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Abstract

African mustard (Brassica tournefortii Gouan), turnipweed [Rapistrum rugosum (L.) All.], and
African turnipweed (Sisymbrium thellungii O.E. Schulz) are common broadleaf weeds in
chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) crops, particularly under dryland region conditions in eastern
Australia. Information on crop yield losses and the seed production potential for these weeds in
chickpea are limited. Field studies were conducted in the winter seasons of 2020 and 2021 in
eastern Australia with different densities of the three weeds (B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and
S. thellungii) in chickpea. Based on the sigmoidal model, chickpea yield was reduced by 50% at
11 plants m™ of B. fournefortii. Based on hyperbolic models, a 50% yield reduction of chickpea
occurred at 5 and 25 plants m ™2 of R. rugosum and S. thellungii, respectively. Based on the linear
model, B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii produced a maximum of 448,000, 206,700,
and 869,400, seeds m~2, respectively. At chickpea harvest, the low seed retention (<55%) of
B. tournefortii and S. thellungii suggests limited opportunities for harvest weed seed control, and
the seed rain of these weeds may enrich the weed seedbank in the soil. At crop harvest, the seed
retention of R. rugosum was found to be greater than 90%, suggesting that it is a suitable
candidate for harvest weed seed control. This study demonstrated that R. rugosum could cause a
greater reduction in chickpea yield compared with B. tournefortii and S. thellungii.
Furthermore, restricting seed rain of B. fournefortii and S. thellungii by not allowing the
plants to produce seeds is recommended to reduce their weed seedbanks in the soil. The
information generated from this study could aid in strengthening integrated weed management
in chickpea.

Introduction

Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) is an important winter crop in eastern Australia, especially in
dryland regions (Chauhan et al. 2017). After lupin (Lupinus spp.), chickpea is Australia’s
second-most important pulse crop, occupying an area of 0.37 million ha with an annual
production of 360 million kg and a productivity of 970 kg ha~! (ABARES 2022). There is an
increased interest among growers for chickpea cultivation in Australia due to its high export
potential and low water requirement. Besides this, chickpea crops restore soil fertility and help to
break the life cycle of cereal root diseases, such as crown rot (Berger et al. 2004; GRDC 2017).

Chickpea is a slow-growing crop that can be adversely affected by weed competition at an
early growth stage (Blackshaw et al. 2002; Campbell 2016; Mohammadi et al. 2005). In eastern
Australia, the chickpea crop is grown using wide row spacings (50- to 100-cm wide), and
Brassicaceae weeds, such as African mustard (Brassica tournefortii Gouan), turnipweed
[Rapistrum rugosum (L.) All], and African turnipweed (Sisymbrium thellungii O.E. Schulz),
commonly infest chickpea crops (Beech and Leach 1989; GRDC 2017). Total revenue losses due
to the infestation of B. tournefortii in Australia have been estimated to be about AU$10.6 million
annually (Llewellyn et al. 2016). There is no information about the revenue losses due to
infestations of R. rugosum and S. thellungii in the cropping regions of Australia.

Sisymbrium thellungii is an emerging weed in winter crops of eastern Australia, where its
infestation is more common in northern New South Wales and southern and central
Queensland (Scott and Panetta 1993). The seed production potential of S. thellungii is very high.
In chickpea, one S. thellungii plant could produce >10,000 seeds plant™! (Widderick et al. 2014).
In another study, it was found that early cohorts (May) of S. thellungii produced >90,000 seeds
plant™! (unpublished data).
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Plants of S. thellungii can produce a large number of seeds
(4,000 seeds plant™!) under severe water-stress conditions,
indicating its adaptation to drought (Mahajan et al. 2018). In a
field study, the seed persistence of this weed was less than 2 yr, and
emergence was observed from May to June (unpublished data). A
previous study on the seed germination ecology of S. thellungii
revealed that its highest germination occurred at 20/10 C (day/
night temperature), suggesting its high adaptability to winter
environmental conditions (Mahajan et al. 2018). This information
suggests that the biological attributes of this weed are favorable for
its increased infestation in winter crops, such as chickpea. In
Australia, resistance to Group 2 herbicides has been reported in
S. thellungii (Wills et al. 1996). Because herbicide options for
broadleaf weed control in chickpea are limited, S. thellungii
infestation in chickpea is a concern for its potential negative impact
on crop yield.

Brassica tournefortii is a winter weed and is widely distributed
throughout Australia (Alemseged et al. 2001). This weed is well
adapted to low-rainfall regions and is therefore a threat to chickpea
production in dry regions. In a pot study, this weed produced up to
3,000 seeds plant™ when grown at the 25% water-holding capacity
of the soil (Mahajan et al. 2020). Without crop competition in field
conditions, B. tournefortii produced 10,000 seeds plant™'; however,
seed production was reduced by 30% and 80% when grown in
competition with chickpea and wheat (Triticum aestivum L.),
respectively (Mahajan et al. 2020). This information suggests that
the seed production potential of this weed is greater when it
interferes with chickpea compared with wheat.

