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ABSTRACT 

In the tropical zone, weed populations are generally high in crops, and yield losses can be irreversible 

if a set of measures for their timely management is not established, since they considerably increase 

the diversity of agricultural systems. The uptake of nutrients from the soil is fundamentally given by 

root growth and its interaction with the biotic and abiotic components of the soil, for which issues such 

as microbial biodiversity and its effect on soil quality are fundamental; that is why the importance of 

microorganisms in the rhizosphere of plants that facilitate the promotion of plant growth and its 

biotechnological use, as an alternative to promote the sustainability and quality of soils. The objective 

of this work was to analyze issues related to weeds, as microbiological indicators of the soil, as well as 

their importance in agroecosystems and their impact on agriculture. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Weeds, in the agronomic sense, represent plants with no economic value or that grow out of place, 

interfering in the activity of crops, affecting their production capacity and normal development due to 

competition for water, light, nutrients and physical space or due to the production of substances that 

are harmful to the crop (1-3). In the tropical zone, weed populations are generally high in crops and if a 

set of measures for their timely management is not established, yield losses can be irreversible.  

Such adversities occur if weeds grow alongside economic crops (4,5).  

This indicates that weeds represent one of the severe problems of world agriculture, since their invasive 

action facilitates their competition with crops, at the same time that they can behave as hosts of plagues 
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and diseases. In Cuba, weed populations are generally high in crops and if a set of measures for their 

management is not established, they can cause great losses (3). 

Nowadays it is considered that the presence of different weed species, within crops, has a deep impact 

on the composition and interactions of the crop entomofauna, to such an extent that predators and 

parasitoids are more effective in complex habitats; besides, beneficial insects have greater possibilities 

of finding alternative prey, shelter, reproduction sites and refuges for dormancy (3,6). 

Soil microbial populations are immersed in a framework of interaction that affects plant development 

and soil quality. They are involved in fundamental activities that ensure the stability and productivity 

of both agroecosystems and natural ecosystems (7). 

The microbial activity of the rhizosphere is largely responsible for the functioning of the ecosystem 

and the fertility of agricultural soils. Among the beneficial soil microorganisms, both arbuscular 

mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) and growth-promoting rhizospheric bacteria (GPRB), key constituents of the 

rhizosphere zone, contribute to improving plant development and nutrition, as well as increasing crop 

tolerance to certain biotic or abiotic stresses. The integration of these microorganisms in the systems 

guarantees sustainability, contributing to optimizing soil quality and health, limiting nutrient inputs 

and increasing yields (8). 

On the other hand, the functions of weeds as improvers of host soils and multipliers of microfauna are 

aspects that have been little addressed in the international literature. In preliminary research on the 

subject, some authors suggest that there is a space of opportunity to develop research that explains the 

importance of weeds, due to their balancing presence in tropical agroecosystems (5). Therefore, the 

objective of this work was to analyze issues related to weeds as soil microbiological indicators, as well 

as their importance in agroecosystems and their impact on agriculture. 

 

Agroecosystems. Definition 

In order to provide an answer to the serious environmental and socioeconomic problem caused by the 

indiscriminate use of pesticides, agroecology assumes, as its objective, the knowledge of the key 

elements and processes that regulate the functioning of agroecosystems and establishes the scientific 

basis for an effective management in harmony with the environment (9). 

The agroecosystem is defined as an ecological system that has one or more populations of agricultural 

utility and the environment with which it interacts. The population is the basic unit for the study of the 

ecosystem and to understand how weeds function, it is necessary to know some essential facts about 

their structure (distribution of individuals by functional states) and their dynamic status (births, deaths, 

reproduction) (3,10). 
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On the other hand, it is defined as an ecological system that has one or more populations of agricultural 

utility and the environment with which it interacts (10). The community of weeds present in a crop are only 

a part of a higher system: the agroecosystem, which is formed by very diverse components (crops, weeds, 

insects, microorganisms, soil, and climate) that are intimately related to each other and act as a unit (11). 

 

Biodiversity in agroecosystems 

Agroecology is a science that provides standards for understanding the nature of agroecosystems and 

their functioning; it also provides basic ecological principles for the study, design and management of 

agroecosystems that are, at the same time, culturally sensitive, socially just and economically viable (5,12). 

The basic principles of agroecology include: recycling of nutrients and energy, substitution of external 

inputs; improvement of organic matter and soil biological activity; diversification of plant species and 

genetic resources of agroecosystems in time and space; integration of crops with livestock, through the 

use of rotational systems and optimization of interactions and productivity of the agricultural system 

as a whole, rather than isolated yields of different species (5,13). 

An agroecosystem must have around 150 agricultural species to be considered of good diversity.  

The more diverse the productive systems are, the more complex and stable they are; the more biological 

components there are in the systems, the greater the self-regulation mechanisms, and the greater the 

self-regulation mechanisms, the greater the balance of the systems (14-16). 

One of the basic principles of agroecology is biodiversity, within which weeds play a balancing and 

determining role for the good functioning of the agroecosystem (5). 

 

Weeds in agriculture 

A weed is any plant found in an inappropriate place, which by itself can be, in other situations, very 

valuable; that is, useful in certain conditions and undesirable at other times (17). 

Weeds are considered to be all superior plants that, by growing next to or on cultivated plants, disturb 

or impede their normal development, make the crop more expensive and reduce its yields or quality (3). 

In general, the species currently considered as weeds have led farmers to the permanent destruction of 

herbaceous and shrubby flora indiscriminately, without measuring benefits and consequences, since it 

is true that they increase management costs, hinder and delay agricultural work, are hosts of pests, 

reduce crop yields and reduce quality (4), reduce crop yields and product quality (3), but with their 

adequate management, they also protect soils against erosion, regulate runoff water, conserve genetic 

biodiversity and reduce weeding costs by up to 85 % (18). 
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In the last 40 years, weeds have been strongly combated as a strategy to intensify food production of 

different crop species in the tropics. As a result of this policy, international literature places them 

among the main or principal pests of economic crops and, therefore, they have been attacked without 

contemplation until their eradication by means of dissimilar methods, either by chemical means, 

manual activity of man, or with mechanical implements such as the powerful "machete", an instrument 

widely used by tropical farmers (19). 

