with the other 

sites we found a slight change in the composition of the mixture with time. Nevertheless, 

the highest and the shortest plants of red clover were growing on the same sites like the 

highest plants of alfalfa (Chmelíková et al., submitted). 

Fan et al. (2004) observed the highest increase of dry matter accumulation during the stem 

branching and flower formation. Our results showed no clear positive relationship between 
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the number of stems per plant and yield. There was no positive relationship between the 

number of inflorescences per plant and yield. On average there was a considerable 

decrease in biomass between the first (45% of total yield), second (36% of total yield) and 

third (19% of total yield) cut (Chmelíková et al., submitted). The regrowth of red clover 

decreased with repeated cutting at the same reproductive stage. Fan et al. (2004) described 

the outcome in plant height as a clear phenomenon due to the proportional reduction of 

regrowth days at the peak of the growing season. 

Stem number per plant increased with age and with number of cuts. One of the sites with 

higher number of stems was D1, where plants were older. The highest numbers of stems 

per plant were however recorded at sites with one year old plants. Many authors (Peterson

et al., 1992; Taylor and Quesenberry, 1996; Sengul, 2002) described the positive effect of 

age on stem number as well. According to Singh and Winch (1974) the number of stems 

increased markedly soon after cutting. With the exception of D1 and V2 the highest stem 

number was recorded at time of the final cut, what is in line with results by Taylor and 

Quesenberry (1996). The number of stems in red clover increased after cutting as the 

number of stems in alfalfa (Chmelíková et al., submitted). According to Sheaffer et al. 

(2000) this is connected with low leaf production. Taylor and Quesenberry (1996) 

additionally found the number of stems, leaves and petioles increasing with age as well. 

However, our results showed no relationship between higher number of stems and the 

lengths of the leaflet or the petiole. The lengths of leaf petiole and of the terminal leaflet 

increased with time. The same effect of seasonal leaf development was recorded for alfalfa 

as well (Chmelíková et al., submitted). 

With exception of the site D1 the above-ground plant traits were clearly affected by 

locality and time. This is similar to results of Queen et al. (2009), who found the influence 

of location and year of vegetation on plants of red clover to be higher than the influence of 

light penetration through canopy and soil moisture. Because Site D1 differed in many 

factors like plant age, nutrient in the soil etc. it was not compared to the other sites.  

The highest values of the most above-ground plant traits were observed on haplic cambisol 

suggesting a positive influence of the soil type. Pardo (2000) as well as Kristofferesen and 

Riley (2005) described the importance of the soil type for good persistence of red clover. 

The soil type influenced the nutrient and water uptake and was further reflected in the plant 

morphology. 
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The most inflorescences were recorded at the time of the second cut. Similar results were 

observed by Elgersma et al. (2000). The number of inflorescence was affected by time 

within the season. The majority of inflorescences was recorded in July at all sites. This is 

in accordance with the flowering time of red clover. With the exception of site D1 only a 

few inflorescences were recorded in May and August because the earliest month of 

flowering for the species is May (Fitter and Peat, 1994). 

In conclusion we provide important insights about above- and below-ground traits of red 

clover and its ability of N2 fixation. In light of future challenges to agriculture, like e.g. 

scarcity of resources and land, climate change and biodiversity loss, the utilization of 

ecosystem services will gain more attention. Results of this study are thus not only 

interesting from a scientific perspective, but also from a practical agronomic point of view. 

Organic as well as conventional farmers can use these findings in the future to increases 

benefits from legume crops and improve their overall biomass yields. 
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Table 1: Description of study sites. 

 D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 

Altitude (m a.s.l.) 450 470 470 480 480 480 

Mean annual 
temperature (°C) 7.8 8.4 8.4 7.8 7.8 7.8 

Mean annual 
precipitation (mm) 800 800 800 790 790 790 

Soil type Stagnic 
Fluvisol 

Haplic 
Cambisol 

Haplic 
Cambisol Cambisol Cambisol Cambisol 

Sand (%) 4 37 43 25 57 18 
Silt (%) 71 45 41 58 31 51 
Clay (%) 25 18 16 17 12 31 
pH1 7.3 5.6 5.8 6.3 6.2 7.1 
P (mg/100g)2 2.6 4.8 6.2 2.2 3.1 7.0 
K (mg/100g)2 1.7 12.5 10.0 8.3 8.3 10.0 
B (mg/kg)3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 
Cu (mg/kg)3 4.8 2.9 4.2 3.1 2.2 2.6 
Fe (mg/kg)3 26 144 181 113 113 94 
Mn (mg/kg)3 4.7 296 191 314 213 232 
Zn (mg/kg)3 6.7 9.3 19.4 3.4 3.3 3.9 
Mo (mg/kg)4 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.05 
C organic (g/kg)5 111.7 9.6 8.8 11.4 11.2 10.2 
N total (g/kg) 8.3 1.0 0.8 1.2 1.2 0.9 
C : N ratio 9.45 9.6 10.90 9.62 9.64 11.50 
N uptake by grass (g)6 1.81 0.99 0.84 1.05 1.07 1.03 
Age (in years) 2 1 1 1 1 1 
Proportion of legumes 
on herbage yield (%) 60-70 50-70 40-70 60-85 60-75 60-75 

DM of total herbage 
yield (t ha-1) 8.0 11.0 10.2 11.9 8.8 11.7 

DM of below-ground 
organs (t ha-1) 

2.7 2.2 1.6 2.3 2.3 2.1 

All measurements were according to VDLUFA (1991) standards: 1measured in a suspension with 0.01 M 
CaCl2; 2extracted by a calcium-acetate-lactate solution (CAL); 3measured by the CAT extraction method; 
4determined by the hot water extraction (HWE) method; 5determined by the Dumas dry-combustion method;
6measured in pot experiment – estimation of N availability in the soil via N uptake by Lolium perenne from 
10 kg of the soil, extracted for nitrate (0.01 M CaCl2, 1:5 soil-to-extraction ratio), analyzed photometrically 
after separation by HPLC.  
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Table 2: Summary of below-ground traits of red clover plants. One-way ANOVA was applied to evaluate the 
significance of the site effect. P – probability value obtained by the F test. Differences between sites denoted by the 
same letter (a–d) or differences between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–C) were not significantly different at 
the 0.05 probability value, calculated by post-hoc comparison using the Tukey HSD test. 
Trait Date D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 Mean P 
Diameter of the 
root neck - 
Diamet (mm) 

May 8.7 5.5aA 6.7bA 5.6abA 5.6abB 5.8abA 5.8 0.032
July 11.1 7.0abB 8.7bAB 6.0aA 7.5abA 7.7abB 7.4 0.003
August 7.8 9.8cC 9.1bcB 7.9abB 8.0abcA 6.9aAB 8.3 0.001
MEAN 9.2 7.4 8.1 6.5 7.0 6.8  
P  <0.001 0.017 <0.001 <0.001 0.004

Maximal order 
of branching - 
OrdBran 

May 3.4 3.5aA 4.3bA 4.2abA 3.6abA 3.9abA 3.9 0.005
July 3.8 2.3bB 4.3aA 3.7aA 3.8aAB 3.7aA 3.5 <0.001
August 4.3 3.3aA 3.4aB 3.1aB 4.2bB 3.4aA 3.5 <0.001
MEAN 3.8 3.0 4.0 3.6 3.9 3.6  
P  <0.001 0.001 <0.001 0.012 0.082  

Number of 
nodules per 
plant - NodNr 

May 12.5bA 19.5aA 19.5aA 18.0aA 19.5aA 18.5aB 18.0 <0.001
July 14.0aA 14.5abB 17.0abcA 17.5bcA 18.0cA 14.5abA 16.0 0.212
August 14.0abA 17.5cdA 19.5dA 12.5aB 16.0bcB 13.5aA 15.5 <0.001
MEAN 13.5 17.0 17.5 16.5 18.0 15.5  
P 0.146 <0.001 0.049 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Size of nodules 
- NodSize 

