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Abstract 

Allelopathy plays a significant role in sustainable agriculture by influencing soil biological processes, 

nutrient dynamics, and weed suppression through the release of biologically active compounds from 

plants. Allelochemicals released from crop residues, roots, and decomposing plant materials interact 

with soil microorganisms, thereby enhancing microbial activity and enzyme functions that are essential 

for nutrient cycling. Studies on allelopathic crops such as sorghum, sunflower, rice, rye, and Brassica 

have demonstrated notable increases in soil microbial populations and enzymatic activities, including 

dehydrogenase and phosphatase, which contribute to improved soil health and fertility. These biological 

processes facilitate the availability of key nutrients such as nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium, while 

also improving soil organic matter content. 

In addition to their influence on soil processes, allelopathic interactions play a crucial role in weed sup-

pression. Allelochemicals, particularly phenolic compounds, inhibit weed seed germination, root elonga-

tion, and biomass accumulation, leading to a substantial reduction in weed density and growth. The use 

of allelopathic cover crops and mulches has been shown to provide effective short-term weed control 

while minimising reliance on synthetic herbicides. This approach not only reduces the risk of herbicide 

resistance but also supports environmentally friendly weed management practices. 

The effectiveness of allelopathy is governed by multiple factors, including soil type, moisture, tempera-

ture, and residue management practices, necessitating site-specific strategies for optimal results. Inte-

grating allelopathic crops into cropping systems, either alone or in combination with reduced herbicide 

inputs, offers a cost-effective and ecologically sound approach to weed management while simultane-

ously enhancing soil microbial activity and nutrient cycling. Overall, allelopathy represents a promising 

tool for improving agroecosystem sustainability and resilience. 
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1. Introduction  

Allelopathy is a biological process in which plants release biochemicals called allelochemicals into the 

environment around them. These chemicals affect the growth, development, and survival of other plants 
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and soil organisms. These allelochemicals come out of plants in different ways, such as through root ex-

udation, leaching from leaves, volatilisation, and the breakdown of plant debris. In agroecosystems, alle-

lopathy is very important for controlling how plants interact with each other and with the soil. This is a 

natural way to stop weeds from growing and improve soil quality. 

Sustainable agriculture focuses on making the best use of natural resources while keeping the soil pro-

ductive, the environment clean, and the crops high-yielding over the long term. Soil health is an im-

portant part of sustainable farming systems because it affects the availability of nutrients, the diversity of 

microbes, the movement of organic matter, and the overall resilience of the ecosystem. Healthy soils 

have a lot of different types of microbes that do important things like breaking down organic matter, 

mineralising nutrients, and building soil structure. Practices that boost biological activity in soil are es-

sential for long-term agricultural production. 

The widespread and ongoing use of chemical herbicides in modern farming has caused serious environ-

mental and agricultural problems. Using too much herbicide has caused weeds to become resistant to it, 

polluted soil and water resources, and harmed non-target organisms, such as helpful soil microbes. Us-

ing synthetic chemicals for a long time can mess up biological processes in the soil, lower the number of 

different types of microbes, and slow down the cycle of nutrients, which can hurt the fertility of the soil 

and the stability of the ecosystem. 

Allelochemicals, especially phenolic compounds, terpenoids, alkaloids, and organic acids, are very im-

portant for biological processes in soil. These compounds can either boost or slow down the growth of 

microbes in the soil and change the activities of enzymes like dehydrogenase and phosphatase, which are 

important for the cycling of carbon, nitrogen, and phosphorus. Allelopathic plants help make nutrients 

more available and build up soil organic matter by increasing microbial activity and enzyme-mediated 

nutrient transformations. Allelochemicals also stop weed seeds from germinating, roots from growing, 

and biomass from building up, which is a natural way to control weeds. 

Even though more and more people are realising that allelopathy can be a useful tool for sustainable 

farming, most of the research that has been done so far has only looked at either how it can kill weeds or 

how it can change the biology of the soil. There is a significant deficiency of comprehensive research 

that concurrently investigates the interactions among allelopathic crops, soil microbial activity, nutrient 

cycling, and weed dynamics in field conditions. To fully understand the many ways that allelopathy can 

be used, this research gap needs to be filled. Environmentally friendly weed management strategies that 

are specific to each site and improve soil health and the long-term sustainability of agroecosystems also 

need to be developed. 