However, weeds seem to play a much more important role in the agroecosystem than is known to date. 

A proven example is that many of them develop in fallow areas and serve to prevent soil erosion and 

recycle its nutrients and minerals (3,20). It has also been claimed that they serve as a reservoir of 

beneficial organisms for general pest control; therefore, the concept of weeds is relative and 

anthropocentric, but in no way constitutes an absolute category (3,21). 

Weeds are part of a holistic vision and, due to their proven importance in the agroecosystem, they 

constitute a determining indicator of its sustainability. In this sense, it has almost been forgotten to 

classify weeds according to their benefits because this would imply accepting them as necessary. Such 

a proposal would promote acting contrary to the universalized logic, with adverse consequences, linked 

to censure and isolation (22). 

 

Contribution of weeds to soil fertility 

In nature there are no "weeds", but there are "invasive" plants that should be perceived as ecological 

indicators of great utility to understand the state of the physical, chemical and biological quality of 

soils, because they enhance the uptake of mineral elements by the plant, improve the physical, chemical 

and biological properties of the soil, as well as provide growth stimulating substances for plants (5,23). 

These plants play an important role in the soil-weed relationship, since, through their ecological-

physiological action, they can be shown as indicators of soil properties by different elements, whether 

phosphorus, potassium, nitrogen or humus. 

The cultivated plant spent a lot of energy to establish itself, perhaps due to nutrient deficiency, because 

the soil was dominated by stoloniferous grasses (which have stems or stolons along the soil surface, 

roots at the nodes and produce new shoots), such as Digitarias anguinalis (L.) M. Scop, which 

represents a poor physical structure (Table 1) (5,24). 

There is a diversity of weeds already reported in the literature capable of indicating soil quality through 

different parameters (Table 2) (5,25). 
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Table 1. Diseases. Indicator insects 

Crop Disease or insect that appears Indicates deficiency of 

Phaseolus vulgaris L Bemisia tabaci, Bean Golden Yellow Mosaic Virus 

(BGYMV)  

Calcium 

Zea mays L Agrotis ípsilon Boron 

Zea mays L Elasmo palpuslignosellus Zinc 

Source: (17) 

 

Table 2. Indicator plants 

Scientific Name Which indicates 

Oxalis oxyptera Progel Clayey soil, low pH, lack of calcium or molybdenum 

Portulaca oleraceae L Well-structured, moist and OM soil 

Echino chloacrus-galli (L) Beauv Anaerobic soil, with nutrients restricted to toxic substances 

Carex ssp Impoverished soil with extremely low calcium level 

Amaranthuss sp Presence of free nitrogen (OM) 

Sida ssp Very compacted soils 

Bidens pilosus L Medium fertility soils 

Pteridium aquilinum Kuhn Excess of toxic aluminum 

Cyperus rotundus L Acidic to thick, poorly drained soils 

Source: (17) 

 

Contribution to soil balance 

Practices to improve soil fertility can directly impact the physiological susceptibility of the crop to 

insect pests, either by affecting the resistance to attack of individual plants or by altering the 

acceptability of some plants to certain herbivores (26). 

Several investigations show that the ability of a crop to resist or tolerate insect pest attack and disease 

is linked to the physical, chemical, and particularly biological properties of the soil. Soils with high 

organic matter content and high biological activity generally exhibit good fertility, as well as complex 

food webs and abundant beneficial organisms that prevent infection. On the other hand, agricultural 

practices that cause nutritional imbalances, such as excessive application of synthetic nitrogen 

fertilizers, lower plant resistance to pests (27). 

Plants function in a complex multi-trophic environment, where soil flora and fauna and above-ground 

organisms (crops, insects, others) generally interact in complex trophic networks, with a series of 

interactions that can favor or disfavor lower pest incidence (Figure 1). 
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Source: (5) 

(1) Plant residues increase organic matter content (OMC). 

(2) OMC provides substrate for soil micro-, meso- and macrofauna 

(3) Soil predators reduce soil pests 

(4) OMC increases antagonists that suppress soil pathogens 

(5) Slow C and N mineralization that activates genes that promote crop tolerance to diseases 

(6) Mutualists increase N fixation, P uptake, water use efficiency, others. 

(7) Certain invertebrates (coloiboloids and detritivores) serve as alternative food for natural enemies in times of lower pest incidence. 

Figure 1. Complex pathways in which aboveground biodiversity interacts in the agroecosystem 

 

Aboveground communities are directly and indirectly affected by interactions with organisms in the 

soil food web (28). 

The feeding activities of decomposers or detritivores (basically bacteria and fungi) in the food web 

stimulate the movement of nutrients, the addition of nutrients by plants, and the functioning of plants, 

indirectly influencing insects that feed on crops (23). 

 

Examples of arbaceous plants as hosts of microorganisms in the rhizosphere 

The presence of weeds in or around crop fields influences crop dynamics and associated biotic 

communities. Studies conducted over the last thirty years agree that manipulation of specific weeds are 

particular weed control practices or a cropping system that can affect the ecology of insect pests and 

associated natural enemies (5,29). 

Weeds offer many important resources to natural enemies, such as alternative prey or hosts, pollen or 

nectar, as well as microhabitats that are not available in weed-free monocultures (5,30). 
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The microbial diversity associated with the rhizosphere of weeds is an extremely novel and interesting 

problem for work related to the application of agroecological principles aimed at management and 

conservation in agroecosystems, given the high diversity of microorganisms present in the soil and the 

complexity of their interactions (5). 