May 1.1aA 1.3aA 1.2aA 1.5abA 1.3aA 1.8bA 1.4 <0.001
July 1.3aA 1.2aA 1.8aAB 1.8aA 1.5aA 2.7bB 1.8 <0.001
August 1.4aA 2.1aB 2.0aB 1.4aA 1.6aA 1.7aAB 1.7 0.027
MEAN 12.5 15.0 16.5 15.0 14.5 21.0  
P 0.083 <0.001 0.031 0.346 0.482 0.027 

Cylindrical 
nodules - 
CylNod (%) 

May 100aA 100a 100aA 100a 100a 95aA 99 0.421
July 85aA 100a 90aA 100a 100a 100aA 96 0.048
August 100A 100 100A 100 100 100A 100 n.a.
MEAN 95 100 97 100 100 98  
P 0.042 n.a. 0.130 n.a. n.a. 0.374  

Branched 
nodules - 
FanNod (%) 

May 0aA 0aA 0aA 0aA 25bB 10abA 6 0.001
July 0aA 0aA 0aA 25abA 0aA 10abA 3 0.212
August 5aA 10aA 5aA 10aB 0aA 0aA 3 0.405
MEAN 2 3 2 12 8 7  
P 0.374 0.130 0.374 0.046 0.003 0.355  

Pink nodules - 
PinNod (%) 

May 95aA 100aC 100aC 100aA 100aA 100aA 99 0.421
July 85abcA 65abB 60aB 95bcA 75abcA 100cA 80 0.005
August 80cA 5aA 5aA 55bcB 35abB 40abB 37 <0.001
MEAN 90 60 60 83 70 80  
P 0.377 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Green nodules - 
GreeNod (%) 

May 90aA 100aA 100aA 95aA 90aA 100aA 96 0.309
July 70bB 80abA 75bA 100aA 100aA 100aA 88 <0.001
August 85aA 90aA 80aA 80aA 85aA 80aB 83 0.949
MEAN 81 90 90 92 90 90  
P <0.001 0.115 0.065 0.059 0.226 0.012 

Brown nodules 
- BroNod (%) 

May 55bB 10aA 5aB 0aB 10aB 0aA 13 <0.001
July 5cA 50bB 85aA 40bA 95aA 100aC 63 <0.001
August 20bA 100aC 95aA 70aA 90aA 80aB 76 <0.001
MEAN 30 50 60 37 70 60  
P 0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
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Table 3: Summary of above-ground traits of red clover plants. One-way ANOVA was applied to evaluate 
significance of the site effect. P – probability value obtained by the F test. Differences between sites denoted 
by the same letter (a–c) and differences between cuts denoted by the same letter (A–C) were not significantly 
different at the 0.05 probability value calculated by post-hoc comparison using the Tukey HSD test. 

Trait Date D1 S1 S2 V1 V2 V3 Mean p 
Height of the 
plant - PlHei(cm) 

May 37.0 38.5bB 35.1abB 39.5bA 29.0aA 31.5aA 34.7 <0.001
July 38.1 50.8bA 51.5bA 70.6aB 64.2aB 68.6aB 61.1 <0.001
August 40.2 50.5cA 55.9cA 35.9bA 29.2aA 32.3abA 40.8 <0.001
MEAN 38.1 46.8 47.5 48.6 40.8 44.1  
P  <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Number of stems 
per plant - 
NrStem 

May 4.9 3.2aA 3.5aA 3.7aA 3.5aAB 3.3aA 3.4 0.660
July 4.2 4.3bA 4.5bAB 2.7aB 2.9aA 3.7abA 3.6 <0.001
August 4.1 6.3cB 5.5bcB 3.3aAB 4.1aB 4.1abA 4.6 <0.001
MEAN 4.4 4.5 4.5 3.2 3.5 3.7  
P  <0.001 0.003 0.010 <0.001 0.080  

Length of the 
terminal leaflet - 
LeLe (cm) 

May 2.7 3.5abB 3.8aB 3.7aA 3.0bB 3.7aA 3.5 0.004
July 3.3 4.6bA 4.7bA 3.9aAB 3.8aA 4.2abA 4.2 0.001
August 4.5 4.7aA 4.8aA 4.4aB 3.7aA 4.7aA 4.4 0.311
MEAN 3.5 4.3 4.4 3.9 3.5 4.2  
P  <0.001 <0.001 0.007 0.001 0.413  

Length of the leaf 
petiole - LeafPet 
(cm) 

May 16.7 25.2bB 17.5aB 24.4bA 19.1aA 21.6abA 21.5 <0.001
July 18.0 31.9bA 29.9bA 19.1aB 18.9aA 18.6aA 23.7 <0.001
August 22.7 30.8bA 30.5bA 23.4aA 22.3aB 21.7aA 25.7 <0.001
MEAN 19.1 29.3 25.9 22.3 20.1 20.6  
P  0.002 <0.001 0.007 0.002 0.050  

Number of 
inflorescences per 
plant - Inflor 

May 1.0 0.1aA 0.2aA 0aA 0aA 0aA 0.0 0.497
July 2.7 1.8aB 1.4aB 1.2aB 1.4aB 1.2aB 1.4 0.741
August 1.8 0.4bA 0.4bA 0.1aA 0aA 0aA 0.2 0.007
MEAN 1.9 0.8 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.4 
P  0.002 0.003 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001



Figure 1: Ordination diagram showing 
six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3
brown nodules; CylNod – cylindrical nodules; Diamet 
nodules; GreeNod – green nodules; NodNr 
OrdBran – maximum order of branching; PinNod 
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Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of roots and nodule traits of 
six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3– see Table 1 for site description). Plant trait abbreviations: 

cylindrical nodules; Diamet – diameter of the root neck; 
green nodules; NodNr – number of nodules per plant; NodSize 

r of branching; PinNod - pink nodules.

of Trifolium pratense at 
Plant trait abbreviations: BroNod – 

diameter of the root neck; FanNod – fan-like 
number of nodules per plant; NodSize – size of nodules; 



Figure 2: Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination (a) of below
ground organs of Trifolium pratense 
2011.
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Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination (a) of below-ground organs and (b) of above
Trifolium pratense on sites D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3 in May (1), July (2) and August (3) 

ground organs and (b) of above-
on sites D1, S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3 in May (1), July (2) and August (3) 



Figure 3: Ordination diagram showing 
at six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3
number of inflorescence; LeLe -
number of stems per plant; PlHeig 
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Ordination diagram showing the results of PCA of above-ground plant traits 
at six sites (S1, S2, V1, V2, and V3- see Table 1 for site description). Plant trait abbreviations: 

- length of the terminal leaflet; LeafPet - length of the leaf petiole; NrStem 
number of stems per plant; PlHeig - height of the plant. 

ground plant traits of Trifolium pratense
Plant trait abbreviations: Inflor - 

length of the leaf petiole; NrStem - 
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SYSTbMUNEw TRIBOV`P�dSLUuNOSTDRUHU�COwBYLOMOwNbZJISTITDdKYROSTLIN`MR�ZNyCH
wIVOTNdCH FOREM N`LEwdCdCH DO JEDNOHO TRIBU� 4�dKLADEM TOHO JSOU JEDNOLETb
A VdCELETbROSTLINYTRIBU�%��# ���� A��������6OSTLINYN`LEwdCdTRIBU#'������ �����

A��"�&'��� PAT�ILY POUZEMEZIPERENYA JEJICHVARIABILITAKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�BYLA
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TUDdw RELATIVN~ NdZK`� 6OZDdLY MEZI KO�ENOVyMI SYSTbMY JEDNOLETyCH A VdCELETyCH
DRUH� BYLY POPS`NY VE VdCE STUDIdCH �*-88)6 )8 %0� �!  � +6377 )8 %0� �!!��
6391)8 )8 %0� ��� �� (LE NAuEHO VYHODNOCENd KO�ENY JEDNOLETyCH ROSTLIN
��� �%)�"&�� �� ��!$�&'%�� �� �"�(&'��# �� A �� ��%&('�� TVO�d P�ECHOD MEZI