Brassica tournefortii has the ability to germinate at a wide range
of temperatures (15/5 to 35/15 C, day/night), suggesting that this
weed could emerge in no-till chickpea fields at crop emergence
time and provide significant competition (Singh et al. 2021). In a
field study, it was observed that B. fournefortii emerged in multiple
cohorts from March to October (autumn, winter, and spring),
indicating its adaptation to varying environmental conditions
(Mahajan et al. 2020). Its biological attributes, such as high seed
production, seed-shattering tendency, and potential to emerge
under a wide range of environmental conditions, favor the
emergence and establishment of this weed in eastern Australia
(Mahajan et al. 2020; Singh et al. 2021). Furthermore, the long
persistence (>2 yr) of B. tournefortii seeds in shallow soil layers
could increase the infestation of this weed in no-till systems
(Mahajan et al. 2020).

In wheat, a low density of B. tournefortii (5 plant m~2) could
reduce the yield by 10% (Chauhan et al. 2006; Gill et al. 2022).
However, such information on chickpea yield is limited under
Australian conditions. Furthermore, evolved resistance of this
weed to Group 2 herbicides makes it a serious concern for its
infestation in chickpea (Alemseged et al. 2001).

Rapistrum rugosum has a wide distribution throughout
Australia (Ohadi et al. 2011; Osten et al. 2007; Whish et al.
2002). Recently, it has become more prevalent in northern
cropping regions of Australia (Manalil and Chauhan 2019).
Rapistrum rugosum has the potential to produce about 13,000
seeds plant™! in fallow when it emerges at the end of autumn
(April) (Mobli et al. 2020). In another study, 47 plants m~2 of R.
rugosum in competition with wheat produced 32,000 seeds m~2
(Manalil and Chauhan 2019).

The germination of R. rugosum was found to be >85% at
temperatures ranging from 15/5 to 25/15 C (day/night temper-
ature), suggesting the ability of this weed to germinate in winter
environments (Manalil et al. 2018). With optimal germination

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2023.40 Published online by Cambridge University Press

463

temperatures coinciding with chickpea cultivation, long seed
persistence (>3.5 yr) in the soil and the ability to emerge from near
the soil surface may increase R. rugosum infestation in chickpea
crops in Australia (Gill et al. 2022; Manalil and Chauhan 2021).

In Australia, R. rugosum has evolved resistance to Group 2
herbicides (Adkins et al. 1997). The plants of R. rugosum are tall
and could shade a chickpea crop at the flowering stage and reduce
its yield. It has been estimated that 18 to 24 plants m™2 of
R. rugosum could cause a 50% reduction in wheat yield (Manalil
and Chauhan 2019). Information about R. rugosum interference
and chickpea yield loss in eastern Australia is limited.

Knowledge regarding weed interference in crops could provide
valuable information in strengthening integrated weed manage-
ment practices by understanding the weak and strong points of
weeds (Lemerle et al. 2014; Mahajan and Chauhan 2021, 2022;
Reiss et al. 2018). Crop-weed competition and its impact on crop
yield could vary with different crops, weed species, and
environmental conditions (Mwendwa et al. 2018; Soltani et al.
2018). There is a common understanding that different levels of
weed infestations may have different impacts on crop vyield.
Information about the maturity time and dispersal behavior of
weeds can be used in formulating strategies aimed at reducing
weed seedbanks in the soil (Walsh and Powles 2014), and
knowledge of the seed retention behavior of weeds in a crop helps
in determining strategies for harvest weed seed control (HWSC)
(Walsh et al. 2018).

Knowledge gaps exist for the interference and seed retention
behavior of B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii in chickpea.
Therefore, field studies were conducted for 2 yr (winter 2020 and
2021) to evaluate the impact of B. fournefortii, R. rugosum, and
S. thellungii on chickpea yield loss and weed seed retention behavior.

Materials and Methods
Field Trial, Description, and Data Collection

Three field experiments were conducted for 2 yr (2020 and 2021) at
the research facility of the University of Queensland, Gatton
(27.5514°S, 152.3428°E). The Gatton site is situated in the
subtropical climate region of Australia and has an average annual
rainfall of 728 mm (30-yr climatic normal; http://www.bom.gov.
au). The soil type of the experimental site was medium clay with a
pH of 6.9 and 1.4% organic matter. Each experiment was repeated
in the same area of the field. For sowing, a fine seed bed was
prepared with a disk harrow (twice) (Disc Plow 24 Plates, Jarrett
Implements, Dural, NSW, Australia) followed by a rotovator (Celli
B Series Rotary Hoes 2.1m-B 205, Farm Supplies, Coopers Plains,
QLD, Australia) operation. The field remained fallow after the first
chickpea crop.

Each experiment was conducted in a randomized complete block
design with five densities as treatments, and each treatment was
replicated three times. The weed densities varied for each species.
Densities of S. thellungii were 0, 5, 15, 25, and 38 plants m™2. Brassica
tournefortii densities were 0, 8, 11, 14, and 19 plants m~> and densities
for R. rugosum were 0, 8, 28, 40, and 64 plants m~2. In both years,
chickpea (PBA Seamer’, Seednet, Horsham, VIC, Australia) was
planted at 30 seeds m™ with a row spacing of 35 cm using a cone
planter. The study was conducted in an additive design (weed density
varied, while the crop density was kept constant) for calculating
thresholds. The size of each plot was 7 m? (5.0 m by 1.4 m).