Some authors have carried out studies on different species of weeds, of which five were shown to be the 

most integral in harboring edaphic diversity (bacteria, fungi and actinomycetes). These were: pata de 

gallina (Eleusine indica (L.)); Licorice weed (Lepidium virginicum (L.)); feverfew (Parthenium 

hysterophorus (L.)); gigantona (Milleri aquinqueflora (L.)) and yerba de Don Carlos (Sorghum halepense 

(L.) Pers.); while the rest were more selective. Species such as canutillo (Commelina difusa Burm.), 

guizazo (Cenchru sechinatus (L.)), estrella africana (Cynodon plectostachyus (K.SCHUM.) Pilg.), 

Boerhavia sp. and white rosemary (Biden spilosa (L.), only harbored bacteria, the cause could be of 

genetic origin (5). 

The differences between the species in their ability to harbor microorganisms are evident. Thus, the weed 

C. diffusa presented higher populations of bacteria and total fungi, compared to L. virginicum; therefore, 

weed species can serve for the microbial reproduction of certain species or to identify their presence in 

agroecosystems, either for or against productive processes or as a reserve source for research of another 

nature (5) (Table 3). 

 

Tabla 3. Microorganism counts in the rhizosphere of weeds  

Weeds Bacteria Fungi Actinomycetes Total 

Quantity 

(UFC/g) 

Morphotypes Quantity 

 (UFC/g) 

Morphotypes Quantity 

 (UFC/g) 

B. pilosa 2 x 105 2 - - - 2 x 105 

Boerhavia sp. 5 x 105 5 - - - 5 x 105 

C. diffusa 8 x 106 7 5 x 104 4 - 8,0 5 x 106 

L. virginicum 2 x 105 1 6 x 104 4 2,4 x 105 5 x 105 

S. halepense 4 x 105 3 2x 104 2 1,2  x 104 4,22  x 105 

C. dactylon - - 1x 102 2 8,2 x 104 8,2 x 104 

M. quimqueflora 5 x 105 2 4 x 104 2 1,7 9 x 105 7,19 x 105 

P. hysterophorus 6 x 105 3 4  x 104 2 1,63 x 105 8,03 x 105 

E. indica 8 x 105 2 1,1 x 105 2 4,4 x 105 1,35 x 106 

P. oleraceae 1,83x 105 8 1 x 104 1 - 1,93 x 105 

C. plectostachium 1,41  x 106 7 - - - 1,41 x 106 

C. echinatus 8,6  x 104 5 - - - 8,6 x 104 

C. rotundus 5,1  x 105 3 105 1 - 5,11 x 105 

A. mexicana 2,4 x 105 3 - - - 2,4x 105 

A. dubius 5 x 105 2 104 1 - 5,1 x 105 

Source: 
(5)
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On the other hand, plant exudates can have a decisive influence on rhizosphere population dynamics 

(5,31). The effect of plant species diversity on rhizosphere population dynamics may occur because plant 

species exhibit physiological differences and distinct biochemical compositions, which generate 

differential root exudates (5,32). 

In the case of AMF, they are present in all tropical ecosystems, but their distribution is not 

homogeneous and there are soils and crops where the natural mycorrhizal potential of AMF is very 

low to promote plant development (5,33-35); therefore, recognizing the areas where AMF populations are 

low and thus evaluating the contribution that could be made by the weeds that inhabit them, could be 

interesting information for this field of microbiological science. 

The percentage of colonization and visual density (the variable that most clearly reflects symbiotic 

efficiency), according to the AMF distribution residing in the rhizosphere of the 10 species with the 

greatest ecological plasticity found in the research (5), are shown (Table 4). 

 

Table 4. Distribution of resident AMF in the rhizosphere of different species of weeds 

Weeds Colonization percentage Visual density 

Cynodon dactylon (L.) Pers. 12,25 a 0,14 d 

Lepidium virginicum (L.) 8,02 cd 0,31 a 

Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn. 2,00 ef 0,02 f 

Chamaesy cehyssopifolia (L.) Small. 6,7 e 0,02 f 

Argemone mexicana (L.) 1,22 f 0,02 f 

Echino chloacolonum (L) Link 10,95 b 0,20 e 

Amaranthus dubius Mart. 1,15 f 0,02 f 

Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers. 9,20 c 0,27 b 

Cyperus rotundus (L.) 7,05 d 0,11 e 

Parthenium hysterophorus (L.) 9,12 c 0,31 a 

ESx 1,23* 0,009* 

Source: (5) 

 

Although no AMF applications were made at the site where the research was conducted and, therefore, 

those found correspond to resident AMF, all the samples of the roots of the different species of 

arboresae showed mycorrhizal colonization. Although the visual density was low in all cases, the most 

significant weeds were P. hysterophorus and L. virginicum (5). 

The result may be related to the characteristics of the root system of these vines, since in the case of  

C. dactylon it has a profuse root system. In general, species with non-pivoting roots tend to show 

greater colonization (36). 
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Microorganisms in the soil 

Soil is inhabited by an enormous variety of plant microorganisms (soil microflora) and animals  

(soil micro fauna) and even by animal organisms ranging from sub-microscopic to medium and even 

relatively large dimensions (macro fauna). So much so that their biomass normally exceeds that of all 

the animals living on the soil. 

With the development of agriculture on agroecological bases, there has been an increased interest in 

the study of soil biological diversity, which includes two large communities of soil organisms: the 

microflora, composed of bacteria, fungi, actinomycetes, archaea, cyanobacteria, myxomycetes and 

yeasts (various trophic groups are found; for example, algae are primary producers (photosynthetic), 

while there are decomposer fungi and others, including predators, such as the carnivores of the 

"microfauna") and the fauna, which includes the microfauna: individuals between 0.02 and 0.2 mm in 

diameter (they are the smallest of the soil fauna, therefore, a microscope is needed to be seen. The two 

most important soil creatures are nematodes and protozoa. Nematodes occur widely in soils, especially 

in sandy soils, and depend on a thin film of water around the particles for their movement (36). 

