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Abstract: No-till practices reduce soil erosion, conserve soil organic carbon, and enhance soil fertility.
Yet, many factors could limit their adoption in organic farming. The present study investigated the
effects of tillage and cover cropping on weed biomass, plant growth, yield, and fruit quality of an
organic processing tomato (Solanum lycopersicon L. var. Elba F1) over two seasons (2015–2017). We
compared systems where processing tomato was transplanted on i) tilled soil following or not a
winter cover crop (Trifolium squarrosum L.) and with/without a biodegradable plastic mulch; and ii)
no-till where clover was used, after rolling and flaming, as dead mulch. Tomato in no-till suffered
from high weed competition and low soil nitrogen availability leading to lower plant growth, N
uptake, and yield components with respect to tilled systems. The total yield in no-till declined to
6.8 and 18.3 t ha−1 in 2016 and 2017, respectively, with at least a 65% decrease compared to tilled
clover-based systems. No evidence of growth-limiting soil compaction was noticed but a slightly
higher soil resistance was in the no-till topsoil. Tillage and cover crop residues did not significantly
change tomato quality (pH, total soluble solids, firmness). The incorporation of clover as green
manure was generally more advantageous over no-till. This was partly due to the low performance
of the cover crop where improvement may limit the obstacles (i.e., N supply and weed infestation)
and enable the implementation of no-till in organic vegetable systems.

Keywords: no-till; green manure; dead mulch; biodegradable plastic mulch; organic farming;
conservation agriculture; tomato

1. Introduction

According to recent statistics, land managed under organic farming regulations in Europe has
increased by almost 75% in the last decade [1]. Consumer demand for environmental sustainability
as well as safety and food quality concerns continue to drive the organic industry and to encourage
farmers to convert their agricultural systems to organic farming. However, organic producers rely
primarily on intensive and frequent tillage for weed management, organic fertilizers and residue
incorporation, and seedbed preparation [2], in a way that sometimes violates the objective of organic
farming to sustain soil health. Intensive tillage reduces soil quality, facilitates erosion through the
destruction of soil structure, increases loss of topsoil organic matter, and decreases soil biological
activity and biodiversity [3]. No-tillage systems were developed a few decades ago in conventional
agriculture to mitigate these problems and to provide economic savings by eliminating tillage and
excessive traffic on fields [3–5]. Benefits to soil fertility and other ecological services (i.e., weed and
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pest suppression, nutrient cycling) are provided by cultivation of cover crops in rotation with cash
crops as well [6]. Using legume species as cover crops also provides additional N fixed from the
atmosphere into the agro-ecosystem thus improving N nutrition of the cash crop and increasing soil
nitrogen organic pool [7].

Recently, researchers have been increasingly investigating cover-crop-based no-till (NT) as a
sustainable practice to eliminate the reliance on mechanical tillage and maximize the benefits of cover
crops and resource use efficiency in organic farming [6,8]. In these systems, cover crops are terminated
without incorporating residues into the soil, thus leaving a thick mulch into which the subsequent
cash crop is planted. This requires the necessity to produce large cover crop biomass as well as a good
management of their residues to provide maximum weed suppression and nutrients adjustments,
e.g., reduce immobilization, enhance N release and synchronization with plant needs [9]. Weed
management and nutrient availability are two factors known to challenge the performance of crops in
organic no-till production. In such systems, weeds tend to increase with higher seedling recruitment in
the upper soil layers and large infestations of perennial weeds [2,10]. Cover crops can reduce weed
infestation during their growth and/or by their residues on soil surface making a physical barrier,
preventing sunlight reaching the soil surface or through allelopathy [11]. With reduced or absence of
tillage, mineralization of soil organic matter can also be slowed down which would make N a limiting
factor in these conditions and compromise yield production [12–14].

Italy is the second largest producer of processing tomato after the USA with more than 72,000 ha
dedicated to it as of 2018 [15,16]. In this study, we aimed to understand how the transition to no-till
would impact the production of tomato and if a mulch of cover crop residues would be able to replace
plastic mulch which is costly and difficult to dispose of when the material is not biodegradable. To this
end, the following field experiments (2015–2017) compared cover crop-based no-till and conventionally
tilled systems for organic processing tomato production under Mediterranean conditions in terms of
crop growth, yield, fruit quality, N uptake as well as the changes in soil nitrates, soil compaction, and
weed infestation.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Field and Treatments Description

The experiments were conducted on certified organic fields at the Center for Agri- Environmental
Research “Enrico Avanzi” of the University of Pisa (San Piero a Grado, Pisa, Italy) for two seasons
(2015–2017). Seven systems were adopted: squarrose clover (Trifolium squarrosum L.) rolled, flamed,
and followed by a direct transplantation of tomato (Solanum lycopersicon L. var. Elba F1, a processing
cultivar that can be used also for fresh consumption) (NT-CC); squarrose clover rolled and flamed,
followed by a direct transplantation of tomato and supplemented with weeding interventions, i.e.,
inter-row mowing (NT-CC-SW); squarrose clover incorporated as green manure (CT-CC); squarrose
clover incorporated and the soil covered with black biodegradable plastic mulch (Mater-Bi®) set over
the season (CT-CC-PM); fallow conventionally-tilled soil covered with plastic mulch (CT-NC-PM),
fallow conventionally-tilled with soil kept bare (CT-NC), and a weedy control left untilled with natural
vegetation (NT-NC). The fields were moldboard ploughed and harrowed in 16 November 2015 and 3
October 2016 before the cover crop (T. squarrosum) broadcast manual sowing at 50 kg ha−1 seeding rate
on 17 December 2015 and 35 kg ha−1 on 12 October 2016. The sowing densities of the clover differed
across the two years because of the different germination rate and of the delayed sowing date in 2015,
but they were targeted to the same plant densities (667 plants m−2).

In conventionally tilled (CT) plots, the cover crop was terminated using a rotary hoe at around
15 cm depth. Fallow plots were prepared for transplanting the same way. In these plots, inter-row
cultivation was also performed for subsequent weed control. The cover crop in NT treatments was
terminated with two passes of a roller-crimper (Eco-roll, Clemens Technologies, Wittlich, Germany)
followed by one pass of flaming (MAITO Srl., Arezzo, Italy based on a prototype designed and fully
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realized at the University of Pisa) to enhance cover crop devitalization [17] on 23 May 2016 and 10 May
2017. In NT plots with supplemental weeding, three inter-row mowing interventions (lawn mower)
were done during the early season of tomato growth.