Seeds of B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii, were
mixed with sand and broadcast by hand before chickpea planting.
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Weed seeds for field infestation were collected from fields in the
eastern region of Australia in October 2019. After collection, seeds
were air-dried for 7 d in a screenhouse and then stored under dark
conditions at room temperature until use.

Weed seeding rates for each plot were decided based on a
germination test performed in the laboratory so that a high weed
infestation level could emerge in each plot. Weed density in each
plot was adjusted by thinning of weed seedlings after their
emergence. In the second year, the same weed density as the first
year was maintained for each infestation level. The crop was
sprinkle-irrigated (immediately and 7 d after sowing) to ensure
uniform crop and weed emergence. Manual weeding was done
regularly (twice per week) for the initial 45 d to remove other weeds
and to maintain the required weed densities. Weed densities were
maintained by placing (and moving) a quadrat (1 m by 1 m)
throughout each plot.

At crop harvest, weed density and biomass were recorded by
placing a quadrat (50 cm by 50 cm) at two random places in each plot.
For weed biomass, plants from the quadrat area were cut at the soil
level, placed in paper bags, and dried in an oven at 70 C for 72 h.

Before weeds were removed from the quadrat area, the total
number of weed seeds in the quadrat area was also counted and
then converted into seeds per square meter.

To determine the seed numbers of B. tournefortii and S.
thellungii, the total numbers of pods in the quadrat of each species
was counted and then multiplied by the average seed number per
pod of each species. The seeds from 10 intact pods each of B.
tournefortii and S. thellungii were counted and then averaged to
obtain seed numbers per pod. To quantify seeds from R. rugosum,
each plant within a quadrat was threshed, and the total seed
numbers were estimated on a weight basis.

Before crop harvesting, five plants of chickpea were chosen
randomly from each plot (at the center of each plot) to estimate the
number of pods per plot. The number of pods was counted for each
plant, and the average was calculated for the five plants. For
calculating seeds per pod, the seeds were counted for 10 pods chosen
from each plot and then averaged to get seeds per pod. Crop
harvesting was done with a plot harvester (Zurn 160 Plot Harvester,
Woaldenburg, Germany), and seed yield was adjusted to 12% moisture
content. The crop was harvested from a 5.6-m? (4.0 m by 1.4 m) area.

Statistical Analyses

Data for both years in each experiment were subjected to an
ANOVA using the software CPCS1, verified with GenStat 19th
edition (VSN International, Hemel Hempstead, UK). Year by
treatment interactions were nonsignificant for each parameter;
therefore, data were pooled over the years (a total of six
replications) for further analysis. Data were also validated to
ensure that the assumptions of normality and the homogeneity of
variance were met before analysis.

The relationship between chickpea yield loss as a percent of
weed-free control and B. tournefortii was estimated with a
sigmoidal model using SigmaPlot v. 14.5 (Systat Software, San
Jose, CA, USA):

y = a/] + e*[<x*x0>/b] [1]

where y is the chickpea yield loss as a percent of weed-free control
at weed density x, a is the maximum yield loss, x, is the weed
density for a 50% reduction of the maximum yield loss, and b
indicates the slope.
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The relationship between chickpea yield loss as a percent of
weed-free control and R. rugosum and S. thellungii density was
estimated with a modified hyperbolic model using SigmaPlot v.
14.5 (Systat Software):

y =ax/(1 + bx) [2]

where a represents yield loss (y) per unit weed density as x (density)
approaches zero, and b is the slope.

The relationship between weed seed production and weed
density was estimated with a linear model using SigmaPlot v. 14.5
(Systat Software):

y=a-+bx (3]

where y is the weed seed production at weed density x, a is the
intercept, and b is the slope.

Results and Discussion

The crop received a total rainfall of 115 and 213 mm in 2020 and 2021,
respectively. In 2020, rainfall was relatively higher in September and
October compared with other months (May, June, July); while in
2021, crops received higher rainfall in May and June compared with
other months (July, August, September, October) (Figure 1). The
mean monthly maximum temperature during the crop season ranged
from 21.7 to 30.9 C and 20.5 to 25.9 C in 2020 and 2021, respectively
(Figure 1). In both years, the mean monthly maximum temperature
was lowest in July and highest in October. The mean monthly
minimum temperature during the crop season ranged from 6.8 to
11.6 Cand 7.1 to 10.1 C in 2020 and 2021, respectively (Figure 1). The
mean monthly minimum temperature in September 2020 (10.4 C)
was relatively higher than in September 2021 (7.4 C). Similarly, the
mean monthly maximum temperature in September 2020 (27.8 C)
was relatively higher than in September 2021 (23.8 C).

Chickpea took 10 (GDD5 [growing degree days taking 5 C as base
temperature] =141) and 11 (GDD5 =140) d for emergence in 2020
and 2021, respectively. The crop took 84 (GDD5=914) and 93
(GDD5 =913) d for 50% flowering in 2020 and 2021, respectively.
For harvesting, the crop took 155 (GDD5=1,802) and 157
(GDD5=1,604) d in 2020 and 2021, respectively. Brassica
tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii took 14, 10, and 13 d for
emergence in 2020. However, in 2021, B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and
S. thellungii took 13, 10, and 12 d for emergence.