KO�ENOVyMISYSTbMYSRHIZOMYAKO�ENYVdCELETyCHROSTLIN�

:NITRODRUHOV`VARIABILITAKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM� �SCHOPNOSTPLASTICITY ROSTLIN�ZVYuUJE
PRAVD~PODOBNOST P�EwITd JEDNOTLIVyCH ROSTLIN V R�ZNyCH PODMdNK`CH PROST�EDd�

.EDNOTLIVb ZNAKY KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� SE LIud SVOJI PLASTI{NOSTd V R�ZNyCH
PODMdNK`CH PROST�EDd� NAP�� V~TVENd KO�EN� JE VdCE PLASTICKb NEw PR�M~R
KO�ENOVbHOKR{KU�/PODOBNyM POZNATK�MDOuLI TAKb*36())8036)2>3�������

KTE�dOZNA{ILIPR�M~RKO�ENOVbHO KR{KU JAKODRUHOV~SPECIFICKOU VLASTNOSTDANOU
P�EDEVudM GENETICKY� ZATdMCO V~TVENd KO�ENE JE Z`VISLb SPduE NA P�DNdCH
PODMdNK`CH JEDNOTLIVyCH ROSTLIN� 2A Z`KLAD~ VyZKUMU KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM�
NA KRAJINNb hROVNI LZE USUZOVAT� wE N~KTERb ZNAKY KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� JSOU

OVLIVN~NY VdCE PODMdNKAMI PROST�EDd A JINb JSOU D`NY SPduE GENETICKY� / TOMUTO
Z`V~RUDOuLII.3,2732)8%0� ��!!���

vIVOTNd FORMA SE PROJEVILA V BARV~ KO�ENOVbHO SYSTbMU� :~TuINA KO�EN� BYLA

ZBARVENA DO SV~TLE HN~Db BARVY� 8ATO BARVA BYLA POZOROVAN` JAK U JEDNOLETyCH
ROSTLIN�TAKUMLADyCHKO�EN�VdCELETyCHROSTLIN�'36&=��!��� UV`Dd�wENEJ{AST~Jud
BARVOUKO�EN�JEPR`V~SV~TLEHN~D`BARVA�6).-0-)8%0� ������ POZOROVALTAKbVLIV
HLdZEK NA BARVU KO�ENE� KDY OBSAH LEGHEMOGLOBINU V HLdZCE ZABARVIL KO�EN� COw

V NAudSTUDIINEBYLOZAZNAMEN`NO�

.AKO NEJ{AST~Jud TVAR HLdZEK BYL POZOROV`N V`LEC� : R`MCI NAud STUDIE BYLY
POSUZOV`NY VuECHNY HLdZKY � I MALb HLdZKY KULOVITbHO TVARU� KTERb '36&= ��!���

POVAwOVALZA JUVENILNdADOVySLEDK� JENEZA�AZOVAL�: TbTOPR`CIBYLYHODNOCENY
HLdZKYVuECHTVAR�AVELIKOSTd�ABYNEDOuLOKCHYBNbMUOZNA{ENdMALyCHKULOVITyCH
HLdZEK JAKO JUVENILNd� /ULOVITy TVAR HLdZEK BYL NAP�dKLAD NALEZEN U � �#%"��( �'(&�

A �� )( "�%�%��� 1ALb V`LCOVITb HLdZKY BYLY CHARAKTERISTICKb PRO ROD �%��# �(! SPP�
4ODLEPR`CE'36&=��!  � JEPROJEDNOTLIVbTRIBYCHARAKTERISTICKyPOUZEJEDENTVAR
HLdZEK�(LENAuICHVySLEDK�BYLOMOwNbUN~KTERyCH TRIB�NALbZT I VdCE TVAR��ALE
POUZE JEDEN Z TVAR� BYLY ZASTOUPEN NEJ{AST~JI� %{KOLIV BYLO U TRIB� �� ������

��"�&'��� A������� POPS`NOVdCE TVAR� HLdZEK� VwDYP�EVAwOVALPOUZE JEDEN TVAR
NAD OSTATNdMI� :~TuINA HLdZEK SE NACH`ZELA NA TENKyCH �SNADNO INFIKOVATELNyCH�
POSTRANNdCH KO�ENECH� PODOBN~ JAK POPISUJE '%43)2)8 %0� ������� 8VARY HLdZEK

BYLY DRUHOV~ SPECIFICKb� JAK ZAZNAMENAL 6).-0-)8 %0� ������� :yJIMKOU BYLY DV~
ROSTLINY DRUHU �� �%)�"&�� U KTERyCH BYLY NALEZENY V~TVENb HLdZKY VELMI ODLIuNb
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OD OSTATNdCH�8YTO ROSTLINYSENACH`ZELINASTANOVIuTI SPOLUS�� )�%���UKTERbSE
B~wN~VYSKYTUJdV~TVENbHLdZKY�.ETEDYMOwNb�wEBAKTERIEB~wN~INFIKUJdCd�� )�%��

INFIKOVALA TAKb KO�ENY �� �%)�"&�� 8YTO BAKTERIE BY VuAK M~LY ByT SCHOPNb DdKY
GEN�MROZPOZNATVHODNOSTJEDNOTLIVyCHDRUH�ROSTLIN�

6OZDdLY V MORFOLOGII KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� SOUVISd S ROSTLINNOU TAXONOMId� 4ODLE
%00)2 )8 %00)2 ��! �� N`LEwd �� )�%�� DO TRIBU #'���� 4ODLE NAuICH VySLEDK�
KO�ENOVyCH SYSTbM� A HLdZEK BY �� )�%�� M~LA ByT P�I�AZENA SPduE K TRIBU

�#%#"�  ����PODOBN~JAKOUV`D~Jd%00%2)84368)6�������

3SM STUDOVANyCH VdCELETyCH DRUH� ROSTLIN ��� )( "�%�%��� �� � +�+$�+  #&�
�� &�#$�%�(&� � �#%"��( �'(&� � $# +$�+  (&� ��  ($( �"�� �� &�'�)� A �� )�%���

DOS`HLOSVyMHLAVNdMKO�ENEMHLOUBKY V~Tud NEw��CM�7HODNbhDAJEJEMOwNb
NALbZT I V ROSTLINNyCHAKO�ENOVyCHDATAB`ZdCH �*-88)6)84)%8 �!!�� /0-1)t3:q
)8 ()&)003���!��3PROTI VdCELETyM ROSTLIN`MM~LI JEDNOLETb ROSTLINY ��� �%)�"&��
�� ��!$�&'%���� �"�(&'��# ��� A�� ��%&('��� VYTRVALb KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY S RHIZOMY

��� '�"�'#%��� � $%�'�"&�&� � &+ )�&'%�&� �� )�%�� A �� �%����� A N~KTERb VdCELETb
ROSTLINY S HLAVNdM KO�ENEM �� $# +$�+  (&� �� � �(&� �� #�����"� �&� �� !���(!

A �� $%�'�"&��V~TuINOUM~LKbKO�ENYNEDOSAHUJdCdV~TudHLOUBKYNEw �� CM�

:ELKbMNOwSTVd JEMNyCHKO�EN�BYLOPOZOROV`NOP�EDEVudMUM~LCEKO�ENUJdCdCH
DRUH�� 8UTOSKUTE{NOSTLZEVYSV~TLITJAKOADAPTACINASUCHbPODMdNKYPROST�EDd�JAK
JIwPOPSAL1)66-00)8%0� �������

/O�ENOVb SYSTbMY B~wN~ SE VYSKYTUJdCdCH DRUH� {ELEDI �������� JSOU VELMI

VARIABILNd� .EJICHVARIABILITA JED`NAP�EDEVudMwIVOTNdFORMOUDLE6AUNKIERAAD`LE
PAKTRIBOVOUP�dSLUuNOSTIJEDNOTLIVyCHDRUH��
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4�IVyZKUMUNAZ`KLAD~N`DOBOVbHOPOKUSUBYLOZJIuT~NO"