2. Goals of the Study The goal of this study was to investigate the many ways that allelopathy can help 

sustainable farming, with a focus on soil health and weed control. The specific goals are: 

 To determine how allelopathic crops affect the activity of soil microbes, such as changes in the 

number of microbes and the biology of the soil. 

 To determine how allelochemicals affect the availability of nutrients, especially how they help 

nutrients cycle and make the soil more fertile. 
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 To investigate the possibility of allelopathic cropping systems keeping weeds down, with a focus 

on weed density, growth rate, and biomass reduction. 

3. Review of the Literature 

3.1 Interactions between Allelopathy and Soil Microbes  

Allelopathy has a huge effect on the number of microbes in the soil because it releases allelochemicals 

into the rhizosphere. Root exudates and decaying plant parts change the structure and activity of micro-

bial populations, which affects biological processes in the soil. Several studies have shown that allelopa-

thic crops boost the diversity and biomass of microbes by giving them carbon-rich substrates that help 

them grow. More microbial activity helps to mineralise nutrients and keep the soil ecosystem stable. 

 

3.2 How Allelochemicals Affect the Activity of Soil Enzymes  

Soil enzymes are very good indicators of how healthy the soil is and how much life is in it. Allelochemi-

cals, especially phenolic acids and flavonoids, change how enzymes like dehydrogenase, phosphatase, 

and urease work. These enzymes are important for the cycling of nutrients. Research shows that adding 

allelopathic residues boosts the activity of dehydrogenase and phosphatase, which means that microbes 

can breathe better and more phosphate is available in the soil. These changes to the enzymes are very 

important for making the soil more fertile and long-lasting. 

 

3.3 Allelopathic Crops in Farming 

A lot of crops have a lot of allelopathic potential and are often used in farming. Sorghum makes sorgo-

leone, a strong allelochemical that stops weeds from growing and changes how soil organisms work. 

Sunflower leftovers contain phenolic chemicals that stop weeds from germinating and growing, while 

also making the soil more active. Rice and rye are well-known allelopathic plants, and their leftovers 

make phenolics that keep weeds from growing in cropping systems. Brassica plants make glucosin-

olates, which break down into chemicals that kill weeds and pathogens. 

 

3.4 The Part that Phenolic Compounds Play in Keeping Weeds Down  

Phenolic compounds are some of the most studied allelochemicals because they stop weed seeds from 

germinating and seedlings from growing. These chemicals stop weed cells from growing, make mem-

branes less permeable, and slow down enzyme activity. This leads to shorter roots and less biomass. It 

has been shown that allelopathic cover crops and mulches release phenols that greatly reduce the number 

of weeds, making them effective tools for managing weeds in a way that is good for the environment. 

 

3.5 Problems and Limitations of Allelopathic Weed Control  

Allelopathic weed control has some limits, even though it has a lot of potential. The effectiveness of al-

lelopathy depends a lot on the environment, such as the type of soil, the amount of moisture, the temper-

ature, and how well the residue is managed. If not controlled properly, allelochemicals could hurt the 

growth of crops. It is hard to manage weeds consistently because allelochemicals can be made and last 

for different amounts of time in the field. It is best to use integrated methods that combine allelopathy 

with less pesticide use and the right farming practices to control weeds in a way that is both effective 

and long-lasting. 
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4. Materials and Methods 

4.1 Where the Experiment Took Place  

The research was carried out in the cropping season on an experimental field located in a tropical agro-

climatic area. The region gets moderate to heavy rain and has a pleasant temperature throughout the 

monsoon season. The soil at the test site was reported to be loamy. Before the experiment began, soil 

samples were analysed to determine the fundamental physicochemical properties. The soil was suitable 

for researching how living things in the soil work, how nutrients move about, and how weeds develop 

since it had a pH that was practically neutral, a modest quantity of organic matter, and the proper level 

of fertility. 

 

4.2 Planning the Experiment  

The experiment employed a randomised block design with three replications. When there were a number 

of distinct factors, a split-plot design was adopted. To make the experiment less variable, treatments 

were randomly allocated to each block. The treatments were: 

 Allelopathic crops or residues (sorghum, sunflower, rice, rye, and Brassica species). 

 Control treatment (crop that does not produce allelochemicals or untreated soil). 

 Allelopathic residues blended with a lower dose of the recommended herbicide (where possible). 

All treatments used the same farming methods, except for the changes that were needed. 