Brassica tournefortii and Chickpea Yield

The seed yield of chickpea in the weed-free environment in the
B. tournefortii interference trial was 3,200 kg ha™’, and it was
reduced by 23%, 44%, 61%, and 72% at weed infestation levels of 8,
11, 14, and 19 plants m~2, respectively (Table 1). A sigmoidal
model estimated that the chickpea yield was reduced by 10%, 25%,
and 50% at weed densities of 5, 7, and 11 plants m™2 (Figure 2A).
About 24 pods plant™! were produced by chickpea in the weed-free
plot, and the pod number per plant decreased by 11%, 31%, 37%,
and 49% at weed infestation levels of 8, 11, 14, and 19 plants m~2,
respectively (Table 1). Chickpea seed numbers per pod were
highest (1.6 seeds pod™!) in the weed-free environment and were
reduced by 37% and 56% at the infestation levels of 14 and 19
plants m~2, respectively. The 100-seed weight of chickpea in the
weed-free environment was 21 g, and it decreased by 7%, 21%, and
32% at infestation levels of 8, 14, and 19 plants m~2, respectively
(Table 1).
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Table 1. Effect of Brassica tournefortii density on weed parameters and chickpea yield attributes and seed yield.?
Brassica tournefortii Chickpea
Weed density Biomass Height Seed production Seed retention Pods Seeds 100-seed weight Seed yield
plants m2 gm™ cm no. m—2 % no. plant™* no. pod—t g kg ha™!
0 — — — — 24.5a 1.6a 21.2a 3,204a
8 107.8a T4a 114,506a 514 21.7b 1.3b 19.7b 2,448b
11 154.4b 78ab 185,490a 47.2 17.0c 1.2b 17.7c 1,788b
14 261.9¢ 80ab 328,599b 49.1 15.3d 1.0c 17.3c 1,252¢
19 311.1d 85b 447,969¢ 50.2 12.7e 0.7d 14.5d 897c
P-value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.12 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
LSD (0.05) 37.0 7 84,264 NS 1.5 0.15 0.98 690
2Means followed by the same letter within a column are not significantly different according to the LSD test at a 5% level of significance.
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Figure 1. Air temperature and rainfall during the crop seasons (May-October) of chickpea for 2020 and 2021 at the University of Queensland, Gatton, Australia.

The biomass of B. tournefortii at the infestation level of 8 plants
m™2 was 108 g m™2, and it continuously increased with the increased
weed density up to 19 plants m™2. Seed production of B. tournefortii
at the infestation level of 8 plants m™ was 114,500 seeds m~2
(Table 1), which increased by 143% and 188% at infestation levels of
14 and 19 plants m™> respectively. At chickpea maturity, seed
retention of B. tournefortii at the infestation level of 5 plants m~2 was
51%, and it remained similar (47% to 51%) at each level of
infestation (Table 1). At crop harvest, B. fournefortii plants attained
a height of 74 cm at a weed density of 8 plants m™2, which increased
to 85 cm at a weed density of 19 plants m~2 (Table 1).

Rapistrum rugosum and Chickpea Yield

The seed yield of chickpea in the weed-free environment in the R.
rugosum interference trial was 3,310 kg ha™!, and was reduced by
79%, 90%, 94%, and 96% at weed densities of 18, 28, 40, and 64
plants m™, respectively (Table 2). A modified hyperbolic model
estimated that the chickpea yield was reduced by 10%, 25%, and 50%
at weed densities of 1,2, and 5 plants m~2 (Figure 2B). About 21 pods
plant™! were produced by chickpea in the weed-free plot, and the
pod number per plant decreased by 50%, 67%, 76%, and 82% at
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weed infestation levels of 8, 28, 40, and 64 plants m™2, respectively

(Table 2). Seed numbers per pod were highest (1.7 seeds pod™') in
the weed-free environment and were reduced by 53% and 71% at
infestation levels of 8 and 64 plants m~2, respectively. The 100-seed
weight of chickpea in the weed-free environment was 21 g and
decreased by 39%, 49%, and 51%, respectively, at infestation levels of
8, 28, and 64 plants m~2 (Table 2).

The biomass of R. rugosum at the infestation level of 8 plants m™
was 403 g m~2 and decreased by 55% and 70% at weed infestation
levels of 40 and 64 plants m™, respectively. Seed production of
R. rugosum at the infestation level of 8 plants m~2 was 54,300 seeds
m~2 (Table 2), and it increased by 522% at the infestation level of 64
plants m~2. At chickpea maturity, seed retention of R. rugosum at the
infestation level of 8 plants m™ was 89%, and it remained similar
(80% to 89%) at each level of infestation (Table 2). At crop harvest,
R. rugosum plants attained similar heights (163 to 185 cm) at each
level of infestation (Table 2).

2

Sisymbrium thellungii and Chickpea Yield

The seed yield of chickpea in the weed-free environment in the S.
thellungii interference trial was 3,670 kg ha™! and was reduced by
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Figure 2. Chickpea yield reduction as a percent of weed-free control in response to
weed densities of (A) Brassica tournefortii, (B) Rapistrum rugosum, and (C) Sisymbrium
thellungii. Relationships are described with a sigmoidal model for B. tournefortii and
with modified rectangular hyperbolic models for R. rugosum and S. thellungii.