In plots without plastic mulch, tomato seedlings were transplanted on 23 June 2016 and 11 May
2017 at a density of 2.22 plants m−2 (0.3 m along the row, 1.5 m between the row) with a commercial
vegetable transplanting machine (“Fast” model, Fedele costruzioni Meccaniche, Lanciano, Chieti, Italy)
modified at the University of Pisa in order to be properly used both on tilled and untilled soil [18].
Tomato seedlings were instead manually transplanted at the same plant density on plastic mulch
systems. The distance between tomato single rows (1.5 m), fine-tuned for the plastic mulch system,
was kept the same for all treatments to avoid additional variability that can influence the results and
conclusions. Phytosanitary measures followed European organic farming regulations. During the
growing seasons, fertigation was done at modest doses providing around 16 kg ha−1 N and 32 kg ha−1

K2O (VIT-ORG) for all systems alike. The fertilization was meant to avoid K lack during fruit ripening,
keeping the N supply at a minimum level (i.e., the amount of N contained in the NK fertilizer) in
order to avoid masking the effects of treatments on N availability. The fertigation was practiced twice
each year (when at least 70% of plants in all the plots reached the fruit set stage and two weeks later)
with a single irrigation intervention early in the morning. Plots were 10 m × 6 m and 10 m × 5 m
wide, respectively, in 2016 and 2017 and were distributed in a completely randomized block design
over different fields each year. The cover crop at killing dates yielded 2.3 (SD = 0.98) and 3.5 t ha−1

(SD = 1.6) of dry biomass and had a N yield of 49.1 and 75.9 kg ha−1 in 2016 and 2017, respectively.
The soil was a sandy loam in 2015–2016 and a sandy clay loam in 2016–2017. Soil characteristics in
each experimental site/year are detailed in Table 1. Weather conditions reported for the last 25 years
and during the experiment are also presented in Figure 1.

Table 1. Soil characteristics of the fields where the experiments were carried out.

Characteristic Measurement Unit 2015–2016 2016–2017

Clay g 100 g−1 11.67 21.80
Silt g 100 g−1 18.24 4.70

Sand g 100 g−1 70.09 73.50
pH 7.89 7.89
EC µS 48.12 45.23

Total N g kg−1 1.27 0.76
SOM g 100 g−1 1.97 1.27

P available µg 100 g−1 2.43 4.20

The Kjeldahl method was used for total N determination, the Walkley–Black method for soil organic matter (SOM),
and the Olsen P test for soil available phosphorus (P) determination. EC = electrical conductivity.
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(◦C) during 2015 and 2017 compared to the multiannual average precipitations and temperatures
(1993–2017) in San Piero a Grado, Pisa.

2.2. Field Samplings and Measurements

Tomato fruits were harvested from 12 plants of the central row of each plot through the season.
The cumulative number of discarded (i.e., diseased, rotten, damaged), green and marketable tomatoes,
and their corresponding fresh weights were recorded. Total yield as the sum of the fresh weights of
all categories was therefore determined in order to estimate the potential cumulative yield of tomato.
The dry matter (DM) content of fruits was obtained by oven-drying a sample at 60 ◦C until a constant
weight was obtained. At the end of the harvest period, tomato residues and weeds were simultaneously
collected over two areas of 1 m2 in each plot. For crop residues, plants were excavated at depths of
25–30 cm and shoots and roots were separated after cleaning roots from soil residues. Plant parts were
then oven-dried at 60 ◦C for dry matter and N content determination [19]. Tomato total N uptake (kg
N ha−1) was calculated as:

N uptake = (a × b) + (c × d) + (e × f) (1)

where “a” is tomato yield (kg ha−1 of DM), “b” is the N concentration of marketable tomato fruits
(g 100 g−1 of DM), “c” is the tomato shoot yield (kg ha−1 of DM), and “d” is the N concentration of
tomato shoot (g 100 g−1 of DM), “e” is the root yield (kg ha−1 of DM), and “f” is the N concentration of
tomato root.

To assess the dynamic status of nitrogen in the soil, the nitrate content was determined [20]
every 10–20 days at a depth of 30 cm on a composite sample (2 samples) from each plot, starting at
transplantation and continuing during the season. A hand-held electronic cone-tipped penetrometer
(Spectrum Field Scout SC-900, Spectrum Technologies Inc., Plainfield, IL, USA) was used to measure
soil resistance (KPa) on three different locations in each plot at harvest across a 45 cm soil depth.

2.3. Fruit Quality

Fruit firmness was measured in 2016 using a digital fruit firmness tester (penetrometer) with an
8 mm diameter plunger (TR Turoni srl, Forlì, Italy). The peak force or the maximum force to compress
the fruits by 5 mm determined between two parallel plates using an Instron Universal Testing Machine
(Model 3343, Norwood, MA, USA) was recorded as an indicator of the firmness of tomato fruits in
2017. A pH meter (Cyberscan pH 110, Eutech instruments, Singapore and Titrator T50, Mettler Toledo,
Greifensee, Switzerland) was used to determine the pH. The total soluble sugars (TSS) of the juice was
determined by a digital hand-held refractometer (Atago PR32-Palette, Tokyo, Japan) and expressed as
◦Brix. Vitamin C as the sum of both ascorbic and dehydroascorbic acid was determined in 2017 on
fresh tomato as in Zapata and Dufour [21] with some modifications [22] as well as the total phenolic
content and the antioxidant activity of tomato [23,24]. Quality measurements were performed on
around 10 to 15 red marketable fruits from each treatment.

2.4. Statistical Analyses

General linear mixed-effect models for the analysis of variance (ANOVA) were used using R
statistical software and the lmerTest package to check for the effects of treatments and years, after
verifying the normality and homoscedasticity of errors. In the case of fruit number, data were modelled
in a generalized linear mixed-effect model (lmerTest package) using Poisson distribution. In all models,
treatments (systems) and years were used as fixed factors, and blocks and years as random ones.
Data were presented separated by year because of the significant year effect and interaction between
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year and treatment in most of the cases. Pairwise comparisons for all variables were computed by
estimating the 95% confidence interval of the difference between the least squares means (Equation (2)):

CI(difference) = (x1 − x2) ± 1.96
√
(SEx1)

2 + (SEx2)
2 (2)

where (x1) is the mean of the first value, (x2) is the mean of the second value, (SEx1) is the standard
error of (x1), and (SEx2) is the standard error of (x2).