In the case of edaphic macrofauna, which are organisms larger than 5 mm in diameter (considered the 

"micro-engineers" of the soil), they contribute to the improvement of the physical and chemical 

properties of the soil, since they participate in aeration, porosity, water infiltration, decomposition of 

organic matter and nutrient recycling (37). This is considered as the community of "engineers" of 

ecosystems, as mentioned, since they contribute notably in the transformation process of soil organic 

residues and as activators of the edaphic microfauna, generating a notable impact on the natural fertility 

of soils; that is, they determine the abundance and structure of other communities, besides being 

indicators of the health and quality of the soils (38). 

Much of crop productivity is determined by soil fertility (39,40). This fertility can be evaluated based on 

its physical (density, structure, porosity, etc.), chemical (clay activity, oxidation-reduction potentials, 

organic matter, etc.) and biological (microorganisms that make up the microflora and microfauna, in 

addition to the meso and macrofauna) characteristics. The interactions derived from these three 

characteristics produce significant changes in the biogeochemical cycles of the soil and in the 

availability of nutrients for plants; in addition, these interactions allow plant communities to contribute 

to soil stability as an integral component of the ecosystem or agroecosystem in question (40). 

 

Role of soil microorganisms. Microbial biodiversity and its effect on soil quality 

Soil quality is defined by its ability to function in a natural or modified ecosystem framework, sustain 

plant and animal productivity, maintain or improve water and air quality, and contribute to human 
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health and habitability. Soil quality is strongly influenced by the microbial processes that occur in it 

and these, related to diversity; therefore, it is very likely that the maintenance of the microbial 

community structure has the capacity to serve as an early and highly sensitive indicator of soil 

degradation or impoverishment (41,42). 

The interaction between plant root and microbial communities promotes the development of a dynamic 

environment known as the rhizosphere (43,44). It is defined as the portion of the soil that is adjacent to 

the root system of a plant and that, in turn, is influenced by the exudates of those roots (44-46). 

Both the exudates and the soil organic material deposited by the biota itself provide the necessary 

strength for the development of the active microbial population around the roots, which is known as 

the rhizosphere effect (44,46,47). The rhizosphere community is mainly composed of non-pathogenic 

microorganisms (44,48), which can positively affect plant growth and development, nutrition, defense 

against diseases, tolerance to heavy metals, and resistance to xenobiotic degradation caused by natural 

or synthetic chemicals present in the environment (43,44). 

It has been widely demonstrated that soil microorganisms interact with plant roots and soil constituents 

at the root-soil interface. This large set of interactions between soil, roots, and microorganisms results 

in the development of a dynamic environment known as the rhizosphere, where a variety of microbial 

forms can develop actively and in equilibrium. The rhizosphere constitutes one of those points sensitive 

to crop response, because it concentrates a great metabolic activity with nutrient exchange between the 

atmosphere and the soil, which is mediated by the action and interaction of plants and soil 

microorganisms (42). 

Plants are considered to constitute complex ecosystems of eukaryotes and prokaryotes that determine 

the conditions of the surrounding habitat (42,49). Rhizosphere microorganisms contribute to plant 

growth, increasing the availability of limiting nutrients such as phosphorus and nitrogen and, in turn, 

the composition and activity of the bacterial community is strongly influenced by the type of vegetation 

present in the soil (42,50,51). 

 

Use of beneficial microorganisms as a biotechnology that favors the sustainability 

of ecosystems 

One of the factors that make it possible to achieve greater competitiveness in the world market for 

agricultural products is the reduction in the use of agrochemicals, whose cost depends, to a large extent, 

on the price of oil (especially nitrogen fertilizer) and whose effect can have harmful impacts on the 

environment. The partial or total substitution of agrochemicals by microorganisms, maintaining high 

crop yields, is a valuable alternative to achieve sustainable production and to conquer demanding 

markets (42). 
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The use of beneficial microorganisms has had a wide diffusion in the last years, due to their positive 

effect on the yield of many crops in different situations and to the feasibility of allowing the 

development of organic agriculture (42,52,53). 

 

Beneficial microorganisms and their effect on productivity 

A large number of microorganisms are found in the soil. Their diversity and number depend, to a large 

extent, on the composition and concentration of nutrients exuded by plant roots (54,55). The interaction 

between microorganisms and crops can be beneficial, harmful or neutral, and sometimes this can vary 

depending on soil conditions (55). 

To understand the functioning of agroecosystems from the microbiological component, it is necessary 

to interpret biomass values and microbial activity in order to develop management strategies in 

production systems (45,56) and, in this way, contribute to the improvement of agricultural practices and 

biodiversity conservation methods (44,56). 

Knowing the members of the microbial community associated to the crop of interest is an aspect of 

particular attention to develop an ecological floriculture, since it is possible to favor the application of 

inoculants without damaging the biological balance of soils. Also, the analysis of the behavior of fungi and 

bacteria to plant exudates is one of the basic principles of plant-microorganism interaction. Root exudates 

are used by microorganisms as a nutritive source, indirectly influencing the interrelationships between 

colonizing microorganisms through the selective action they exert on particular species or groups (55). 

AMF are considered biological inputs of enormous potential in agriculture, due to their positive effects 

on the adaptation and growth of a wide variety of crops. In addition, these microorganisms are key 

components for the development of soil biota due to their great capacity to interact with different 

microbial species, while they can modify many aspects of the physical properties in the rhizospheric 

zone (Table 5) (55,57). 