4.3 Soil Samples  

Soil samples were taken from the rhizosphere zone, which is the biologically active layer of soil, at a 

depth of 0 to 15 cm. Samples were taken three times: before treatment, while the crops were growing, 

and when they were ready to be picked. Soil samples were obtained from different places in each plot. 

Fresh samples were tested for enzymes and microorganisms, and air-dried samples were used for nutri-

ents. 

4.4 Study of Microbes and Enzymes  

Serial dilution and plate count were utilised to find out how many bacteria, fungi, and actinomycetes 

were in the soil. Selective media were used to count the microbes and the results were given as colony-

forming units (CFU g⁻¹ soil). 

 

4.4.1 Tests for Enzymes  

The triphenyl tetrazolium chloride (TTC) reduction method was employed to find out how active the 

dehydrogenase was. It was reported as µg triphenyl formazan (TPF) g⁻¹ soil h⁻¹. 

The p-nitrophenyl phosphate technique was used to measure phosphatase activity. The results were ex-

pressed as µg p-nitrophenol g⁻¹ soil h⁻¹. 

4.5 Testing for Nutrients  

Established analytical procedures were used to find out how healthy the soil was. 

https://www.ijsat.org/


 

International Journal on Science and Technology (IJSAT) 

E-ISSN: 2229-7677   ●   Website: www.ijsat.org   ●   Email: editor@ijsat.org 

 

IJSAT260210614 Volume 17, Issue 2 (April-June 2026) 5 

 

 The alkaline permanganate method was used to find out how much nitrogen was available. 

 The Olsen technique was utilised to figure out how much phosphorus was there. 

 A flame photometer was used to find out how much potassium was available after ammonium 

acetate extraction. 

 The wet oxidation approach of Walkley and Black was used to figure out how much organic car-

bon was in the soil. 

4.6 Parameters for Weeds  

Weed observations were taken at regular periods during the farming season. 

 The quadrat method was used to count the number of weeds in a square metre to see how thick 

they were. 

 Weed biomass was quantified by removing weeds from each plot, drying them to constant 

weight, and expressing the results in grams per square meter (g m⁻²). 

 Germination rate was calculated by dividing the number of weed seedlings that came up by the 

total number of seeds that may sprout. 

4.7 Looking at the Data  

The experimental data were evaluated using the appropriate analysis of variance (ANOVA) for the ex-

perimental design to ascertain the significance of the treatment effects. The Least Significant Difference 

(LSD) or Tukey's Honest Significant Difference (HSD) tests at a 5% level of significance were utilised 

to compare the means of the treatments. The experimental results were shown to be reliable and valid by 

statistical analysis. 

5. Results 

5.1 How Allelopathic Crops Affect Soil Microbial Populations  

The findings demonstrated a notable enhancement in soil microbial populations subjected to allelopathic 

crop treatments relative to the control. Adding allelopathic crops and residues like sorghum, sunflower, 

rice, rye, and Brassica to plots increased the number of bacteria, fungi, and actinomycetes. The increased 

number of microbes suggests that allelochemicals released into the rhizosphere encouraged microbial 

growth by providing carbon sources and favourable microenvironments. In contrast, the control plots 

exhibited lower microbial counts, signifying restricted biological stimulation in the absence of allelopa-

thic inputs. 

Table 1: Soil Microbial Populations under Different Treatments (Mean Values, CFU g⁻¹ Soil) 

Treatment Bacteria (×10⁶) Fungi (×10⁴) Actinomycetes (×10⁵) 

Control 25.0 7.5 9.2 

Sorghum Residues 72.0 22.0 34.0 

Sunflower Residues 61.0 19.0 29.0 

Rice + Rye Residues 55.0 16.0 26.0 

Brassica Residues 75.0 25.0 36.0 

Allelopathic + Reduced Herbicide 66.0 20.0 31.0 
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5.2 Changes in the Activity of Soil Enzymes  

The activities of soil enzymes differed significantly between treatments. Dehydrogenase activity, which 

indicates overall microbial activity, was much higher in soils that received allelopathic residues. Phos-

phatase activity also increased significantly, indicating enhanced phosphorus mineralisation and availa-

bility. Treatments that used allelopathic residues combined with less herbicide maintained fairly high 

enzyme activities, while the control plots had the lowest values. 