If the resulting 95% confidence interval (CI) of the difference between values did not cross the
zero value, the null hypothesis that the compared values are similar was rejected.

All data in the manuscript were reported in the original scale as least square means with their
corresponding standard errors. Results of all analysis of variance/deviance in terms of p-values are
presented in Table S1.

3. Results

3.1. Plant Biomass and N Uptake

Plant biomass was influenced by treatments and the growing year. Higher biomass of fruits and
shoots were obtained in systems where clover was incorporated into the soil with and without plastic
mulch compared to no-till cover crop-based systems in 2016 (Table 2). Only the treatment where clover
was incorporated under plastic mulch resulted in higher root biomass that year.

Table 2. Plant dry biomass as affected by tillage and cover crop management.

2015–2016 2016–2017

Treatment
Fruits Dry
Biomass
(g m−2)

Shoots Dry
Biomass
(g m−2)

Roots Dry
Biomass
(g m−2)

Fruits Dry
Biomass
(g m−2)

Shoots Dry
Biomass
(g m−2)

Roots Dry
Biomass
(g m−2)

CT-CC 264.4 a 181.8 a 22.3 b 354.2 b 279.4 b 28.4 c

CT-CC-PM 223.0 b 183.2 a 28.0 a 436.6 a 372.7 a 36.8 a

CT-NC 257.4 a,b 166.6 a 22.6 b 355.3 b 250.1 c 33.1 b

CT-NC-PM 240.2 a,b 159.0 a 16.9 c 405.3 a,b 293.4 b 39.3 a

NT-CC-SW 48.4 c 31.5 b 4.6 d 171.5 c 137.5 d 22.7 d

NT-CC 45.9 c 26.0 b 4.0 d 129.8 d 101.7 e 15.1 e

NT-NC 30.5 c 24.2 b 3.9 d 58.1 e 53.5 f 7.9 f

SE 12.9 10.0 1.3 12.9 9.4 1.3

CT-CC: conventionally tilled + cover crop; CT-CC-PM: conventionally tilled + cover crop + plastic mulch; CT-NC:
conventionally tilled without cover crop; CT-NC-PM: conventionally tilled without cover crop + plastic mulch;
NT-CC-SW: no-till + cover crop + supplemental weeding; NT-CC: no-till + cover crop; NT-NC: no-till without cover
crop (weedy control). SE = standard error. Values followed by different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05.

In 2017, dry biomass of fruits, shoots, and roots revealed the outperformance of plastic mulch
systems over the other systems mainly where clover was incorporated as green manure. The dead mulch
had the lowest performance among residue management techniques for all the biomass components.
The supplemental weeding over the dead mulch increased fruits’, roots’, and shoots’ dry matter.
Generally, plants of all treatments had better performance in that season compared to 2016.

Nitrogen uptake in both seasons followed almost the same trend of the plant biomass which was
the main contributor to it (Table 3). Total N uptake in 2016 was higher in conventionally tilled plots
over no-till with no significant differences between clover incorporated and clover incorporated in soil
covered with plastic mulch. In 2017, N uptake was the lowest in no-till plants and the highest in plastic
mulch system with green manure due to the large N uptakes in shoots, roots, and fruits. Differences in
nitrogen concentration among treatments in the different plant parts were not statistically significant
(data not presented).
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Table 3. N uptake by tomato plants as affected by tillage and cover crop management.

2015–2016 2016–2017

Treatment
Fruits N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Shoots N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Roots N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Total N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Fruits N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Shoots N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Roots N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

Total N
Uptake

(kg ha−1)

CT-CC 57.1 a 32.2 a,b 2.2 b 91.5 ab 59.1 b 44.7 b 3.4 b 107.2 c

CT-CC-PM 55.2 a 36.6 a 3.3 a 95.1 a 75.1 a 75.1 a 4.4 a 154.6 a

CT-NC 52.3 a 29.2 b 3.1 a 84.7 b 56.3 b 45.3 b 3.7 a,b 105.4 c

CT-NC-PM 54.2 a 36.0 a 2.1 b 92.4 a,b 71.7 a 45.6 b 4.3 a 121.6 b

NT-CC-SW 10.8 b 5.7 c 0.5 c 17.1 c 27.1 c 25.1 c 2.3 c 54.6 d

NT-CC 10.1 b 4.4 c 0.6 c 15.1 c 19.6 c 18.3 d 1.3 d 39.2 e

NT-NC 7.5 b 4.6 c 0.5 c 11.8 c 7.6 d 6.5 e 0.7 d 14.8 f

SE 3.3 1.8 0.3 3.2 3.3 2.5 0.3 4.7

Values followed by different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05.

3.2. Yield Components and Fruit Quality

Treatments and growing season both had effects on yield components. Irrespective of residues
management and the presence of plastic mulch, higher total fruit number was obtained in conventionally
tilled systems with respect to no-till in 2016 due to the higher number of red fruits (Table 4). However,
the production of marketable and unmarketable fruits depended on the treatment adopted. The CT-NC
produced the highest marketable fruits and had the lowest proportion of unmarketable fruits number
among CT systems. Marketable fruits in that year were lower than 2017 due to the presence of disease
and physiological disorder incidences. In 2017, systems where plastic mulch was preceded with clover
as green manure produced the highest number of fruits due to the higher production of red marketable
(similar to CT-NC-PM) and unmarketable tomatoes alike and resulted in the highest fresh yield for each
type, compared to the other systems. The proportion of discarded fruits of the whole fruit production
in 2017, however, was not affected by tillage and cover crop presence. All conventionally tilled systems
especially where green manure was present produced more green fruits than no-till in that year.

Table 4. Number of tomato fruits obtained in each system as affected by tillage and cover
crop management.