A� &~HEMVZCH Z̀IVOSTINEBYLYSEMEN`{KY�� �%)�"&� SCHOPNbZdSKATDOSTATEK
FOSFORU�

B� �� �%)�"&� NEKVETL VPRVNdM ROCEV w`DNbVARIANT~HNOJENd�:PRVNdM ROCE

UTV`�ELPOUZEP�dZEMNdLISTOVbR�wICE�:EDRUHbMROCEROSTLINYKVETLYPOUZE
VE VARIANT`CH HNOJENyCH 4� COw NAZNA{UJE DVOULETy CHARAKTER DRUHU�
7EMEN`{KY �� �%)�"&� NEBYLY SCHOPNb BEZ DOD`Nd 4 DALudHO VyVOJE

Z JUVENILNdHOST`DIA�
C� (bLKAKO�ENEDOSAHOVALAOD� CM�VARIANTA2��DO �� CM�VARIANTA4��
D� 4R�M~R KO�ENOVbHO KR{KU A �`D V~TVENd BYL PR�KAZN~ OVLIVN~N VARIANTOU

HNOJENd�

E� 2ODULACE BYLA POZITIVN~ OVLIVN~NA DOSTUPNOSTd FOSFORU A NEGATIVN~
DOSTUPNOSTd DUSdKU� :E VARIANT~ 2� BYLA NALEZENA NEJVyuE JEDNA HLdZKA�
VE VARIANT`CH S4BYLOZAZNAMEN`NOVPR�M~RU��HLdZEK�

F� ,LdZKY MALbHO VZR�STU BYLY NALEZENY V KONTROLE� VE VARIANT~ HNOJENb /
A VE VuECHVARIANT`CHS2�2EJV~TudVELIKOSTIDOSAHOVALYHLdZKYVE VARIANT~
4�A 4��

G� :`LCOVITb�V~TVENbAPRSTOVIT~V~TVENbHLdZKYBYLYPOZOROV`NYVEVARIANT`CH

4� A 4�� :~TVENb HLdZKY BYLY NALEZENY I VE VARIANT`CH� KDE BYL FOSFOR
V KOMBINACISDUSdKEMADRASLdKEM�

H� :E VuECH VARIANT`CH BYLY NALEZENY V`LCOVITb HLdZKY� :E VARIANT~ 2� M~LO

HLdZKYJEN�� �ROSTLIN�VKONTROLEPAK�� �ROSTLIN�
I� %{KOLIV �� �%)�"&�� ROSTE NA wIVINOV~ CHUDyCH P�D`CH� NEBYLA U N~HO

VE VARIANT`CHSwIVINAMIPOZOROV`NATOXICITA�

: R`MCI N`DOBOVyCH POKUS� BYL ZKOUM`N VLIV DOSTUPNOSTI wIVIN NA �� �%)�"&�

A �� !���(!� :LIV DEVdTI VARIANT HNOJENd �� KONTROLA� BYL POSUZOV`N JAK
U NADZEMNdCH� TAKUPODZEMNdCH{`STd ROSTLIN�2ADZEMNdA PODZEMNd{`STI ROSTLIN

JSOU V UR{ITbM VZTAHU� NAP�� 7896> )8 %0� ��!!�� POPISUJE KORELACI MEZI R�STEM
NADZEMNd{`STd ROSTLINYA NODULACdU�� $%�'�"&�� 13284)8-8)8'3901%2 ��!!��
POPSALIVZTAHMEZIADVENTIVNdMI KO�ENYAKVETENdM�

7POLUSESTAVBOUROSTLINBYLAHODNOCENAIVZCH`ZIVOSTOBOUDRUH��
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:LIV DOSTUPNOSTI wIVIN SE PROJEVIL NEJEN VE VZCH`ZIVOSTI A POZOROVANyCH ZNACdCH
NADZEMNdCH {`STd ROSTLIN �� �%)�"&�� ALE TAKb VE STAVB~ KO�ENOVbHO SYSTbMU
A V NODULACI� 4�I ZVyuENb DOSTUPNOSTI FOSFORU UTV`�ELI ROSTLINY RELATIVN~ ROZS`HLb
KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY V POROVN`Nd S OSTATNdMI VARIANTAMI DOSTUPNOSTI wIVIN� 8ENTO

POZITIVNd VLIV FOSFORU NA VELIKOST KO�ENOVbHO SYSTbMU BYL ZAZNAMEN`N NEJEN
U LEGUMINeZ�ALEIUJINyCHDRUH�ROSTLIN�0=2',)8&63;2����� %(%17)8%0� �����
(92&%&-2 )8 %0� ����� 6%+,38,%1% )8 /%68,-/)=%2 ����� ,-00 )8 %0� �����

7:3&3(%)8,%&)60)����� 4%2+)8%0� ������

2EJVyRAZN~Jud POZITIVNd VLIV FOSFORU BYL POZOROV`N U NODULACE� Z`ROVE� BYL TAKb
ZAZNAMEN`N I NEP�EKVAPIVy NEGATIVNd VLIV DOSTUPNOSTI DUSdKU� COw JE V SOULADU

S VySLEDKYPRACEMI &6%9)6)8%0� ������� 6391)8)8%0� ���� � A 0-)8%0� �������
*IXACE VZDUuNbHO DUSdKU JE PRO ROSTLINU ENERGETICKY N`RO{Ny PROCES� 4OKUD M ̀
ROSTLINA MOwNOST P�IJMOUT JINb DOSTUPNb FORMY DUSdKU� TAK SNdwd NODULACI
NEBO JI ZCELAINHIBUJE�

2ESCHOPNOST �� �%)�"&� P�IJMOUT DOSTATEK FOSFORU V ALKALICKb P�D~ SE PROJEVILA
NEGATIVN~ P�I FIXACI VZDUuNbHO DUSdKU� /E STEJNbMU Z`V~RU DOSP~LI TAKb ,l+,�
.)27)2)8 %0� ������ PRO �� %�$�"&� KDY P�I SUBOPTIM`LNdM P�dJMU FOSFORU� DOuLO

K POKLESUFIXACEDUSdKU�>VyuEN`DOSTUPNOSTFOSFORUSENAOPAKPROJEVILAZVyuENOU
NODULACd�

9wITb FOSFORE{Nb HNOJIVO �SUPERFOSF`T� OBSAHOVALO SdRU� KTER` PODLE :%6-2 )8 %0�
������ TAKb PODPORUJE NODULACI� (OSTUPNOST SdRY SE VuAK MOHLA PROJEVIT

I P�I VZCH`ZIVOSTIAP�IVyVOJINADZEMNdCHAPODZEMNdCHORG`N� ROSTLIN�

:dCE TVAR� HLdZEK NA JEDNb ROSTLIN~ U �� �%)�"&� BYLO VZ`CN~ ZAZNAMEN`NO
NA STANOVIuTdCH S NdZKOU DOSTUPNOSTd FOSFORU �/987',)6% �!��� ',1)0r/3:q

)8 ,).'1%2 ������ 2A KRAJINNb hROVNI DOMINOVALY P�EDEVudM HLdZKY V`LCOVITbHO
TVARU� :~TVENb HLdZKY SE PRAVD~PODOBN~ MOHOU UTV`�ET ZA VYSOKb DOSTUPNOSTI
FOSFORU�

%CIDOFILNd CHOV`Nd �� �%)�"&� JE PRAVD~PODOBN~ ZP�SOBENO NESCHOPNOSTd
SEMEN`{K�P�IJMOUTDOSTATEK 4Z ALKALICKbP�DY� �� �%)�"&� VPRVNdMROCENEKVETL
V w`DNb VARIANT~� : DRUHbM ROCE KVETL POUZE VE VARIANT`CH S 4� COw POUKAZUJE
NA JEHODVOULETy wIVOTNdCYKLUSP�IPOZD~JudMVySEVUA JEHO LIMITACIDOSTUPNOSTd4

NA ALKALICKyCH P�D`CH� &EZ DOD`Nd 4 ROSTLINY �� �%)�"&� NEBYLY SCHOPNb SE
VYVINOUTZEST`DIASEMEN`{K�� 2ODULACEBYLAPOZITIVN~OVLIVN~NA4ANEGATIVN~2�
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4�IVyZKUMU�� !���(! NAZ`KLAD~N`DOBOVbHOPOKUSUBYLOZJIuT~NO"