Table 2: Soil Enzyme Activities under Different Treatments 

Treatment 
Dehydrogenase Activity           

(µg TPF g⁻¹ soil h⁻¹) 

Phosphatase Activity                                  

(µg p-nitrophenol g⁻¹ soil h⁻¹) 

Control 24.0 140 

Sorghum Residues 43.0 190 

Sunflower Residues 39.0 175 

Rice + Rye Residues 36.0 165 

Brassica Residues 45.0 195 

Allelopathic + Re-

duced Herbicide 
41.0 180 

5.3 Improving Soil Fertility and Making Nutrients More Available 

 Allelopathic cropping systems improved soil nutrient status significantly. In allelopathic treatments, the 

levels of available nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium were higher than in the control. Soil organic 

carbon content also increased, indicating enhanced organic matter accumulation and improved soil struc-

ture. 

Table 3: Available Soil Nutrients and Organic Carbon under Different Treatments 

Treatment 
Available N             

(kg ha⁻¹) 

Available P                 

(kg ha⁻¹) 

Available K    

(kg ha⁻¹) 

Organic      

Carbon (%) 

Control 115 15.0 170 0.65 

Sorghum Residues 180 23.0 250 1.00 

Sunflower Residues 168 21.0 235 0.92 

Rice + Rye Residues 156 19.5 222 0.87 

Brassica Residues 188 24.0 260 1.08 

Allelopathic + Reduced Herbicide 175 22.0 242 0.96 

5.4 Effectiveness of Weed Control  

Under allelopathic treatments, weed density, biomass, and germination percentage were greatly reduced. 

Compared to the control, allelopathic crops and residues effectively suppressed weed emergence and 

growth. Treatments with only allelopathic residues or combined with lower doses of herbicides were the 

most effective. 
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Table 4: Weed Parameters under Different Treatments (Mean Values) 

Treatment 
Weed Density                  

(no. m⁻²) 

Weed Biomass  

(g m⁻²) 

Weed Germination 

(%) 

Control 50 190 75 

Sorghum Residues 19 65 30 

Sunflower Residues 22 80 35 

Rice + Rye Residues 25 90 42 

Brassica Residues 17 60 27 

Allelopathic + Reduced 

Herbicide 
20 72 32 

5.5 How Environmental Factors Affect Things  

Environmental factors such as soil moisture and temperature played a significant role in determining the 

effectiveness of allelopathic interactions. When the soil was wet enough, it made allelochemicals easier 

to release, dissolve, and move around. Moderate soil temperatures enhanced microbial metabolism and 

enzyme activity, while extreme temperature conditions marginally diminished allelopathic efficacy. 

 

6. Discussion 

 The current study illustrates that allelopathic crops augment soil microbial activity, nutrient cycling, and 

weed suppression. The increase in microbial populations seen with allelopathic treatments is mostly 

caused by the release of carbon-rich allelochemicals and decomposing residues that provide energy for 

soil microorganisms. 

The rise in dehydrogenase and phosphatase activities shows that the soil is working better and that nutri-

ents are being broken down more quickly. Phenolic compounds, which are the main allelochemicals in 

many crops, have two effects: they promote the growth of beneficial soil microorganisms and stop 

weeds from growing. 

The weed suppression observed in this study aligns with prior research on allelopathic crops, including 

sorghum, rye, and Brassica, which have been documented to substantially decrease weed density and 

growth. Residue management became a crucial element affecting allelopathic efficacy, as appropriate 

timing and methodology of residue incorporation improved allelochemical release and longevity in soil. 

Allelopathic weed management systems have many benefits over traditional herbicide-based systems. 

For example, they use fewer chemicals, have a lower risk of herbicide resistance, improve the biological 

health of the soil, and cause less pollution in the environment. Combining allelopathic crops with lower 

doses of herbicides is a balanced and long-term way to control weeds and improve soil health. 
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7. Conclusion  

The current study underscores the considerable promise of allelopathy as a viable agricultural practice. 

Allelopathic crops improved soil biological activity by enhancing microbial populations and enzyme ac-

tivities, thereby promoting efficient nutrient cycling and improved soil fertility. Under allelopathic sys-

tems, weed density, biomass, and germination were all greatly reduced, showing that these systems are 

good at keeping weeds from growing. 

Because allelopathic cropping systems can help people rely less on chemical herbicides, they are a better 

choice for the environment than traditional ways of controlling weeds. Overall, the integration of alle-

lopathic crops into cropping systems contributes to sustainable and eco-friendly agriculture by improv-

ing soil health, reducing chemical inputs, and enhancing agroecosystem resilience. 
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