2015–2016 2016–2017

Treatment
Marketable

Fruits
(No m−2)

Unmarketable
Fruits

(No m−2)

Green
Fruits

(No m−2)

Total
Fruits

(No m−2)

Marketable
Fruits

(No m−2)

Unmarketable
Fruits

(No m−2)

Green
Fruits

(No m−2)

Total Fruits
(No m−2)

CT-CC 19.0 ± 3.1 b 61.3 ± 4.5 a 1.6 ± 0.8 82.3 ± 5.2 a 59.3 ± 4.4 b 52.0 ± 4.2 b 6.7 ± 1.5 a,b 118.0 ± 6.3 c

CT-CC-PM 10.2 ± 2.1 c 73.0 ± 5.0 a 1.6 ± 0.8 85.0 ± 5.3 a 97.7 ± 5.7 a 78.0 ± 5.1 a 8.3 ± 1.7 a 184.0 ± 7.8 a

CT-NC 34.5 ± 4.8 a 37.7 ± 3.6 b 3.3 ± 1.1 76.0 ± 5.0 a 48.7 ± 4.0 b 41.3 ± 3.7 b,c 3.7 ± 1.1 b,c 93.7 ± 5.6 d

CT-NC-PM 15.4 ± 2.7 b,c 62.6 ± 4.6 a 3.0 ± 1.0 81.3 ± 5.2 a 103.7 ± 5.9 a 39.3 ± 3.6 c,d 5.0 ± 1.3 a,b 147.7 ± 7.0 b

NT-CC-SW 4.6 ± 1.3 d 11.6 ± 2.0 c 2.3 ± 0.9 18.7 ± 2.5 b 38.0 ± 3.5 c 42.7 ± 3.8 b,c 1.3 ± 0.7 c 82.0 ± 5.2 d

NT-CC 2.9 ± 1.0 d 11.6 ± 2.0 c 2.0 ± 0.8 16.7 ± 2.3 b 33.3 ± 3.3 c 30.3 ± 3.2 d 1.3 ± 0.7 c 65.0 ± 4.6 e

NT-NC 5.2 ± 1.4 d 6.3 ± 1.4 c 1.3 ± 0.7 13.0 ± 2.1 b 12.3 ± 2.0 d 6.3 ± 1.4 e 1.3 ± 0.7 c 20.0 ± 2.6 f

Values followed by different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05.

Therefore, total yield (Table 5) in both years was drastically reduced under no-till-dead mulch
conditions, at least 85% in 2016 and 66% in 2017 compared with incorporated clover, with higher
productivity where a supplemental weeding was performed in 2017. However, the effect of the different
treatments on yield depended on the season. In 2016, production under plastic mulch conditions was
similar to tilled systems without cover crop and kept bare during the season (CT-NC). The highest
production was achieved where clover was turned as green manure without a plastic mulch (CT-CC)
and this was due to the high number and singular weight of tomato fruits. In 2017, the total productivity
reached its highest value (60–70 t ha−1) in plastic mulch systems. Squarrose clover incorporated
and covered with plastic mulch was obviously the best performing among the different residues
management systems. Despite these results, the system where clover was incorporated without plastic
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mulch seemed to be more stable than the other systems; in 2017, all systems except CT-CC and the
weedy control showed an increase in their production.

Table 5. Tomato yield obtained in each system as affected by tillage and cover crop management.

2015–2016 2016–2017

Fresh Yield (kg m−2) Total Yield
(t ha−1)

Fresh Yield (kg m−2) Total Yield
(t ha−1)Treatment Marketable Unmarketable Green Marketable Unmarketable Green

CT-CC 1.1 b,c 3.3 a 0.15 b 46.7 a 3.8 b 1.2 b 0.38 a 53.7 c

CT-CC-PM 0.9 c 2.9 a 0.25 a 39.7 b 5.2 a 1.4 a 0.37 a 69.9 a

CT-NC 2.5 a 1.1 c 0.12 b 37.3 b 4.0 b 1.1 b 0.22 b 52.9 c

CT-NC-PM 1.3 b 2.3 b 0.30 a 39.6 b 4.9 a 1.2 b 0.18 b 62.9 b

NT-CC-SW 0.3 d 0.4 d 0.13 b 7.7 c 1.9 c 0.5 c 0.06 c 24.4 d

NT-CC 0.2 d 0.4 d 0.10 b,c 6.8 c 1.4 c 0.4 d 0.05 c 18.3 e

NT-NC 0.2 d 0.2 d 0.06 c 4.6 c 0.5 d 0.1 e 0.03 c 7.0 f

SE 0.1 0.1 0.02 1.9 0.3 0.03 0.02 2.4

Values followed by different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05.

Regarding fruit quality, firmness is a mechanical property relevant for both processing and
fresh tomatoes. It defines the susceptibility of the fruits to mechanical damage during harvest and
transportation as well as to environmental ones like drought and temperature changes. Therefore,
plants with higher firmness are less prone to qualitative and quantitative losses and have a longer shelf
life [25]. Firmer fruits are preferred for processing purposes to maintain the form and integrity of fruits
during transformation. Fruit firmness was the same in all treatments in 2015 and tended to be lower in
no-till systems in 2017. The TSS and pH values did not show statistically significant differences among
the systems in both years (Table 6). Both factors are important for the final yield, energy saving, and
conservation of tomato. Regarding the nutraceutical quality measured only in 2017, vitamin C content
increased by at least 32% in plants grown over the dead mulch having 31 mg 100g−1 FW. Vitamin C
and polyphenols are reported to be the major antioxidant hydrosoluble components in tomato and
an increase in their content would be an added value for fresh and processing markets where losses
during transformation may occur. In our case, total phenols and the antioxidant activity were not
influenced by different tillage and cover crop residues management.

Table 6. Marketable fruit basic and nutraceutical characteristics from each of the systems in comparison.

2015–2016 2016–2017

Treatment Firmness (N) pH TSS
(◦Bx)

Firmness
(N) pH TSS

(◦Bx)
Vitamin C

(mg 100 g−1 FW)

Total
Phenols

(mg GAE
100 g−1 FW)

Antioxidant
Activity

(mg Trolox
100 g−1 FW)

CT-CC 31.3 4.23 4.4 8.5 a,b,c 4.58 4.8 20.9 b 56.0 65.7
CT-CC-PM 26.5 4.29 4.4 8.2 b,c 4.56 5.8 21.4 b 67.2 93.2

CT-NC 30.2 4.32 5.8 9.8 a 4.54 5.2 23.3 b 66.9 81.4
CT-NC-PM 29.8 4.37 4.9 9.3 a,b 4.54 4.7 21.2 b 56.7 66.7
NT-CC-SW 30.0 4.27 6.4 7.2 c 4.67 5.7 26.6 a,b 66.7 80.8

NT-CC 27.9 4.19 5.9 6.3 c,d 4.52 5.8 30.8 a 61.1 79.9
NT-NC 28.8 4.20 6.3 5.7 d 4.52 5.3 32.8 a 67.2 88.4

SE 2.1 0.05 0.52 0.5 0.07 0.7 2.0 7.4 16.1

Values followed by different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05.