A� :ZCH`ZIVOST U �� !���(! SE POHYBOVALA OD � � V KONTROLNd VARIANT~
DO �� � VE VARIANT~ S 4� 7EMEN`{KY VYKAZOVALY ZVyuENOU CITLIVOST
NA VYSOKOUDOSTUPNOST2�

B� 2EJVYuudCHHODNOTDOSAHOVALYZNAKYNADZEMNdCH{`STdROSTLINVE VARIANT`CH
S APLIKACdVuECHwIVIN �24/� SOU{ASN~�

C� &YLPOZOROV`NNEGATIVNd VLIVDUSdKU NANODULACI�P�EDEVudMVEVARIANT`CH

2� A 2� BEZ APLIKACE FOSFORU� 4O{ET HLdZEK NA ROSTLINU BYL NEJNIwud
VE VARIANT`CHS 2ANEJVYuudVEVARIANT`CHS4�

D� (bLKAHLAVNdHOKO�ENE BYLAVROZMEZdOD���� CM�VARIANTA2��DO���� CM
�VARIANTA 4���4R�M~RKO�ENOVbHO KR{KUDOSAHOVAL��� CMVEVARIANT~2�

A ��� CM VE VARIANT~ HNOJENb 4�� 1AXIM`LNd �`D V~TVENd BYL NEJNIwud
VE VARIANT~2������ANEJVYuudVEVARIANT~4����!��

E� 2EJV~Tud HLdZKY BYLY NALEZENY VE VARIANT`CH S / A 4� NEJMENud V 2��

:E VARIANT`CH2� A2�4�BYLYHLdZKYZAZNAMEN`NYPOUZEU�� �A�� �
ROSTLIN�

F� �� !���(! JE RELATIVN~ VHODNyM DRUHEM PRO OBLASTI S ALKALICKOU P�DOU�
4RO DOSAwENd MAXIM`LNdHO VZR�STU VYwADUJE TENTO DRUH� KROM~ ZVyuENb

DOSTUPNOSTI FOSFORU A DRASLdKU� TAKb ZVyuENOU DOSTUPNOST MINER`LNdHO
DUSdKU�

:ZCH`ZIVOST�� !���(! BYLASTEJN~JAKOU�� �%)�"&� �VIZ�',1)0r/3:q)8,).'1%2
����&�POZITIVN~ OVLIVN~NADOSTUPNOSTd4�(OSTUPNOSTFOSFORUSEPOZITIVN~PROJEVILA
TAKbVR�STU AVyVOJI KO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM��� !���(!�2EPATRN~MENudPOZITIVNdVLIV

BYL ZAZNAMEN`N VE VARIANT`CH S KOMBINACd VuECH APLIKOVANyCH wIVIN �24/��
2EJDELud HLAVNd KO�ENY U �� !���(! BYLY NAM~�ENY VE VARIANT`CH SE ZVyuENOU
DOSTUPNOSTdFOSFORU�JAKJIwPOPSALTAKbVESVbPR`CI&%0-+%6��! ���:EVARIANT`CH
S DOSTUPNOSTd FOSFORU A VuECH wIVIN Z`ROVE� �24/� DOuLO K N`R�STU PR�M~RU

KO�ENOVbHO KR{KU OPROTI OSTATNdM VARIANT`M� 8ENTO h{INEK BYL POZOROV`N JAK
U LEGUMINeZ �,-00)8 %0� ����� 4%2+)8 %0� ������ TAK I UOSTATNdCHDRUH� ROSTLIN
�;%,0)8%0� ������ (LE*%+)6-%)8 %0� ������PODPORUJEDOSTUPNOST FOSFORU R�ST

KO�ENE AZ`ROVE�TAKb P�dJEMOSTATNdCHMAKRO� �2�'A�/�1G�4�AMIKROwIVIN�*E�
1N�>N�'U��COwD`LEPODPORUJECELKOVyR�STAVyVOJROSTLIN�
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:LIVFOSFORU SETAKbPROJEVIL VE V~TVENdKO�ENE�:EVARIANT`CHS4A / �VARIANTY4��
4�A/�SEKO�ENYV~TVILI VdCE OPROTI JINyMVARIANT`M�*36())8036)2>3 ������
POPSALI V~TudV~TVENd KO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM�P�I SOU{ASNbAPLIKACIDUSdKUA FOSFORU�
/OMBINACE T~CHTO DVOU PRVK� SE VuAK V R`MCI N`DOBOVbHO POKUSU VE V~TVENd

NEPROJEVILA� 2EJMbN~SEKO�ENYV~TVILYVEVARIANT~ 2�� %PLIKACEDUSdKUM~LA VLIV
TAKb NA SNdwENd R�STU KO�ENOVbHO SYSTbMU DO HLOUBKY� PODOBN~ JAK POPSALI
7:3&3(%)8,%&)60)������ U�%�'��(!���&'�)(!�

2EGATIVNd h{INEK 2 NA NODULACI SE PROJEVIL VE VARIANT`CH �2� A 2��� KDE BYL
APLIKOV`N BEZ4 A/�4RAVD~PODOBN~ZDEDOuLOK LIMITACINEDOSTUPNOSTd FOSFORU�
8ATO SKUTE{NOST BYLA POZOROV`NA TAKb V KONTROLNd VARIANT~� (OSTUPNOST 4�

SE PODOBN~ JAKOU�� �%)�"&�� PROJEVILA U�� !���(! VELMI POZITIVN~ P�I NODULACI�
8ATO REAKCE NA DOSTUPNOST ZMdN~NyCH wIVIN BYLA ZAZNAMEN`NA MNOHA AUTORY
�%(%17 )8 %0� ����� &6%9)6 )8 %0� ����� 6391)8 )8 %0� ��� � 0- )8 %0� �����
',1)0r/3:q)8,).'1%2����&� IPROJINbDRUHYROSTLINZ {ELEDI���������

3BECN~PLATd�wEP�IAPLIKACIDUSdKUZ`VISd{ETNOSTAMdRANODULACENA DOSTUPNOSTI
FOSFORU� / PODOBNyM POZNATK�M DOuLI U �'+ #&�"'��&� �(!( �& TAKb +%8)7

)8 ;-0732 ��!���� 7OU{ASN` APLIKACE DUSdKU A FOSFORU SE PROJEVILA ZVyuENdM

NODULACE�ALEP�IAPLIKACI POUZEDUSdKUBYLVLIVNANODULACINEGATIVNd�

2AZ`KLAD~POKUSUSDOSTUPNOSTdwIVINSE�� !���(! ZD`ByTVHODNOULEGUMINeZOU
PRO P~STOV`Nd NA ALKALICKyCH P�D`CH� 4�I DOBRb DOSTUPNOSTI 4 A / DOSAHUJE
�� !���(! I NA ALKALICKyCH P�D`CHMAXIM`LNdHO VZR�STU� /ROM~ 4 A / VYwADUJE

TENTO DRUH TAKb UR{ITb MNOwSTVd 2� {dMw SE LIud OD DRUHU �� �%)�"&� Z P�EDCHOZd
STUDIE �',1)0r/3:q)8 ,).'1%2����&��:YSOK`DOSTUPNOSTMINER`LNdHO2 Z`ROVE�
S NdZKOU DOSTUPNOSTd 4 A / ZVYuUJE MORTALITU U SEMEN`{K�� SNIwUJE R�ST

NADZEMNdCHAPODZEMNdCH{`STdROSTLINATAKbNODULACI�

4�I VyZKUMU DOSTUPNOSTI wIVIN SE METODA N`DOBOVbHO POKUSU ZCELA OSV~D{ILA�
4�EDEVudM DdKY SNADNb MANIPULACI A ZISKU ROSTLINNbHO MATERI`LU� .E NUTNO