18%, 29%, 51%, and 71% at weed infestation levels of 5, 15, 25, and
38 plants m~2, respectively (Table 3). A modified hyperbolic model
estimated that the chickpea yield was reduced by 10%, 25%, and
50% at weed densities of 4, 11, and 25 plants m™ (Figure 2C).
About 26 pods plant™! were produced by chickpea in the weed-free
environment, and the pod number per plant decreased by 8%, 27%,
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42%, and 52% at weed infestation levels of 5, 15, 25, and 38 plants
m~2, respectively (Table 3). Seed numbers per pod were highest
(1.7 seeds pod~!) in the weed-free environment and decreased
significantly with increased levels of weed infestation (Table 3).
The 100-seed weight of chickpea in the weed-free environment was
22 g, and it declined by 10%, 22%, and 30% at weed infestation
levels of 5, 25, and 38 plants m~2, respectively. (Table 3).

At the S. thellungii infestation level of 5 plants m™, weed
biomass was 31 g m~2, which further increased to 63, 82,and 102 g
m™? at infestation levels of 15, 25, and 38 plants m™2, respectively
(Table 3). Sisymbrium thellungii produced 168,300 seeds m™ at the
infestation level of 5 plants m~2 (Table 3). Seed production of
S. thellungii at infestation levels of 15, 25, and 38 plants m™2
increased by 80%, 245%, and 420%, respectively, compared with
the infestation level of 5 plants m™2. At chickpea maturity, seed
retention of S. thellungii was similar across infestation levels (45%
to 50%) (Table 3). At crop harvest, S. thellungii plants attained a
height of 94 cm at a weed density of 5 plants m~2, which increased
to 108 cm at a weed density of 38 plants m~2 (Table 3).

This study reports the interference of B. tournefortii,
R. rugosum, and S. thellungii in chickpea at various infestation
levels. Based on the modified hyperbolic model, B. tournefortii,
R. rugosum, and S. thellungii densities corresponding to the 50%
yield reduction were 11, 5, and 25 plants m™2, respectively
(Figure 2). The relationship between weed density and weed seed
production for each weed species was found to be linear. The linear
model estimated that B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii
could produce a maximum of 448,000, 206,700, and 869,400 seeds
m™?, respectively (Figure 3).

The yield reduction in chickpea due to the increased infestation
of B. tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii could be related to
high weed-crop competition, resulting in a lower number of
chickpea pods per plant and number of seeds per pod. This study
also revealed that the seed retention of R. rugosum (80% to 89%)
was higher compared with S. thellungii (45% to 50%) and
B. tournefortii (47% to 51%), suggesting a greater opportunity for
HWSC of R. rugosum.

The high level of seed production in these three brassica weeds
indicates the potential of these species to become dominant weeds.
The greater height of R. rugosum (~160 cm) compared with
chickpea (~65 cm; data not provided) and high seed retention of
R. rugosum at chickpea maturity make this weed an ideal candidate
for HWSC. Plants of B. tournefortii and S. thellungii were found to
be prone to shattering, and disturbance of plants during the
harvesting operation may cause 100% seed shattering.

Chickpea is a slow-growing crop, and if weeds are allowed to
grow, they compete with the crop and cause a yield loss (Bhan and
Kukula 1987; Lyon and Wilson 2005; Van Acker et al. 1993). As
expected, we also observed chickpea yield losses due to interference
of S. thellungii, B. tournefortii, and R. rugosum. This is the first
study to demonstrate the chickpea yield losses due to the
interference of S. thellungii. In this study, it was found that even
the lowest level (5 to 8 plants m™) of S. thellungii and
B. tournefortii infestation could replenish the seedbank in the soil
because of the high shattering ability of plants.

Seeds of S. thellungii (unpublished data) and B. tournefortii
have greater persistence in a shallow soil layer compared with seeds
buried at greater depths (Gill et al. 2022; Mahajan et al. 2020).
Therefore, infestation by these weeds may increase in a no-till
system if they are allowed to produce seeds in the field. Previous
studies found that S. thellungii (unpublished data) and
B. tournefortii emerged in multiple cohorts and produced a higher

2
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Table 2. Effect of Rapistrum rugosum density on weed parameters, and chickpea yield attributes and seed yield.?
Rapistrum rugosum Chickpea
Weed density Biomass Height Seed production Seed retention Pods Seeds 100-seed weight Seed yield
plants m2 gm™ cm no. m—2 % no. plant™* no. pod~* g kg ha™!
0 — — — — 25.3a 1.8a 21.5a 3,336a
8 403.4a 175 54,337a 89 12.5b 0.8ab 13.2b 699.5b
28 569.3ab 185 72,864a 88 8.2c 0.5ab 11.0c 328.6¢
40 906.4b 163 84,401a 81 6.0d 0.43b 11.2¢c 206.7c
64 1,338.7c 172 338,313b 80 4.5e 0.42b 10.5¢ 115.2¢
P-value <0.001 0.15 <0.001 0.18 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
LSD (0.05) 386.6 NS 82,415 NS 0.8 13 1.2 281.4
2Means followed by the same letter within a column are not significantly different according to the LSD test at a 5% level of significance.
Table 3. Effect of Sisymbrium thellungii density on weed parameters and chickpea yield attributes, and seed yield.?
Sisymbrium thellungii Chickpea
Weed density Biomass Height Seed production Seed retention Pods Seeds 100-seed weight Seed yield
plants m~2 gm™ cm no. m—2 % no. plant™ no. pod—* g kg ha=t
0 — — — — 26.5a 1.72a 21.7a 3,667a
5 31.5a 94a 168,292a 47.3 24.2b 1.35b 19.5b 3,020a
15 63.0b 105b 302,877a 47.0 19.3c 1.18b 19.3b 2,612b
25 81.7c 106b 580,841b 50.2 15.3d 1.17b 17.0c 1,781c
38 102.3d 108b 878,933c 45.5 12.8e 0.82¢c 15.2¢ 1,059d
P-value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.17 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
LSD (0.05) 13.7 10 237,935 NS 2.0 0.18 1.6 677