3.3. Weed Biomass and Soil Characteristics

Weed biomass at harvest of 2016 was the highest in no-till systems similarly to the weedy control
(Table 7), whereas in 2017 the dead mulch succeeded to decrease weed biomass although not at the
level of conventionally tilled systems. No effect of supplemental mowing over the dead mulch was
seen at harvest time.
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Table 7. Weed biomass measured in each system at harvest.

Weed Biomass (g DW m−2)

Treatment 2015–2016 2016–2017

CT-CC 67.0 a,b 62.2 c

CT-CC-PM * 36.9 b 28.8 c

CT-NC 44.5 b 66.5 c

CT-NC-PM * 41.7 b 30.3 c

NT-CC-SW 97.1 a 192.7 b

NT-CC 110.7 a 213.1 b

NT-NC 105.1 a 343.2 a

SE ±16.7 ±13.7

* Weed biomass measured on the remaining bare soil of the 1 m2 area assessed. Values followed by different letters
are significantly different at p < 0.05.

Soil moisture in 2016 did not show statistical differences among treatments throughout the season,
although a trend for higher moisture content under the plastic mulch compared to bare and dead
mulch soil at the top 10 cm of the soil was confirmed statistically only in mid-season. In early season
2017, almost all conventionally tilled plots had higher moisture content than no-till systems to a depth
of 20 cm, both with and without the dead mulch.

Almost 45 days after cover crop incorporation in 2016 (7 July), soil nitrates content was the highest
where clover was incorporated and covered with plastic mulch (CT-CC-PM). Lower NO3

− were found
in soil of plastic mulch without cover crop (CT-NC-PM) and the system where clover was incorporated
(CT-CC), while no significant mineralization was seen on dead mulch (NT-CC) (Figure 2). Almost 65
days after clover incorporation/soil preparation, soil nitrates increased in all tilled systems, having a
higher nitrates concentration compared to dead mulch. N mineralization in plastic mulch with tilled
clover reached a peak after 90 days of clover incorporation (20 August). Nitrogen mineralization
continued till 4 months after clover incorporation (20 September), where soil the nitrates content was
the highest in plastic mulch systems without significant effect of the green manure. In 2017, after
almost 10 days of cover crop incorporation (22 May), nitrogen release started. Nitrates concentration
was the highest in plastic mulch with clover (CT-CC-PM) similar to the first season, followed by green
manure without plastic mulch and being almost double the lowest concentration found in dead mulch
soil. Significant mineralization of green manure clover on bare soil (CT-CC) was detected 24 days after
cover crop incorporation. Later in the season, major differences in soil nitrates among management
systems, except a peak in CT-CC-PM after 75 days of CC incorporation, were not detected until early
September with all tilled systems higher than no-till. Contrary to 2016, a very low mineralization
occurred in the system of plastic mulch without the green manure clover.

Soil mechanical strength is an important soil parameter that defines the level of soil compaction.
As soil bulk density increases and total porosity decreases, soil resistance to root penetration increases,
restricting root growth as well as water and air movement throughout the profile [26]. In our case,
penetrometer readings measuring the soil strength at the end of the growing season (September)
showed differences among both no-till dead mulch systems (NT-CC and NT-CC-SW) and all tilled
systems in the first 5 cm of the soil profile, whereas differences in soil resistance were seen till almost
20 cm depth in 2017 (Figure 3). In both seasons, no system surpassed the 2000 kPa, the growth-limiting
compaction threshold in the topsoil [27].
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4. Discussion

The outperformance of squarrose clover as green manure with respect to dead mulch was evident
in both years of experimentation, although the positive effect of using a cover crop over a bare soil
was year dependent. In fact, plant biomass, N uptake, and yield were improved where clover was
incorporated as green manure in the first year of trials, but this was not noticed in the second year.
This could be attributed to a lower mineralization rate in that year compared to 2016 as shown with
the soil nitrates results, and their asynchrony with plant needs. Despite the higher N supply to the
soil by leguminous cover crops and their capacity to improve N recovery of tomato, they can be
no more effective than other cover crop species or chemical fertilizers in retaining nitrates in the
soil profile, mainly due to the high mobility of nitrate ions [28–30]. Plastic mulching increases N
mineralization and accumulation in soil and was reported in a large number of studies to increase crop
yields, and this was mainly due to the increase in soil temperature, by 2 to 6 ◦C, and soil moisture as
we confirmed [31–33]. In the first year of the experiment, transplantation occurred in late June which
may have inflicted a thermal stress on tomato seedlings during the early growth of the plant, thus
hindering their performance.

The response of organic vegetables to no-tillage conditions has not been consistent in the literature
and the success seems to depend on an adequate context-specific management. Some studies showed
tomato growth and production unaffected by tillage and cover crop residues management [34–36].
Other results from reduced tillage in bell pepper, onion, and zucchini production have ranged from
statistically equal or even higher [37–39] to 20% and more than 90% reduction of no-till yields in these
and other horticultural crops [40–42]. In our case, this could be attributed to both low soil nitrates
availability and high weed competition during tomato growth. Both factors have been responsible for
yields’ decline in organic reduced tillage systems compared with ploughed systems in many previous
experiments [43]. The slow mineralization of cover crop laid as dead mulch explained the low soil
nitrates available for plants with respect to other residues management affecting plant nutrition [12–14]
and partly the depression in plant performance. Nevertheless, the low mineralization may increase the
N use efficiency of vegetables as demonstrated with tomato and eggplants cultivated on legume dead
mulches ranging from 39 to 60% when compared to conventionally tilled systems [35,44]. Placing
cover crop residues on soil surface may enhance the synchronization between N mineralized and
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eggplant N demand in legume cover crops, while in others (i.e., cereals) it appears to mitigate the
shortage of soil inorganic N for the following vegetable [45].