 

Table 5. Abundance of mycorrhizal fungi present in the rhizosphere of Gergera 

Mycorrhizal fungi species Spores g-1 

Glomus hoilike 10,47 a 

Glomus mosseaelike 1,76 b 

Glomus intraradices 1,08 b 

Glomus sp. 0,84 b 

Scutello spora sp. 1,27 b 

ES(+/-) 0,37 

Source: (48) 
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CONCLUSIONS 

 For all the reasons explained above, it is necessary to develop research to demonstrate that weeds, 

which have always been considered as harmful because of their interference in economic crops, 

establishing a strong competition with them for light, water, nutrients, CO2 and physical space, or 

by the production of harmful substances for the crop, also play a beneficial role within the 

agroecosystem. These and the microorganisms associated with their rhizosphere could be used as a 

tool in biotechnology to promote sustainability and soil quality, but also as a biofertilization 

alternative that will benefit the crop of interest and then in a benefit for producers. 

 It has been possible to appreciate the importance of the activity of microorganisms in the different 

aspects that denote the fertility of a soil and the sustainability of agroecosystems, thus allowing 

agricultural systems to require fewer external applications and, thus, favoring the conservation of 

the soil resource. 

 It is necessary to establish coexistence rules, through the adequate management of weeds in 

interspecific coexistence with crops, since it has been demonstrated that the presence of different 

species of weeds in them, maintains edaphic diversity. 

 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

1.  Cerrudo D. Effects of early stress on plant-to-plant variability and grain yield in maize (Zea mays L) 

[Internet]. 2010. Available from: 

https://atrium.lib.uoguelph.ca/xmlui/bitstream/handle/10214/20252/Cerrudo_Diego_MSc.pdf?sequence=

1 

2.  Pitty A. Guia practica para el manejo de malezas. Escuela Agrícola Panamericana; 1991. 222 p.  

3.  Blanco Y, Leyva A. Las arvenses en el agroecosistema y sus beneficios agroecológicos como hospederas 

de enemigos naturales. Cultivos tropicales [Internet]. 2007;28(2):21–8. Available from: 

https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/1932/193217731003.pdf 

4.  Vaz Pereira DJCJ. Contribución a la sostenibilidad de la producción de maíz (Zea mays L.), en Huambo, 

Angola a través del manejo agroecológico de las arvenses [Internet] [Thesis]. Instituto Nacional de Ciencias 

Agrícolas; 2015 [cited 12/11/2021]. Available from: 

http://repositorio.geotech.cu/xmlui/bitstream/handle/1234/3655/Contribuci%C3%B3n%20a%20la%20sos

tenibilidad%20de%20la%20producci%C3%B3n%20de%20ma%C3%ADz%20en%20Huambo%20001-

055.pdf?sequence=8&isAllowed=y 

5.  Blanco Valdes Y. Manejo oportuno de los arvenses en sus relaciones interespecíficas con los cultivos del 

maíz (Zea mays L.) y del frijol (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) en un sistema sucesional [Internet]. Editorial 

Universitaria; 2017. Available from: https://www.worldcat.org/title/manejo-oportuno-de-los-arvenses-en-



Cultivos Tropicales, 2022, vol. 43, no. 1, e12 

 
http://ediciones.inca.edu.cu 

enero-marzo 

ISSN impreso: 0258-5936 Ministerio de Educación Superior. Cuba 

ISSN digital: 1819-4087  Instituto Nacional de Ciencias Agrícolas 

 

 

sus-relaciones-interespecificas-con-los-cultivos-del-maiz-zea-mays-l-y-del-frijol-phaseolus-vulgaris-l-en-

un-sistema-sucesional/oclc/1019666200 

6.  CATIE PRMI de P. Guía para el manejo integrado de plagas del cultivo del maíz [Internet]. Turrialba. Costa 

Rica; 1990. (Técnica). Available from: http://orton.catie.ac.cr/repdoc/A7040e/A7040e.pdf 

7.  Richardson AE, Barea J-M, McNeill AM, Prigent-Combaret C. Acquisition of phosphorus and nitrogen in 

the rhizosphere and plant growth promotion by microorganisms. Plant and soil [Internet]. 2009;321(1):305–

39. Available from: 

https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.727.1665&rep=rep1&type=pdf 

8.  del Carmen Jaizme-Vega M, Rodríguez-Romero AS. Integración de microorganismos benéficos (hongos 

micorrícicos y bacterias rizosféricas) en agrosistemas de las Islas Canarias. Agroecología [Internet]. 

2008;3:33–40. Available from: https://revistas.um.es/agroecologia/article/view/95491 

9.  Sans FX. La diversidad de los agroecosistemas. Ecosistemas [Internet]. 2007;16(1). Available from: 

http://revistaecosistemas.net/index.php/ecosistemas/article/view/137 

10.  Hoy M, Herzog DC. Biology control in agriculture IPM system [Internet]. Elsevier; 2012. Available from: 

https://books.google.es/books?hl=es&lr=&id=sb5ls0kttqgC&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=Biology+Control+in+

Agriculture+IPM+System&ots=9WXfFM8rhg&sig=6O33F3NMULUF1ZkmiC7mzwZiltg#v=onepage&

q=Biology%20Control%20in%20Agriculture%20IPM%20System&f=false 

11.  García Torres L, Fernández-Quintanilla C. Fundamentos sobre malas hierbas y herbicidas/por Luis García 

Torres y César Fernández Quintanilla. [Internet]. Mundi-Prensa; 1991. 348 p. Available from: 

https://www.casadellibro.com/libro-fundamentos-sobre-malas-hierbas-y-

herbicidas/9788471143310/458756 

12.  Gliessman SR, Engles E. Agroecology: The Ecology of Sustainable Food Systems [Internet]. CRC Press; 

2014. 371 p. Available from: 

https://books.google.com.cu/books/about/Agroecology.html?id=hoKfXwAACAAJ&redir_esc=y 

13.  Gliessman SR, Engles E, Krieger R. Agroecology: ecological processes in sustainable agriculture. CRC 

press; 1998.  