2Means followed by the same letter within a column are not significantly different according to the LSD test at a 5% level of significance.

number of seeds in earlier rather than later cohorts (Gill et al.
2022). These studies suggest that effort should be made to control
early cohorts of S. thellungii and B. tournefortii, as they produced
more seeds than late cohorts.

In our previous study, it was observed that B. fournefortii seed
production declined by 33% and 78% when grown in competition
with chickpea and wheat, respectively (Mahajan et al. 2020). This
information suggests that it is advisable to grow solid-drilled (narrow
row spacing) crops, such as wheat and barley (Hordeum vulgare L.),
if the field has a history of high infestations of B. tournefortii, to
reduce its germination and establishment. A similar concept can be
applied to managing S. thellungii, as wheat did not allow the plants
of S. thellungii to flourish and produce seeds (unpublished data). It
was observed in the previous study conducted in South Australia that
B. tournefortii caused 10% wheat yield loss at a high weed infestation
level of 80 plants m~2 (Gill et al. 2022).

In the present study, chickpea yield was reduced by 80% at an
R. rugosum density of 8 plants m™2. Previous work conducted in
New South Wales, Australia, reported that R. rugosum density of 5
plants m™ reduced chickpea yield by 40%; however, seed
production and seed retention ability of this weed was not
explored in that study (Whish et al. 2002). The present study
demonstrated that R. rugosum plants are prolific seed producers.
Furthermore, this weed’s seed retention (i.e., non-shattering) and
greater height relative to chickpea provide an opportunity for
HWSC in chickpea. In Queensland, it was observed that 10 to 12
plants m™ of R. rugosum in wheat fields could reduce yield by 33%
to 44% (Manalil and Chauhan 2019). However, in South Australia,
yield losses in wheat due to the interference of R. rugosum were
found to be lower. The temperature difference between the two
regions could be the reason for the variable competitive behavior of
this weed in wheat. The plants of R. rugosum in South Australia
were observed to be shorter in height than plants observed in
Queensland (Chauhan et al. 2006; Gill et al. 2022). This suggests
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that the competitive behavior of this weed in chickpea could differ
in southern Australia and would warrant further investigation.

Infestations of R. rugosum could lead to blockage of the
threshing drum of the combine harvester during harvesting, as the
plants are tall and stems are sturdy (Preston 2019). Therefore, it is
essential to control this weed at an early stage, otherwise, it could
make mechanical harvesting of the crop difficult. A previous study
reported that seeds of R. rugosum did not emerge from a 6-cm
depth, and emergence was greater from 1 cm compared with other
burial depths (Manalil et al. 2018). This suggests that the
emergence of this weed could be restricted by employing strategic
tillage in chickpea fields.

Brassica tournefortii, R. rugosum, and S. thellungii have evolved
resistance to Group 2 herbicides. Therefore, relying completely on
chemical control of these weeds cannot provide sustainable weed
control due to the high selection pressure imposed by Group 2
herbicides (Duke and Heap 2017). Strengthening integrated weed
control strategies, such as improved crop competition, competitive
cultivars, and HWSC tactics, could reduce the infestation of these
weeds in chickpea fields.

In conclusion, Brassicaceae weeds, such as B. tournefortii,
R. rugosum, and S. thellungii reduced chickpea yield. The
percentage reduction of the crop yield was observed with weed
infestation in each study. Brassica tournefortii and S. thellungii are
prolific in seed production and their high shattering ability could
increase the weed seedbank in the soil if these plants are allowed to
produce seeds. Rapistrum rugosum is also prolific in seed
production; however, the high seed retention ability of this weed
makes it a good candidate for HWSC. Information generated from
this study could help in the decision-making process for weed
control, especially timely weed management and HWSC. The data
generated from this study could also help in assessing yield and
revenue losses due to the interference of these weeds in chickpea
and other crops using modeling approaches.
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Figure 3. Weed seed production in response to weed densities of (A) Brassica
tournefortii, (B) Rapistrum rugosum, and (C) Sisymbrium thellungii. The lines represent a
linear model fit to the data.

Acknowledgments. This work was supported by funding from Grains Research
and Development Corporation (GRDC), Australia. No conflicts of interest have
been declared.