One of the most important attributes of an effective mulch is biomass production with high
quantity of the residues necessary for the control of an increased weed pressure, although the limit
depends on the specific characteristics of the growing system [2,10,46]. Squarrose clover in our study
did not exceed the 3.5 t ha−1 with which low performance was affected by sowing and killing date
along with fluctuations in weather conditions, i.e., lower precipitations in 2017 during cover crop
growth (Figure 1). The dead mulch did not ensure weed control in the first season with originally high
field weed infestation, and in the next season succeeded to reduce weed infestation (38% lower weed
biomass in NT-CC systems compared to NT-NC) but was not enough to increase plant performance
and to decrease the competition over soil nitrates. In systems that received additional weed mowing
over the dead mulch, an increase in plant performance was noticed although in some instances it
was not statistically significant. Mowing, however, is not an effective measure to control weeds over
the dead mulch and it disturbs the mulch and its uniformity. For these reasons, multi-tactic weed
management should be considered in organic no-till as it is difficult in some cases for cover crops to be
the unique method for weed control. Mechanical weed control practices that can perform on high
residue conditions, a complex crop rotation and the use of allelopathic cover crops or mixtures of cover
crops, are tools to be exploited in order to reduce weed pressure. The feasibility of no-till depends on
field conditions and, for this, the preparation of suitable conditions before the implementation can be
crucial for its success. In case of high weed seed bank, for example, stale seedbed in coordination with
some previously cited practices (to mitigate the effects of frequent tillage), can be performed if possible
before shifting to no-till.

Although some studies showed reduced tillage associated with a risky increase in soil
compaction [47,48], our trials showed a modest soil compaction on topsoil that could not have
been attributed to stress or yield depression if considering the threshold of 2000–2500 KPa for root
proliferation and plant growth inhibition [27].

Tillage and cover crop residues management did not show pronounced effects on fruit basic quality
where higher TSS, lower pH, and firmer fruits are preferred. This result is in accordance with other
studies that showed these characteristics unaffected by tillage systems in tomato production [49,50].
However, an increase in the vitamin C content was obtained in the dead mulch system left without
weed control. In previous studies, a high N concentration in the nutrient solution/fertilization was
shown to favor plant leaf area development and to decrease light penetration into the canopy and the
vitamin C content in fruits, what may have been found with plants from CT systems [51].

5. Conclusions

The successful implementation of conservation tillage in organic vegetable production depends
on the local conditions and an adequate management to surpass the obstacles that may arise, i.e., weed
pressure and soil N shortage. It may, therefore, be difficult to implement it where there is an initial
high weed infestation or where a pronounced spatial variability in soil properties exist that may hinder
the growth of the cover crop. Future focus should be on the design of systems that takes into account
the choice of resilient productive and allelopathic cover crops, selection of suitable tomato cultivars
that may withstand biotic and abiotic stresses, transplantation design (decreasing the distance between
rows if possible, double rows) for a better competition with weeds, crop rotations, as well as farm
machinery able to perform under no-till conditions to reduce weed pressure whenever it is necessary.
Fertilization strategies targeted to supply nitrogen and other nutrients soon after transplantation of
field vegetables in no-till soils should also be designed to overcome nutrient shortage due to the
reduced mineralization rate and to give advantage to plants over weeds, i.e., via sub fertigation and/or
mycorrhizal inoculation.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2073-4395/9/9/504/s1,
Table S1: p-values for each of the factors (terms) in the variables measured.

http://www.mdpi.com/2073-4395/9/9/504/s1


Agronomy 2019, 9, 504 12 of 14

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.A., C.F., A.P., and M.M.; methodology, D.A.; validation, D.A., M.M.,
and A.P.; formal analysis, L.M. and L.A.C.; investigation, L.A.C., M.S., D.A., and C.F.; data curation, L.M. and
L.A.C.; writing—original draft preparation, L.A.C.; writing—review and editing, D.A., L.M., C.F., M.S., M.M., and
A.P.; visualization, L.A.C.; supervision, D.A., M.M. and A.P.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the staff of the Centro di Ricerche Agro-ambientali “Enrico Avanzi”
(CiRAA) of the University of Pisa for their help in field and laboratory work. We would also like to thank Giancarlo
Colelli and Maria Lucia De Chiara from the University of Foggia for the analysis of tomato fruits performed in the
laboratory of the Postharvest Research Unit in the second trial.

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

References

1. Lernoud, J.; Willer, H. The World of Organic Agriculture. Statistics and Emerging Trends 2019. Research
Institute of Organic Agriculture (FiBL), Frick, and IFOAM-Organics International, Bonn, 2019. Available
online: https://shop.fibl.org/CHen/mwdownloads/download/link/id/1202/?ref=1 (accessed on 15 June 2019).

2. Peigné, J.; Ball, B.C.; Roger-Estrade, J.; David, C. Is conservation tillage suitable for organic farming? A
review. Soil Use Manag. 2007, 23, 129–144. [CrossRef]

3. Lal, R.; Reicosky, D.C.; Hanson, J.D. Evolution of the plow over 10,000 years and the rationale for no-till
farming. Soil Till. Res. 2007, 93, 1–12. [CrossRef]

4. Mazzoncini, M.; Antichi, D.; Di Bene, C.; Risaliti, R.; Petri, M.; Bonari, E. Soil carbon and nitrogen changes
after 28 years of no-tillage management under Mediterranean conditions. Eur. J. Agron. 2016, 77, 156–165.
[CrossRef]

5. Peigné, J.; Cannavaciuolo, M.; Gautronneau, Y.; Aveline, A.; Giteau, J.L.; Cluzeau, D. Earthworm populations
under different tillage systems in organic farming. Soil Till. Res. 2009, 104, 207–214. [CrossRef]

6. Wittwer, R.A.; Dorn, B.; Jossi, W.; Van Der Heijden, M.G. Cover crops support ecological intensification of
arable cropping systems. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 41911. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Thorup-Kristensen, K.; Magid, J.; Jensen, L.S. Catch crops and green manures as biological tools in nitrogen
management in temperate zones. Adv. Agron. 2003, 79, 227–302.