PODOTKNOUT� wE P�I T~CHTO POKUSECH HRAJE D�LEwITOU ROLI SUBSTR`T A P�I VENKOVNdM
N`DOBOVbM POKUSUHROZdP�IVYDATNyCHDEuTdCH ZATOPENdN`DOB�
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4�IVyZKUMU�� &�'�)� NAZEM~D~LSKyCHPLOCH`CHBYLOZJIuT~NO"

A� 'ELKOVy VyNOS JETELOVINOTRAVNd SM~SI SE POHYBOVAL MEZI  m �� T HA���
KDY PODdLPRVNd�DRUHbAT�ETdSE{EBYL�����A�! ��

B� 4ODZEMNd BIOMASA JETELOVINOTRAVNd SM~SI VE SVRCHNdCH �� CM P�DY

DOSAHOVALA��� � �� T HA���UPODZEMNdBIOMASYNEBYLZAZNAMEN`Nw`DNy
PR�KAZNy VyVOJV{ASE�

C� 4R�M~R KO�ENE A MAXIM`LNd �`D V~TVENd �� &�'�)� SE PR�KAZN~ LIuILY

V Z`VISLOSTINASTANOVIuTI�4R�M~RKO�ENEVZR�STALS{ASEM�

D� :dCEV~TVENbKO�ENOVbSYSTbMYSENACH`ZELYVP�D`CHSVYuudMOBSAHEM
PdSKU�

E� /O�ENOVb SYSTbMY S V~TudM PR�M~REM KO�ENOVbHO KR{KU UTV`�ELY MENud

HLdZKY�

F� :dCE V~TVENb KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY UTV`�ELY VdCE HLdZEK �NEZ`VISLE NA JEJICH
TVARU��

G� 4O{ETHLdZEKKLESALODKV~TNA�!�� � �����DOSRPNA���� � ����

H� 2A ZA{`TKU VEGETA{Nd SEZeNY BYLO ZAZNAMEN`NO NEJVdCE AKTIVNdCH HLdZEK
NA VuECHSTANOVIuTdCH�

:yZKUM �� &�'�)� A �� $%�'�"&�� �',1)0r/3:q )8 %0� 79&1-88)( &� PROBdHAL
NA PLOCH`CH S JETELOVINOTRAVNd SM~Sd� :~TuINA STUDId ZAByVAJdCd SE �� &�'�)� BYLA
PROVEDENA V MONOKULTUR`CH A PR`V~ TdM SE NAuE PR C̀E ODLIuUJE OD OSTATNdCH

A DO JISTbMdRYTAKbKOMPLIKUJE�9ROSTLIN�� &�'�)� A�� $%�'�"&� BYLYHODNOCENYJAK
NADZEMNd�TAKPODZEMNd{`STI�9JETELOVINOTRAVNdSM~SIBYLAHODNOCENANADZEMNd
A PODZEMNd BIOMASA� ABY SLEDOVANb ZNAKY MOHLY ByT ZA{LEN~NY DO uIRudHO

KONTEXTUPR`CEAMOHLByTTAKbHODNOCENVZTAHMEZIJEDNOTLIVyMI PARAMETRY�2AP��
;%6)1&396+ )8 %0� ��!!�� NAM~�IL VYuud VyNOS NA LOKALIT`CH S VYuudM PO{TEM
HLdZEKU ��$%�'�"&��

�� &�'�)� A �� $%�'�"&� BYLY ZKOUM`NY SOU{ASN~ NAuESTI PLOCH`CH V EKOLOGICKY

OBHOSPODA�OVANyCH ZEM~D~LSKyCH PODNICdCH� 8YTO VyZKUMNb PLOCHY S TbM~�
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IDENTICKyMIKLIMATICKyMIPODMdNKAMIBYLYSHODN~OBHOSPODA�OVANb�LIuILISEPOUZE
SVyMIP�DNdMIPODMdNKAMI�

2A JEDNb ZE uESTI PLOCH �PLOCHA (�� BYLY ROSTLINY O ROK STARud NEw NA OSTATNdCH
PLOCH`CH�9 T~CHTO ROSTLIN NEBYLOMOwNbODD~LIT VLIV JEJICHST`�d �UwITKOVbHO ROKU�

OD VLIVUSTANOVIuT~� > TOHOTOD�VODU NEBYLA PLOCHA(�POROVN`V`NASOSTATNdMI�
:ZHLEDEMKN`RO{NOSTISB~RU DATAZAJdMAVyMZJIuT~NdM BYLAVuAKDATAZPLOCHY(�
V PR`CI PONECH`NA A POUZE DISKUTOV`NA� .AK POUKAZUJd STUDIE 79>9/- ��!!���

4-)830%)8719'/)6��!!�� A,%/0)8%0� �������ST`�dROSTLINYSE PRAVD~PODOBN~
PROJEVILONAP�dKLADVPR�M~RUKO�EN�{I JEJICHV~TVENd�8ENTOVLIVALENEBYLOMOwNb
V NAudPR`CIP�ESN~ROZLIuITATAKbNEBYLCdLEMNAuEHOVyZKUMU�

2EJNIwudVyNOSNADZEMNdBIOMASY� T HA���BYLZAZNAMEN`NNAPLOuESNEJVYuudM
OBSAHEMORGANICKbHMOTY VP�D~ AZ`ROVE�NEJVYuud DOSTUPNOSTdDUSdKU �PLOCHA
(��� &6%92 )8 %0� ������ NAM~�ILI NA TbTO PLOuE S IDENTICKOU SM~Sd V PRVNdM
UwITKOVbM ROCE VyNOS �� T HA��� COw POUKAZUJE NA VYSOKy POTENCI`L TOHOTO

STANOVIuT~ A POKLES VyNOSU MEZI PRVNdM A DRUHyM ROKEM� JAK ZAZNAMENALI TAKb
%0&%=6%/)88_6/�������

2EJVYuudVyNOSYBYLYNAM~�ENYB~HEMPRVNdSE{E�2EJNIwudVyNOSYBYLYDOSAwENY

B~HEM T�ETd SE{E� COw ODPOVdD` B~wNyM VyNOS�M B~HEM VEGETA{NdHO OBDOBd
VE ST�EDNd )VROP~ �,6):9t3:q )8 %0� ���!� +-)697 )8 %0� ����� ,%/0 )8 %0�
����%�� 6OZDdLY VE VyNOSECH JEDNOTLIVyCH SE{d �MEZI JEDNOTLIVyMI ROKY� BYLY
PRAVD~PODOBN~ ZP�SOBENY ZM~NAMI V DRUHOVbM SLOwENd� KDY DOCH`ZELO

K DOMINANCIN~KTERyCH DRUH�ROSTLIN�(RUHOVyPOM~R MEZITRAVAMIALEGUMINeZAMI
V JETELOVINOTRAVNd SM~SI SE M~Nd B~HEM VEGETA{Nd SEZeNY �*-2 )8 %0� �����
7%2()6732 )8 %0� ������ 4ODdL JEDNOTLIVyCH DRUH� �NAP�� �� &�'�)�� �� $%�'�"&��

NA CELKOVbMVyNOSUSE TEDY MEZISE{EMILIud�1%60)=)8%0� ������:EVyuIVyNOSU
SE PROJEVUJE I FENOLOGICK` F`ZE ROSTLIN PR`V~ V DOB~ SE{E� :LIV FENOLOGICKb F`ZE
NA VyNOSVuAKNEMUSdByT VwDY PR�KAZNy�JAK POUKAZUJdPR`V~U�� &�'�)� 1%60)=

)8%0� �������

%{KOLIVBYLYNALEZENY ROZDdLYU DRUHbA T�ETd SE{IMEZI JEDNOTLIVyMISTANOVIuTI� TYTO
ROZDdLY SE NIJAK NEPROMdTLI DO PODZEMNd BIOMASY� 4ODZEMNd BIOMASA SE NELIuILA
V MdSTECHS ROZDdLNyMINADZEMNdMIVyNOSY�(LENAuICHVySLEDK�INVESTOVALIROSTLINY