References

Adkins SW, Wills D, Boersma M, Walker SR, Robinson G, McLeod RJ, Einam
JP (1997) Weeds resistant to chlorsulfuron and atrazine from the north-east
grain region of Australia. Weed Res 37:343-349

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2023.40 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Mahajan and Chauhan: Brassicaceae weeds in chickpea

Alemseged Y, Jones RE, Medd RW (2001) A farmer survey of weed
management and herbicide resistance problems of winter crops in
Australia. Plant Prot Q 16:21-25

[ABARES] Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics and
Sciences (2022) Australian Crop Report. December. CC BY 4.0. Canberra:
Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics and Sciences.
https://www.agriculture.gov.au/abares. Accessed: July 19, 2023

Beech DF, Leach GJ (1989) Effect of plant density and row spacing on the yield
of chickpea (cv. Tyson) grown on the Darling Downs, south-eastern
Queensland. Aust ] Exp Agric 29:241-246

Berger JD, Turner NC, Siddique KHM, Knights EJ, Brinsmead RB, Mock I,
Edmondson C, Khan TN (2004) Genotype by environment studies across
Australia reveal the importance of phenology for chickpea (Cicer arietinum
L.) improvement. Aust ] Agric Res 55:1071-1084

Bhan VM, Kukula S (1987) Weeds and their control in chickpea. Pages 319-328
in Saxena MC, Singh KB, eds. The Chickpea. Wallingford, Oxon, UK: CAB
International

Blackshaw RE, Lemerle D, Mailer R, Young KR (2002) Influence of wild radish
on yield and quality of canola. Weed Sci 50:344-349

Campbell ] (2016) Controlling weeds in Pacific Northwest pulse crops. Crops
Soils 49:24-26.

Chauhan BS, Gill G, Preston C (2006) Factors affecting turnipweed (Rapistrum
rugosum) seed germination in southern Australia. Weed Sci 54:1032-1036

Chauhan Y, Allard S, Williams R, Williams B, Mundree S, Chenu K, Rachaputi
NC (2017) Characterisation of chickpea cropping systems in Australia for
major abiotic production constraints. Field Crops Res 204:120-134

Duke SO, Heap I (2017) Evolution of weed resistance to herbicides: What have
we learned after 70 years? Pages 63-86 in Jugulam M, ed. Biology, Physiology
and Molecular Biology of Weeds. Boca Raton: CRC Press

Gill G, Borger C, Chauhan BS (2022) Ecology of Major Emerging Weeds. https://
grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/all-publications/publications/
2021. Accessed: December 9, 2022

[GRDC] Grains Research and Development Corporation (2017) Weed
Management in Chickpeas. https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-
publications/grdc-update-papers/tab-content/grdc-update-papers/2017/03/
weed-management-in-chickpeas. Accessed: June 20, 2022

Lemerle D, Luckett DJ, Lockley P, Koetz E, Wu H (2014) Competitive ability of
Australian canola (Brassica napus) genotypes for weed management. Crop
Pasture Sci 65:1300-1310

Llewellyn R, Ronning D, Clarke M, Mayfield A, Walker S, Ouzman, ] (2016)
Impact of Weeds in Australian Grain Production: The Cost of Weeds to
Australian Grain Growers and the Adoption of Weed Management and
Tillage Practices. CSIRO, Australia. https://grdc.com.au/__data/assets/pdf_
file/0027/75843/grdc_weeds_review_r8.pdf.pdf. Accessed: December 9, 2020

Lyon DJ, Wilson RG (2005) Chemical weed control in dryland and irrigated
chickpea. Weed Technol 19:959-965

Mahajan G, Chauhan BS (2021) Interference of wild oats (Avena fatua L.) and
sterile oats (Avena ludoviciana Durieu) in wheat (Triticum aestivum L.).
Weed Sci 69:485-491

Mahajan G, Chauhan BS (2022) Interference of junglerice (Echinochloa colona)
in mungbean. Weed Sci 70: 481-487

Mahajan G, George-Jaeggli B, Walsh M, Chauhan, BS (2018) Effect of soil
moisture regimes on seed production of two Australian biotypes of
Sisymbrium thellungii OE Schulz. Front Plant Sci 9:1241

Mahajan G, Matloob A, Walsh M, Chauhan BS (2018) Germination ecology of
two Australian populations of African turnipweed (Sisymbrium thellungii
OE Schulz.). Weed Sci 66:752-757

Mabhajan G, Singh R, Chauhan BS (2020) Biology of Brassica tournefortii in the
northern grain region of Australia. Crop Pasture Sci 7:268-277

Manalil S, Ali HH, Chauhan BS (2018) Germination ecology of turnipweed
(Rapistrum rugosum (L.) All) in the northern regions of Australia. PLoS
ONE 13:0201023

Manalil S, Chauhan BS (2019) Interference of turnipweed (Rapistrum rugosum)
and Mexican pricklepoppy (Argemone mexicana) in wheat. Weed Sci
67:666-672