8. Gadermaier, F.; Berner, A.; Fließbach, A.; Friedel, J.K.; Mäder, P. Impact of reduced tillage on soil organic
carbon and nutrient budgets under organic farming. Renew. Agric. Food Syst. 2012, 27, 68–80. [CrossRef]

9. Jokela, D.; Nair, A. No tillage and strip tillage effects on plant performance, weed suppression, and profitability
in transitional organic broccoli production. Hortscience 2016, 51, 1103–1110. [CrossRef]

10. Gruber, S.; Claupein, W. Effect of tillage intensity on weed infestation in organic farming. Soil Till. Res. 2009,
105, 104–111. [CrossRef]

11. Nichols, V.; Verhulst, N.; Cox, R.; Govaerts, B. Weed dynamics and conservation agriculture principles: A
review. Field Crop. Res. 2015, 183, 56–68. [CrossRef]

12. Wells, M.S.; Reberg-Horton, S.C.; Smith, A.N.; Grossman, J.M. The reduction of plant-available nitrogen by
cover crop mulches and subsequent effects on soybean performance and weed interference. Agron. J. 2013,
105, 539–545. [CrossRef]

13. Soane, B.D.; Ball, B.C.; Arvidsson, J.; Basch, G.; Moreno, F.; Roger-Estrade, J. No-till in northern, western and
south-western Europe: A review of problems and opportunities for crop production and the environment.
Soil Till. Res. 2012, 118, 66–87. [CrossRef]

14. Berner, A.; Hildermann, I.; Fließbach, A.; Pfiffner, L.; Niggli, U.; Mäder, P. Crop yield and soil fertility
response to reduced tillage under organic management. Soil Till. Res. 2008, 101, 89–96. [CrossRef]

15. WPTC. The World Processing Tomato Council. Available online: https://www.wptc.to/pdf/releases/WPTC%
20world%20production%20estimate%20as%20of%2012%20February%202019.pdf (accessed on 10 August
2019).

16. Istat. Istituto Nazionale di Statistica. Available online: http://agri.istat.it/jsp/dawinci.jsp?q=

plCPO0000010000013000&an=2018&ig=1&ct=418&id=15A\T1\textbar{}18A\T1\textbar{}28A (accessed on 10
August 2019).

17. Frasconi, C.; Martelloni, L.; Antichi, D.; Raffaelli, M.; Fontanelli, M.; Peruzzi, A.; Benincasa, P.; Tosti, G.
Combining roller crimpers and flaming for the termination of cover crops in herbicide-free no-till cropping
systems. Plos ONE 2019, 14, e0211573. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://shop.fibl.org/CHen/mwdownloads/download/link/id/1202/?ref=1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2006.00082.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2006.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2016.02.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2009.02.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep41911
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28157197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1742170510000554
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI10706-16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2009.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2015.07.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/agronj2012.0396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2011.10.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2008.07.012
https://www.wptc.to/pdf/releases/WPTC%20world%20production%20estimate%20as%20of%2012%20February%202019.pdf
https://www.wptc.to/pdf/releases/WPTC%20world%20production%20estimate%20as%20of%2012%20February%202019.pdf
http://agri.istat.it/jsp/dawinci.jsp?q=plCPO0000010000013000&an=2018&ig=1&ct=418&id=15A\T1\textbar {}18A\T1\textbar {}28A
http://agri.istat.it/jsp/dawinci.jsp?q=plCPO0000010000013000&an=2018&ig=1&ct=418&id=15A\T1\textbar {}18A\T1\textbar {}28A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0211573
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30730925


Agronomy 2019, 9, 504 13 of 14

18. Frasconi, C.; Martelloni, L.; Raffaelli, M.; Fontanelli, M.; Abou Chehade, L.; Peruzzi, A.; Antichi, D. A field
vegetable transplanter for the use in both tilled and no-till soils. Trans. ASABE 2019, 62, 593–602. [CrossRef]

19. Bremner, J.M.; Mulvaney, C.S. Nitrogen-Total. In Methods of Soil Analysis. Part 2: Chemical and Microbiological
Properties, 2nd ed.; Page, A.L., Miller, R.H., Keeney, D.R., Eds.; American Society of Agronomy, Soil Science
Society of America: Madison, WI, USA, 1982; pp. 595–624.

20. Eaton, A.D.; Clesceri, L.S.; Greenberg, A.E. Determination of Anions by Ion Chromatography, Part 4000
Inorganic Nonmetallic Constituents. In Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater; American
Public Health Association: Washington, DC, USA, 1995.

21. Zapata, S.; DuFour, J.P. Ascorbic, dehydroascorbic and isoascorbic acid simultaneous determinations by
reverse phase ion interaction HPLC. J. Food Sci. 1992, 57, 506–511. [CrossRef]

22. Gil, M.I.; Ferreres, F.; Tomás-Barberán, F.A. Effect of postharvest storage and processing on the antioxidant
constituents (flavonoids and vitamin C) of fresh-cut spinach. J. Agric. Food Chem. 1999, 47, 2213–2222.
[CrossRef]

23. Singleton, V.L.; Rossi, J.A. Colorimetry of total phenolics with phosphomolybdic-phosphotungstic acid
reagents. Am. J. Enol. Vitic. 1965, 16, 144–158.

24. Brand-Williams, W.; Cuvelier, M.E.; Berset, C. Use of a free radical method to evaluate antioxidant activity.
LWT Food Sci. Technol. 1995, 28, 25–30. [CrossRef]

25. Held, M.T.; Anthon, G.E.; Barrett, D.M. The effects of bruising and temperature on enzyme activity and
textural qualities of tomato juice. J. Sci. Food Agric. 2015, 95, 1598–1604. [CrossRef]

26. Chen, G.; Weil, R.R.; Hill, R.L. Effects of compaction and cover crops on soil least limiting water range and
air permeability. Soil Till. Res. 2014, 136, 61–69. [CrossRef]

27. Hamza, M.A.; Anderson, W.K. Soil compaction in cropping systems. A review of the nature, causes and
possible solutions. Soil Till. Res 2005, 82, 121–145. [CrossRef]

28. Lenzi, A.; Antichi, D.; Bigongiali, F.; Mazzoncini, M.; Migliorini, P.; Tesi, R. Effect of different cover crops on
organic tomato production. Renew. Agric. Food Syst. 2009, 24, 92–101. [CrossRef]

29. Dufault, R.J.; Decoteau, D.R.; Garrett, J.T.; Batal, K.D.; Granberry, D.; Davis, J.M.; Hoyt, G.; Sanders, D.
Influence of cover crops and inorganic nitrogen fertilization on tomato and snap bean production and soil
nitrate distribution. J. Veg. Crop Prod. 2000, 6, 13–25. [CrossRef]

30. Sainju, U.M.; Singh, B.P.; Rahman, S.; Reddy, V.R. Soil nitrate-nitrogen under tomato following tillage, cover
cropping, and nitrogen fertilization. J. Environ. Qual. 1999, 28, 1837–1844. [CrossRef]

31. Teasdale, J.R.; Abdul-Baki, A.A. Soil temperature and tomato growth associated with black polyethylene and
hairy vetch mulches. J. Am. Soc. Hortic. Sci. 1995, 120, 848–853. [CrossRef]