14.  Nicholls C. Bases agroecológicas para diseñar e implementar una estrategia de manejo de hábitat para 

control biológico de plagas. Enfermería Global [Internet]. 2006;1:37–48. Available from: 

https://revistas.um.es/eglobal/article/download/19/7 

15.  Jarvis DI, Padoch C, Cooper HD. Manejo de la Biodiversidad en los Ecosistemas Agrícolas [Internet]. 2010. 

Available from: https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/104622 

16.  Blanco-Valdes Y. El rol de las arvenses como componente en la biodiversidad de los agroecosistemas. 

Cultivos Tropicales [Internet]. 2016;37(4):34–56. Available from: 

http://scielo.sld.cu/scielo.php?pid=S0258-59362016000400003&script=sci_arttext&tlng=pt 

http://ediciones.inca.edu.cu/


Yaidelín Díaz-Díaz y Yaisys Blanco-Valdés 

 

17.  Baker HG. The evolution of weeds. Annual review of ecology and systematics [Internet]. 1974;5(1):1–24. 

Available from: 

https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/abs/10.1146/annurev.es.05.110174.000245?journalCode=ecolsys.1 

18.  Altieri M. Ecología y manejo de maleza [Internet]. Vol. Capítulo 14. 1996. 265–280 p. Available from: 

https://www.agroconsultasonline.com.ar//ticket.html/LIBRO+CAPITULO+DE+Ecologia+y+manejo+de+

maleza.pdf?op=d&ticket_id=8256&evento_id=16965 

19.  Leyva Galán A, Jurgen Pohlan A. Agroecología en el trópico: Ejemplos de Cuba: La biodiversidad vegetal, 

como conservarla y multiplicarla. Instituto Nacional de Ciencias Agrícolas, La Habana (Cuba). El Colegio 

de la …; 2005.  

20.  Labrada R, Caseley JC, Parker C. Manejo de malezas para países en desarrollo [Internet]. Vol. 120. Food 

& Agriculture Org.; 1996. Available from: 

https://books.google.es/books?hl=es&lr=&id=i7inikglZZEC&oi=fnd&pg=PA43&dq=Manejo+de+malez

as+para+pa%C3%ADses+en+desarrollo&ots=oIErMS1OM8&sig=a1WJRkMSnTyiksaW0xLJGy9lmzs#

v=onepage&q=Manejo%20de%20malezas%20para%20pa%C3%ADses%20en%20desarrollo&f=false 

21.  Altieri MA, MA A. The potential use of weeds in the manipulation of beneficial insects. 1979; Available 

from: https://ufdc.ufl.edu/UF00102043/00001 

22.  Pawar RK. Weed Management [Internet]. 2009 [cited 1/11/2021]. Available from: 

https://www.abebooks.com/Weed-Management-R.K-Pawar-Oxford-Book/4924174607/bd 

23.  Nicholls CI, Altieri MA. Suelos saludables, plantas saludables: la evidencia agroecológica. LEISA revista 

de agroecología [Internet]. 2008;24(2):6–8. Available from: https://multiversidad.es/wordpress/wp-

content/uploads/2015/11/Suelos-saludables.-Plantas-saludables.pdf 

24.  Gliessman SR, Rosemeyer M. The conversion to sustainable agriculture: principles, processes, and practices 

[Internet]. CRC Press; 2009. Available from: 

https://books.google.es/books?hl=es&lr=&id=pzp3NkGIk1MC&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=The+conversion+t

o+sustainable+agriculture:+principles,+processes,+and+practices&ots=teGPBgnl3m&sig=vZc0SjjZirFF

MczKHOspLUfOggk#v=onepage&q=The%20conversion%20to%20sustainable%20agriculture%3A%20

principles%2C%20processes%2C%20and%20practices&f=false 

25.  Primavesi A. Agricultura sustentável: manual do produtor rural, maior produtividade, maiores lucros, 

respeito à terra [Internet]. Nobel São Paulo, Brazil; 1992. Available from: 

https://www.worldcat.org/title/agricultura-sustentavel-manual-do-produtor-rural-maior-produtividade-

maiores-lucros-respeito-a-terra/oclc/36213448 

26.  Miller ZJ, Menalled FD. Impact of species identity and phylogenetic relatedness on biologically-mediated 

plant-soil feedbacks in a low and a high intensity agroecosystem. Plant and Soil [Internet]. 

2015;389(1):171–83. Available from: 

https://scholarworks.montana.edu/xmlui/bitstream/handle/1/9096/MillerMenalled_PS_12_2014_A1b.pdf?

sequence=1 



Cultivos Tropicales, 2022, vol. 43, no. 1, e12 

 
http://ediciones.inca.edu.cu 

enero-marzo 

ISSN impreso: 0258-5936 Ministerio de Educación Superior. Cuba 

ISSN digital: 1819-4087  Instituto Nacional de Ciencias Agrícolas 

 

 

27.  Uphoff N, Ball AS, Fernandes E, Herren H, Husson O, Laing M, et al. Biological approaches to sustainable 

soil systems [Internet]. CRC Press; 2006. Available from: 

https://books.google.es/books?hl=es&lr=&id=lgbOBQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PR3&dq=Biological+appr

oaches+to+sustainable+soil+systems&ots=iJwmJ4qwY_&sig=wsOxwX_ZC376emvZ__CxD8vdaQY#v

=onepage&q=Biological%20approaches%20to%20sustainable%20soil%20systems&f=false 

28.  Bainard LD, Koch AM, Gordon AM, Klironomos JN. Growth response of crops to soil microbial 

communities from conventional monocropping and tree-based intercropping systems. Plant and Soil 

[Internet]. 2013;363(1):345–56. Available from: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-012-

1321-5 

29.  Altieri M, Nicholls C. Agroecología: potenciando la agricultura campesina para revertir el hambre y la 

inseguridad alimentaria en el mundo. Revista de Economía critica [Internet]. 2010;10(2):62–74. Available 

from: http://base.socioeco.org/docs/20110210093926617.pdf 

30.  Van Driesche R, Hoddle M, Center TD, Ruíz CE, Coronada BJ, Manuel AJ. Control de plagas y malezas 

por enemigas naturales [Internet]. US Department of Agriculture, US Forest Service, Forest Health 