Manalil S, Chauhan BS (2021) Seedbank persistence and emergence pattern of
Argemone mexicana, Rapistrum rugosum and Sonchus oleraceus in the
eastern grain region of Australia. Sci Rep 11:18095


https://www.agriculture.gov.au/abares
https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/all-publications/publications/2021
https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/all-publications/publications/2021
https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/all-publications/publications/2021
https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/grdc-update-papers/tab-content/grdc-update-papers/2017/03/weed-management-in-chickpeas
https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/grdc-update-papers/tab-content/grdc-update-papers/2017/03/weed-management-in-chickpeas
https://grdc.com.au/resources-and-publications/grdc-update-papers/tab-content/grdc-update-papers/2017/03/weed-management-in-chickpeas
https://grdc.com.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/75843/grdc_weeds_review_r8.pdf.pdf
https://grdc.com.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/75843/grdc_weeds_review_r8.pdf.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2023.40

Weed Science

Mobli A, Manalil S, Khan AM, Jha P, Chauhan BS (2020) Effect of
emergence time on growth and fecundity of Rapistrum rugosum and
Brassica tournefortii in the northern region of Australia. Sci Rep 10:1-10

Mohammadi G, Javanshir A, Khooie FR, Mohammadi SA (2005) Critical period
of weed interference in chickpea. Weed Res 45:57-63

Mwendwa JM, Brown WB, Wu H, Weston PA, Weidenhamer JD, Quinn JC,
Weston LA (2018) The weed suppressive ability of selected Australian grain
crops; case studies from the Riverina region in New South Wales. Crop Prot
103:9-19

Ohadi S, Mashhadi HR, Tavakol-Afshari R (2011) Effects of storage and burial
on germination responses of encapsulated and naked seeds of turnipweed
(Rapistrum rugosum) to light. Weed Sci 59:483-488

Osten VA, Walker SR, Storrie A, Widderick M, Moylan P, Robinson GR,
Galea K (2007) Survey of weed flora and management relative to cropping
practices in the north-eastern grain region of Australia. Aust ] Exp Agric
47:57-70

Preston AL (2019) Integrated weed management in Australian cropping systems.
Canberra, ACT, Australia: Grains Research and Development Corporation.
https://s3.ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/cdn.weedsmart.org.au/app/uploads/
2022/04/9-Dec-Final-web-optimised.pdf. Accessed: October 20, 2022

Reiss A, Fomsgaard IS, Mathiassen SK, Stuart RM, Kudsk P (2018) Weed
suppression by winter cereals: relative contribution of competition for
resources and allelopathy. Chemoecology 28:109-121

Scott JK, Panetta FD (1993) Predicting the Australian weed status of southern
African plants. ] Biogeogr 20:87-93

Singh S, Mahajan G, Singh R, Chauhan BS (2021) Germination ecology of four
African mustard (Brassica tournefortii Gouan) populations in the eastern
region of Australia. Weed Sci 69:461-467

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2023.40 Published online by Cambridge University Press

469

Soltani N, Dille JA, Robinson DE, Sprague CL, Morishita DW, Lawrence NC,
Kniss AR, Jha P, Felix ], Nurse RE, Sikkema PH (2018) Potential yield loss in
sugar beet due to weed interference in the United States and Canada. Weed
Technol 32:749-753

Van Acker RC, Weise SF, Swanton CJ (1993) The critical period of weed control
in soybeans (Glycine max (L.) Merr.). Weed Sci 41:194-200

Walsh M]J, Broster JC, Schwartz-Lazaro LM, Norsworthy JK, Davis AS,
Tidemann BD, Beckie HJ, Lyon DJ, Soni N, Neve P, Bagavathiannan MV
(2018) Opportunities and challenges for harvest weed seed control in global
cropping systems. Pest Manag Sci 74:2235-2245

Walsh MJ, Powles SB (2014) High seed retention at maturity of annual weeds
infesting crop fields highlights the potential for harvest weed seed control.
Weed Technol 28:486-493

Whish JPM, Sindel BM, Jessop R.S, Felton WL (2002) The effect of row
spacing and weed density on yield loss of chickpea. Aust J Agric Res.
53:1335-1340.

Widderick M, Keenan M, Walsh M (2014) Harvest weed seed control: is there a
role in northern region farming systems? In 19th Australasian Weeds
Conference, September 2014. Hobart, Tasmania: Tasmanian Weed Society.
http://www.caws.org.au/awc/2014/awc201411531.pdf. Accessed: September
5, 2022

Wills DA, Walker SR, Adkins SW (1996) Herbicide resistant weeds from the
North-east grain region of Australia. In 11th Australasian Weeds
Conference, September 1996. Melbourne: University of Melbourne. https://
caws.org.nz/old-site/awc/1996/awc199611261.pdf.  Accessed: September 5,
2022


https://s3.ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/cdn.weedsmart.org.au/app/uploads/2022/04/9-Dec-Final-web-optimised.pdf
https://s3.ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/cdn.weedsmart.org.au/app/uploads/2022/04/9-Dec-Final-web-optimised.pdf
http://www.caws.org.au/awc/2014/awc201411531.pdf
https://caws.org.nz/old-site/awc/1996/awc199611261.pdf
https://caws.org.nz/old-site/awc/1996/awc199611261.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2023.40

	Interference of Brassicaceae weeds (Brassica tournefortii, Rapistrum rugosum, and Sisymbrium thellungii) in chickpea
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Field Trial, Description, and Data Collection
	Statistical Analyses

	Results and Discussion
	Brassica tournefortii and Chickpea Yield
	Rapistrum rugosum and Chickpea Yield
	Sisymbrium thellungii and Chickpea Yield

	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