32. Ghosh, P.K.; Dayal, D.; Bandyopadhyay, K.K.; Mohanty, M. Evaluation of straw and polythene mulch for
enhancing productivity of irrigated summer groundnut. Field Crop. Res. 2006, 99, 76–86. [CrossRef]

33. Hai, L.; Li, X.G.; Liu, X.E.; Jiang, X.J.; Guo, R.Y.; Jing, G.B.; Rengel, Z.; Li, F.M. Plastic mulch stimulates
nitrogen mineralization in urea-amended soils in a semiarid environment. Agron. J. 2015, 107, 921–930.
[CrossRef]

34. Delate, K.; Cwach, D.; Chase, C. Organic no-tillage system effects on soybean, corn and irrigated tomato
production and economic performance in Iowa, USA. Renew. Agric. Food Syst. 2012, 27, 49–59. [CrossRef]

35. Campiglia, E.; Mancinelli, R.; Radicetti, E. Influence of no-tillage and organic mulching on tomato (Solanum
Lycopersicum L.) production and nitrogen use in the mediterranean environment of central Italy. Sci. Hortic.
2011, 130, 588–598. [CrossRef]

36. Herrero, E.V.; Mitchell, J.P.; Lanini, W.T.; Temple, S.R.; Miyao, E.M.; Morse, R.D.; Campiglia, E. Use of cover
crop mulches in a no-till furrow-irrigated processing tomato production system. Horttechnology 2001, 11,
43–48. [CrossRef]

37. Delate, K.; Cambardella, C.; McKern, A. Effects of organic fertilization and cover crops on an organic pepper
system. Horttechnology 2008, 18, 215–226. [CrossRef]

38. Vollmer, E.R.; Creamer, N.; Reberg-Horton, C.; Hoyt, G. Evaluating cover crop mulches for no-till organic
production of onions. Hortscience 2010, 45, 61–70. [CrossRef]

39. Canali, S.; Campanelli, G.; Ciaccia, C.; Leteo, F.; Testani, E.; Montemurro, F. Conservation tillage strategy
based on the roller crimper technology for weed control in Mediterranean vegetable organic cropping
systems. Eur. J. Agron. 2013, 50, 11–18. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.13031/trans.12896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1992.tb05527.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf981200l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0023-6438(95)80008-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.6990
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2013.09.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2004.08.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1742170508002445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/J068v06n02_03
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/jeq1999.00472425002800060021x
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.120.5.848
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2006.03.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/agronj14.0538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1742170511000524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2011.08.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTTECH.11.1.43
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTTECH.18.2.215
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.45.1.61
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2013.05.001


Agronomy 2019, 9, 504 14 of 14

40. Leavitt, M.J.; Sheaffer, C.C.; Wyse, D.L.; Allan, D.L. Rolled winter rye and hairy vetch cover crops lower
weed density but reduce vegetable yields in no-tillage organic production. Hortscience 2011, 46, 387–395.
[CrossRef]

41. Boydston, R.A.; Williams, M.M. No-till snap bean performance and weed response following rye and vetch
cover crops. Renew. Agric. Food Syst. 2017, 32, 463–473. [CrossRef]

42. Tittarelli, F.; Campanelli, G.; Leteo, F.; Farina, R.; Napoli, R.; Ciaccia, C.; Canali, S.; Testani, E. Mulch Based
No-Tillage and Compost Effects on Nitrogen Fertility in Organic Melon. Agron. J. 2018, 110, 1482–1491.
[CrossRef]

43. Cooper, J.; Baranski, M.; Stewart, G.; Nobel-de Lange, M.; Bàrberi, P.; Fließbach, A.; Peigné, J.; Berner, A.;
Brock, C.; Casagrande, M.; et al. Shallow non-inversion tillage in organic farming maintains crop yields and
increases soil C stocks: A meta-analysis. Agron. Sustain. Dev. 2016, 36, 22. [CrossRef]

44. Radicetti, E.; Mancinelli, R.; Moscetti, R.; Campiglia, E. Management of winter cover crop residues under
different tillage conditions affects nitrogen utilization efficiency and yield of eggplant (Solanum melanogena
L.) in Mediterranean environment. Soil Tillage Res. 2016, 155, 329–338. [CrossRef]

45. Radicetti, E.; Campiglia, E.; Marucci, A.; Mancinelli, R. How winter cover crops and tillage intensities affect
nitrogen availability in eggplant. Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosyst. 2017, 108, 177–194. [CrossRef]

46. Teasdale, J.R.; Mohler, C.L. The quantitative relationship between weed emergence and the physical properties
of mulches. Weed Sci. 2000, 48, 385–392. [CrossRef]

47. Mosaddeghi, M.R.; Mahboubi, A.A.; Safadoust, A. Short-term effects of tillage and manure on some soil
physical properties and maize root growth in a sandy loam soil in western Iran. Soil Tillage Res. 2009, 104,
173–179. [CrossRef]

48. Bulan, M.T.S.; Stoltenberg, D.E.; Posner, J.L. Buckwheat species as summer cover crops for weed suppression
in no-tillage vegetable cropping systems. Weed Sci. 2015, 63, 690–702. [CrossRef]

49. Thomas, R.; O’Sullivan, J.; Hamill, A.; Swanton, C.J. Conservation tillage systems for processing tomato
production. Hortscience 2001, 36, 1264–1268. [CrossRef]

50. Shrestha, A.; Mitchell, J.P.; Lanini, W.T. Subsurface drip irrigation as a weed management tool for conventional
and conservation tillage tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.) production in semi-arid agroecosystems.
J. Sustain. Agric. 2007, 31, 91–112. [CrossRef]

51. Dumas, Y.; Dadomo, M.; Di Lucca, G.; Grolier, P. Effects of environmental factors and agricultural techniques
on antioxidant content of tomatoes. J. Sci. Food Agric. 2003, 83, 369–382. [CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.46.3.387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1742170516000405
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/agronj2017.09.0529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13593-016-0354-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2015.09.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-017-9849-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1614/0043-1745(2000)048[0385:TQRBWE]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2008.10.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1614/WS-D-14-00088.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.36.7.1264
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/J064v31n02_07
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.1370
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Field and Treatments Description 
	Field Samplings and Measurements 
	Fruit Quality 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Plant Biomass and N Uptake 
	Yield Components and Fruit Quality 
	Weed Biomass and Soil Characteristics 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