DO PODZEMNd BIOMASY NEZ`VISLE NA MNOwSTVd NADZEMNd BIOMASY� 8YTO VySLEDKY
JSOU V ROZPORU S PRACd ,%/0)8 %0� ������� 093)8 %0� ��!!�� ZAZNAMENALI VYuud
PODdL BIOMASY JEMNyCH KO�EN� NA JA�E A NA PODZIM� 8YTO VySLEDKY {`STE{N~

ODPOVdDAJd VyVOJI B~HEM VEGETA{Nd SEZeNY U {TY� ZE uESTI VyZKUMNyCH PLOCH�
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&IOMASA JEMNyCH KO�EN� SOUVISd S MAXIM`LNdM �`DEM V~TVENd� 2EJVYuud �`D
V~TVENdBYLN`MIZAZNAMEN`NPR`V~NAJA�EB~HEMPRVNdSE{E�

6OSTLINYNAJEDNOTLIVyCHPLOCH`CHSELIuILY�`DEMV~TVENdA PR�M~REM KO�ENE� 8YTO
ROZDdLY POUKAZUJd NA VLIV P�DNdCH PODMdNEK� �`D V~TVENd A PR�M~R KO�ENE

SE M~NILY B~HEMVEGETA{NdSEZeNY�:Yuud�`DV~TVENdBYL POZOROV`NNA LOKALIT`CH
S VYuudM OBSAHEM PdSKU V P�D~� COw BYLO PRAVD~PODOBN~ SPOJENO SE SNAZud
PENETRACdKO�ENE�PODOBN~JAKPOPISUJE7%0%/3)8%0� �������

6OSTLINY A JEJICH KO�ENY SE VZ`JEMN~ MEZI SEBOU OVLIV�UJd� ,%64)6 ��!���
UPOZOR�UJENAVLIVHUSTOTYASLOwENdVEGETACE�KDYROSTLINYOVLIV�UJdR�STAMORFOLOGII
SOUSEDNdCHROSTLIN�NAP��PR�M~RKO�ENEAPO{ETLATER`LNdCHKO�EN��JAKUV`Dd ,%/0

)8 %0� ������� 6OZDdLY V HUSTOT~ VEGETACE SE P�I NdZKbM PO{TU SBdRANyCH ROSTLIN
MOHLY PROJEVIT PR`V~ VE V~Tud VARIABILIT~ ZNAK�� %{KOLIV SB~R ROSTLIN PROBdHAL
NA VuECH PLOCH`CH JEDNOTN~ JE MOwNb� wE SE N`M NEPODA�ILO TENTO VLIV ZCELA
ELIMINOVAT�

(dKY KR`TKOV~KOSTI HLdZEK �49443 )8 %0� ����� NEBYLA NODULACE PRAVD~PODOBN~
P�dMOOVLIVN~NAST`�dMROSTLINY�4LOCHA(�SESTARudMIROSTLINAMIBYLATEDYZA�AZENA
DOHODNOCENdAPOROVN`V`NdHLdZEK�2EP�dMyVLIVST`�dROSTLIN LZEVuAKP�EDPOKL`DAT�

�� &�'�)� JEZN`M`TdM� wEUTV`�dSILNyHLAVNdKO�ENSMENudMMNOwSTVdMLATER`LNdCH
KO�EN��/987',)6%�!���',1)0r/3:q)8 ,).'1%2����%��7TARudROSTLINYUTV`�EJd
MbN~ JEMNyCH KO�EN�� KTERb JSOU VdCE N`CHYLNb K BAKTERI`LNd INFEKCI A N`SLEDNb
NODULACI� 1bN~ JEMNyCH KO�EN� NA PLOuE (� BY MOHLO ByT VYSV~TLENdM NIwud

NODULACEUSTARudCHROSTLIN�

: MNOHA STUDIdCH �0=2',)8&63;2 ����� %(%17)8 %0� ����� (92(%&-2)8 %0�
����� 6%+38,%1%)8/%68,-/)=%2�����JEPOPISOV`NVLIVDOSTUPNOSTIwIVINVP�D~

NA NODULACI�4LOCHYS JETELOVINOTRAVNdSM~SdSEMEZISEBOU LIuILYDOSTUPNOSTd wIVIN
�2� 4� /� &� 'U� *E� 1N� >N� 1O�� JE TEDY MOwNb P�EDPOKL`DAT UR{ITy VLIV wIVIN
NA NODULACI� >A DANyCH PODMdNEK NAud STUDIE NEBYLO VuAK MOwNb ROZPOZNAT VLIV

JEDNOTLIVyCH wIVIN Z D�VODU JEJICH INTERAKCE A SPOLUP�SOBENd� 2A PLOuE (�
SE STARudMIROSTLINAMIBYLAVP�D~NAM~�ENAVYuudDOSTUPNOST2�:YuudDOSTUPNOST
2ZP�SOBUJE NIwudPO{ETHLdZEKAJEJICHMENudVELIKOST�%(%17)8%0� ����� &6%9)6
)8 %0� ����� &))&) )8 %0� ����� +6);%0 ����� 0- )8 %0� ������ P�ESTO JE NUTNO

ZOHLEDNIT I OSTATNd VLIVY STANOVIuT~ �NAP�� NIwud OBSAH KYSLdKU V T~wud P�D~� ST`�d
ROSTLINAJ��AKOMPLEXNOSTP�SOBENdVuECHVLIV�Z`ROVE��

2A KO�ENECH �� &�'�)� JE MOwNb POZOROVAT HLdZKY V`LCOVITb A TAKb V~TVENb�

.AK JIw BYLO POPS`NO V PR`CI ',1)0r/3:q)8 ,).'1%2 �����%�� V~TVENb HLdZKY SE
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UTV`�EJd VPODMdNK`CHSLEPudDOSTUPNOSTd4A/ANIwudDOSTUPNOSTd2�',1)0r/3:q

)8 ,).'1%2����&��4LOCHASO ROKSTARudMI ROSTLINAMISEODLIuOVALAODOSTATNdCH
PLOCH SVOJI VyRAZN~ NIwud DOSTUPNOSTd DRASLdKU A VYuud DOSTUPNOSTd MINER`LNdHO
DUSdKU�2A TbTOPLOuESEUTV`�ELO JENMALbMNOwSTVdDROBNyCHHLdZEK�P�EDEVudM

V`LCOVITbHO TVARU�7NdwEN`NODULACEUSTARudCH ROSTLINS VYuudDOSTUPNOSTdDUSdKU
BY MOHLA ByT VYSV~TLENA TAKb SNdwENdM PODdLU LEGUMINeZ NA PLOuE A N`R�STEM
DRUH�TRAVVEDRUHbMROCE�

6OZDdLN` DOSTUPNOST MOLYBDENU V P�D~ SE PROJEVUJE V PO{TU A VELIKOSTI HLdZEK
U �� &�'�)��STEJN~JAKOU�� !�* �:-)-6%�!! � 830)(3)8%0� ������ 8ENTOPOZITIVNd
VLIV NEBYL V NAud STUDII ZAZNAMEN`N� (�VODEM TOHO BYLA PRAVD~PODOBN~

DOSTA{UJdCdDOSTUPNOSTMOLYBDENUVP�D~NAVuECHLOKALIT`CH�:PR�B~HUVEGETA{Nd
SEZeNY BYL ZAZNAMEN`N NEJNIwud PO{ET ST`RNOUCdCH A ODUMdRAJdCdCH HLdZEK
NA LOKALIT~ S NEJVYuudM OBSAHEM MOLYBDENU V P�D~� (ELud DOBA TRV`Nd AKTIVNd
NODULACEMOHLAByTPODPO�ENAPR`V~ VYuudMOBSAHEMMOLYBDENUNA TbTOPLOuE�

/ PODOBNyMVySLEDK�MDOuLII7,%;)8%0� ��!����

4OKLESPO{TU HLdZEKB~HEMVEGETACE JEVSOULADUSEZ`V~RYPR`CE>%,6%2��!! ��
4O{ET HLdZEK KLESAL NA VuECH LOKALIT`CH S VyJIMKOU JEDNb� (�VODEM OPA{NbHO