Technology …; 2007. Available from: 

https://www.zin.ru/labs/insects/Hymenopt/personalia/Myartseva/pdf/2007a.pdf 

31.  Quisehuatl Tepexicuapan E. Comunidades de bacterias y protozoos asociados a la rizosfera de Azolla 

filiculoides, Lemma gibba y Ricciocarpos natans. 2013; Available from: 

https://1library.co/document/myjd3d5y-comunidades-bacterias-protozoos-asociados-rizosfera-azolla-

filiculoides-ricciocarpos.html 

32.  Grayer RJ, Vieira RF, Price AM, Kite GC, Simon JE, Paton AJ. Characterization of cultivars within species 

of Ocimum by exudate flavonoid profiles. Biochemical Systematics and Ecology [Internet]. 

2004;32(10):901–13. Available from: 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305197804000936 

33.  Rivera R, Fernandez F. Inoculation and management of mycorrhizal fungi within tropical agroecosystems. 

Norman Uphoff et al [Internet]. 2006;479–89. Available from: 

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Fernandez-

Felix/publication/267324053_Inoculation_and_Management_of_Mycorrhizal_Fungi_within_Tropical_A

groecosystems/links/544a354d0cf2ea6541344172/Inoculation-and-Management-of-Mycorrhizal-Fungi-

within-Tropical-Agroecosystems.pdf 

34.  Rivera R, Fernández F, Fernández K, Ruiz L, Sánchez C, Riera M. Advances in the management of effective 

arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis in tropical ecosystesm. Mycorrhizae in crop production [Internet]. 

2007;151–96. Available from: https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ramon-Espinosa-

3/publication/269993713_Advances_in_the_management_of_effective_arbuscular_mycorrhizal_symbios

is_in_tropical_ecosystesm/links/550c4e3f0cf2ac2905a3c2fb/Advances-in-the-management-of-effective-

arbuscular-mycorrhizal-symbiosis-in-tropical-ecosystesm.pdf 

http://ediciones.inca.edu.cu/


Yaidelín Díaz-Díaz y Yaisys Blanco-Valdés 

 

35.  Dwivedi OP. Distribution of Arbuscular-mycorrhizal fungi in different cultivars of wheat. Indian 

Phytopathology [Internet]. 2013;66(2):220–3. Available from: 

https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20133277306 

36.  Robaina N, Socarrás A, Pérez D. Importancia de la cobertura vegetal para el mejoramiento de la diversidad 

biológica del suelo. Agricultura orgánica [Internet]. 2010;16(2):30–1. Available from: 

http://www.actaf.co.cu/revistas/revista_ao_95-2010/Rev%202010-2/19%20coberturavegetal.pdf 

37.  Zerbino MS. Evaluación de la macrofauna del suelo en rotaciones cultivos-pasturas con laboreo 

convencional. Acta zoológica mexicana [Internet]. 2010;26(SPE2):189–202. Available from: 

http://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S0065-17372010000500014 

38.  Postma-Blaauw MB, de Goede RGM, Bloem J, Faber JH, Brussaard L. Soil biota community structure and 

abundance under agricultural intensification and extensification. Ecology [Internet]. 2010;91(2):460–73. 

Available from: https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1890/09-0666.1 

39.  Barea JM. Vesicular-arbuscular mycorrhizae as modifiers of soil fertility. In: Advances in soil science 

[Internet]. Springer; 1991. p. 1–40. Available from: https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-1-4612-

3030-4_1 

40.  Cerrato RF, Alarcón A. La microbiología del suelo en la agricultura sostenible. CIENCIA ergo-sum, Revista 

Científica Multidisciplinaria de Prospectiva [Internet]. 2001;8(2). Available from: 

https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/104/10402108.pdf 

41.  Abril A. ¿ Son los microorganismos edáficos buenos indicadores de impacto productivo en los ecosistemas? 

Ecología austral [Internet]. 2003;13(2):195–204. Available from: 

http://ojs.ecologiaaustral.com.ar/index.php/Ecologia_Austral/article/view/1532 

42.  Pedraza RO, Teixeira KR, Scavino AF, de Salamone IG, Baca BE, Azcón R, et al. Microorganismos que 

mejoran el crecimiento de las plantas y la calidad de los suelos. Revisión. Ciencia y Tecnología 

Agropecuaria [Internet]. 2010;11(2):155–64. Available from: 

https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/4499/449945029007.pdf 

43.  Barea J-M, Pozo MJ, Azcon R, Azcon-Aguilar C. Microbial co-operation in the rhizosphere. Journal of 

experimental botany [Internet]. 2005;56(417):1761–78. Available from: 

https://academic.oup.com/jxb/article/56/417/1761/484466?login=true 

44.  Riascos-Ortiz D, Sarria-Villa GA, de Agudelo FV, Gómez-Carabalí A, Mosquera-Espinosa AT. 

Reconocimiento de hongos con potencial benéfico asociados a la rizosfera de chontaduro (Bactris gasipaes 

HBK) en la región Pacífico del Valle del Cauca, Colombia. Acta Agronómica [Internet]. 2011;60(4):319–

27. Available from: https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/1699/169922450004.pdf 

45.  Cook RJ. Antagonism and biological control: concluding remarks. 1979; Available from: https://pascal-

francis.inist.fr/vibad/index.php?action=getRecordDetail&idt=PASCALAGROLINEINRA8010253085 

46.  Mukerji KG, Manoharachary C, Singh J. Microbial activity in the rhizosphere [Internet]. Vol. 7. Springer 

Science & Business Media; 2006. Available from: 

https://books.google.es/books?hl=es&lr=&id=vrJRJO_KfxEC&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=Microbial+activity