VyVOJE BY MOHL ByT VYuud OBSAH PdSKU A DOBR` DOSTUPNOST 4� P�dP� OPOwD~Ny
ZA{`TEK VEGETA{NdSEZeNYZP�SOBENyMRAZEM�2EJVYuudPO{ETAKTIVNdCHHLdZEKBYL
ZAZNAMEN`NV KV~TNUB~HEMPRVNdSE{E�V~TuINANEAKTIVNdCHAODUMdRAJdCdCHHLdZEK
BYLA ZAZNAMEN`NAB~HEMT�ETdSE{EVSRPNU�7TEJNyVyVOJHLdZEKB~HEMVEGETA{Nd

SEZeNYZAZNAMENALI TAKb7;%6%.)8&-7,23-��!!���

:LIVDOSTUPNOSTIwIVINSE PROJEVUJETAKbZM~NAMIVMORFOLOGIIKO�ENOVyCHSYSTbM��
9 LEGUMINeZ SE JEDN` P�EDEVudMO FOSFOR� KTERyMJ�OVLIV�UJEPR�M~RKO�ENE� JAK

POPSALI 4%2+)8%0� ������ U �� &�'�)��0=2',)8&63;2������ A,-00)8%0� ������
POZOROVALI V P�D`CH S NIwud DOSTUPNOSTd FOSFORU VdCE V~TVENb KO�ENY U RODU
� +��"� SPP� 3PA{Ny VLIV PAK POPSALI %(%17 )8 %0� ������� KDY SE KO�ENY VdCE

V~TVILYVP�D~SVYuudMOBSAHEMFOSFORU�6OZDdLYVDOSTUPNOSTIFOSFORUIOSTATNdCH
wIVINNEBYLYNA NAuICHVyZKUMNyCHPLOCH`CHVyRAZNb�TUDdwNEBYLOMOwNbPOSOUDIT
VLIV JEJICHDOSTUPNOSTI� (ETERMINACIJEDNOTLIVyCHVLIV�ZNEMOw�OVALOTAKbSOU{ASNb
SPOLUP�SOBENd VdCE FAKTOR� A JEJICH VZ`JEMN` INTERAKCE� 9R{ENd T~CHTO VLIV�

NA �� &�'�)� NEBYLOOBJEKTEMATUDdwANICdLEMVyZKUMU�

2ASKENOVANb KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY DRUH� �� &�'�)� A �� $%�'�"&� JSOU ZACHYCENY
NA OBR`ZCdCH��A���
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4�IVyZKUMU�� $%�'�"&� NAZEM~D~LSKyCHPLOCH`CHBYLOZJIuT~NO"

A� 4R�M~RKO�ENOVbHOKR{KU� �`DV~TVENd� VELIKOSTHLdZEKAPO{ETST`RNOUCdCH
HLdZEKBYLOVLIVN~NP�DNdMI PODMdNKAMIB~HEMCELbVEGETA{NdSEZeNY�

B� 4R�M~RKO�ENOVbHOKR{KUVZR�STAL B~HEMVEGETA{NdSEZeNY�

C� /O�ENOVb SYSTbMY S MENudM PR�M~REM KO�ENOVbHO KR{KU UTV`�ELY VdCE
AKTIVNdCHHLdZEK�

D� 4O{ETHLdZEKSEB~HEMVEGETA{NdSEZeNYPOHYBOVAL V ROZMEZd���� � �!��

HLdZEKNAROSTLINU�

E� :`LCOVITbHLdZKYBYLYNALEZENYU � � ����ROSTLINNAKAwDbPLOuE�

F� 9� � ���ROSTLINBYLYNALEZENYV~TVENbHLdZKY�

G� /O�ENOVb SYSTbMY �� $%�'�"&� SE V~TVILY VdCE NEw KO�ENOVb SYSTbMY

�� &�'�)��

H� :POROVN`NdS�� &�'�)� UTV`�EL�� $%�'�"&� VdCEHLdZEK NAVuECHPLOCH`CH�

I� ,LdZKY�� $%�'�"&� BYLYMENudNEwHLdZKY�� &�'�)��

�%��# �(!� $%�'�"&� BYLZKOUM`NZCELA IDENTICKY JAKO�� &�'�)� �',1)0r/3:q)8%0�
79&1-88)( %�� 4ODOBN~ JAKO V P�EDCHOZd STUDII NEBYLO MOwNb ANI U �� $%�'�"&�

ODD~LIT VLIV ST`�d ROSTLIN OD VLIVU PROST�EDd NA PLOuE (�� 3 ROK STARud ROSTLINY

�� $%�'�"&� SE VuAKODOSTATNdCHJEDNOLETyCHROSTLINNEODLIuOVALY TAKVyRAZN~�JAKO
TOMUBYLOUROSTLIN�� &�'�)� �',1)0r/3:q)8%0� 79&1-88)( %��

>A STEJNyCH KLIMATICKyCH PODMdNEK SE POZOROVANb ZNAKY KO�ENE �PR�M~R

KO�ENOVbHOKR{KUA�`DV~TVENd��� $%�'�"&� LIuILYVZ`VISLOSTINAVyZKUMNbPLOuE�
TEDYPODLEP�DNdCHPODMdNEK�>`ROVE�SEZNAKY LIuILY I MEZI JEDNOTLIVyMISE{EMI�
4�IHODNOCENdNODULACE BYLZAZNAMEN`NV~Tud VLIVPR�B~HUSEZeNYNEwVLIVP�DNdCH

PODMdNEK�

4R�M~R KO�ENOVbHO KR{KU NAR�STAL S {ASEM STEJN~ JAKO U �� &�'�)�� 3BECN~
SE KO�ENY�� $%�'�"&� VdCEV~TVd VESROVN`NdS�� &�'�)� ANEJINAKTOMUBYLOIVNAud
STUDII� %{KOLIV SE B~HEM VEGETA{Nd SEZeNY �`D V~TVENd �� $%�'�"&� MEZI
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JEDNOTLIVyMI TERMdNY LIuIL� NEBYL ZAZNAMEN`N w`DNy JEDNOTNy TREND VE VyVOJI
NA VuECHSTANOVIuTdCH�JAKTOMUBYLOU �� &�'�)� �',1)0r/3:q)8%0� 79&1-88)( %��

:LIVP�DNdZRNITOSTISEPROJEVIL V HODNOCENyCHZNACdCHKO�ENE�4R�M~RKO�ENOVbHO
KR{KU SE LIuIL MEZI JEDNOTLIVyMI PLOCHAMI� /O�ENY S V~TudM PR�M~REM BYLY

ZAZNAMEN`NYNAPLOCH`CHSVYuudMOBSAHEMPdSKU�4�DNdZRNITOST �PODdLPdSKU�
SOUVISd S OBSAHEM VZDUCHU V P�D~� 1)0% ������ POZOROVAL V DOB�E
PROVZDUuN~NyCH P�D`CH U �� $%�'�"&� SILNb KO�ENY A NAOPAK KO�ENY S MENudM

PR�M~REMVJdLOVITyCHP�D`CH�

:YuudHO �`DU V~TVENd DOSAHOVALY KO�ENY ROSTLIN NA PLOCH`CH S VYuudM PODdLEM
PdSKUVP�D~�NA T~CHTO PLOCH`CHSEVdCEV~TVILI I KO�ENY�� &�'�)��7%0%/3)8%0�

������ VYSV~TLUJd V~TVENd KO�EN� V PdS{ITyCH P�D`CH MOwNOSTd SNAZud PENETRACE
KO�ENE� %6',)6 )8 %0� ������ A +0%& ���� � ZAZNAMENALI NAOPAK NAVyuENd
KO�ENOVb BIOMASY V KOMPAKTN~JudCH P�D`CH� /OMPAKTNOST P�DY JE OVLIVN~NA
ORBOU�,LOUBKAORBYSEPROJEVILAZhwENdMHLAVNdHOKO�ENE UOBOUDRUH� � �� &�'�)�

I�� $%�'�"&� �HODNOCENOPOUZEVIZU`LN~��

,OMOGENNd ROZLOwENd KO�EN� JE MOwNb PODLE 4%6(3 )8 %0� ������ V P�D`CH
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