Cultivos Tropicales, 2022, vol. 43, no. 1, e12 

 
http://ediciones.inca.edu.cu 

enero-marzo 

ISSN impreso: 0258-5936 Ministerio de Educación Superior. Cuba 

ISSN digital: 1819-4087  Instituto Nacional de Ciencias Agrícolas 

 

 

+in+the+rhizosphere&ots=NL75VbeMlB&sig=dPwQWVDFt9sKSg_rjxMtWYNbNck#v=onepage&q=

Microbial%20activity%20in%20the%20rhizosphere&f=false 

47.  Whipps JM. Microbial interactions and biocontrol in the rhizosphere. Journal of experimental Botany 

[Internet]. 2001;52(suppl_1):487–511. Available from: 

https://academic.oup.com/jxb/article/52/suppl_1/487/2907083?login=true 

48.  Alexander M. Introducción a la microbiología del suelo [Internet]. AGT editor México DF, México; 1981. 

Available from: http://catalogosuba.sisbi.uba.ar/vufind/Record/201603220240062137 

49.  Gray EJ, Smith DL. Intracellular and extracellular PGPR: commonalities and distinctions in the plant–

bacterium signaling processes. Soil biology and biochemistry [Internet]. 2005;37(3):395–412. Available 

from: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0038071704003608 

50.  Semmartin M, Di Bella C, de Salamone IG. Grazing-induced changes in plant species composition affect 

plant and soil properties of grassland mesocosms. Plant and Soil [Internet]. 2010;328(1):471–81. Available 

from: https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/43945766/Grazing-

induced_changes_in_plant_species20160321-13559-1sorwqd-with-cover-page-

v2.pdf?Expires=1636778276&Signature=gD7sWp3n2xKW-TjQryRQFGXOl-

wAyDbCkGE4LH7fJGST9Ap14DEjG27WNBiAZAhlJCxjt0~MgRW3-V2~LR-

2IDv8c78L97uE3FdJRCuBrA~aRy5kfCpo~vTaIQQ8kVTxAS7RKvyDGRofUHk1SFKngyJ1rGAA46N

NQZ08wi55XfZpZYDjmzCI2U5~Yu9T2FNnbRXDvV3mwItyWWEgtDXCZ0d6xXtVt-

L7XnHBBFkgDKNA4A6xGPltfldEyqcCLkXrYjPD0HY1avuD-

YN6LYxWF7KytAC29S3jdBl6xGcpDqgVMOWBvL5UsGw2oRu8rXPQHRsOIL2d-

rza3JckaQWj6g__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA 

51.  Thomson BC, Ostle N, McNamara N, Bailey MJ, Whiteley AS, Griffiths RI. Vegetation affects the relative 

abundances of dominant soil bacterial taxa and soil respiration rates in an upland grassland soil. Microbial 

ecology [Internet]. 2010;59(2):335–43. Available from: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00248-

009-9575-z 

52.  Caballero Mellado J. Uso de Azospirillum como alternativa tecnológica viable para cultivos de cereales. 

En: Biología del Suelo. Transformación de la materia orgánica. Usos y biodiversidad de los organismos 

edáficos. de Asconegui, MA, García de Salamone, IE, Miyazaki, SS (Eds.) pp.(45-49). FAUBA. 

Universidad de Buenos Aires. Argentina. 2004;  

53.  Cassán FD, Garcia de Salamone I. Azospirillum sp.: cell physiology, plant interactions and agronomic 

research in Argentina. Asociación Argentina de Microbiologia, Argentina [Internet]. 2008;266. Available 

from: 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/215588669_Azospirillum_Cell_physiology_plant_response_agr

onomic_and_environmental_research_in_Argentina 

54.  Wamberg C, Christensen S, Jakobsen I, Müller AK, Sørensen SJ. The mycorrhizal fungus (Glomus 

intraradices) affects microbial activity in the rhizosphere of pea plants (Pisum sativum). Soil Biology and 

http://ediciones.inca.edu.cu/


Yaidelín Díaz-Díaz y Yaisys Blanco-Valdés 

 

Biochemistry [Internet]. 2003;35(10):1349–57. Available from: 

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Soren-Sorensen-

6/publication/222691180_Wamberg_C_Christensen_S_Jakobsen_I_Muller_AK_Sorensen_SJ_The_myco

rrhizal_fungus_Glomus_intraradices_affects_microbial_activity_in_the_rhizosphere_of_pea_plants_Pisu

m_sativum_Soil_Biol_Biochem_35_1349-/links/5b029b6f4585154aeb0695a4/Wamberg-C-Christensen-

S-Jakobsen-I-Muller-AK-Sorensen-SJ-The-mycorrhizal-fungus-Glomus-intraradices-affects-microbial-

activity-in-the-rhizosphere-of-pea-plants-Pisum-sativum-Soil-Biol-Biochem-35-1.pdf 

55.  Soroa-Bell MR, Hernández-Fernández A, Soto-Carreño F, Terry-Alfonso E. Identificación de algunas 

especies de microorganismos benéficos en la rizosfera de gerbera y su efecto en la productividad. Revista 

Chapingo. Serie horticultura [Internet]. 2009;15(SPE):41–8. Available from: 

http://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?pid=S1027-152X2009000400007&script=sci_arttext 

56.  Morgan JAW, Bending GD, White PJ. Biological costs and benefits to plant–microbe interactions in the 

rhizosphere. Journal of experimental botany [Internet]. 2005;56(417):1729–39. Available from: 

https://academic.oup.com/jxb/article/56/417/1729/484470?login=true 

57.  Riera M, Medina N. Influencia de las micorrizas sobre las poblaciones bacterianas y su efecto sobre los 

rendimientos en secuencias de cultivos. Cultivos Tropicales [Internet]. 2005;26(4):21–7. Available from: 

https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/1932/193216160003.pdf 

 

 


