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The lack of knowledge on the traits related to the germination and establishment of native 
plant species represents obstacles to restoration. Seed mass, germination and emergence 
variability from two characteristic grasses (Festuca vaginata and Stipa borysthenica), and two 
dicots (Centaurea arenaria and Dianthus serotinus) of Hungarian sandy grasslands from al-
together 34 localities were tested. Our results showed that seed mass had a significant 
positive effect on germinability of the dicots and on seedling emergence of all species. The 
laboratory germination capacity of S. borysthenica was low due to dormancy. We found a 
significant variability among seed traits and emergence between localities in all the species 
except for the germination of S. borysthenica. This significant variation among populations 
might be explained by local adaptation or maternal effects. We conclude that germination 
under laboratory-regulated conditions is a good predictor of seedling emergence for resto-
ration projects, but limited to species with non-dormant seeds.

Key words: emergence, germination, grasslands, local adaptation, Pannonian region, rela-
tionship of traits, thousand seed weight

INTRODUCTION

Grasslands cover an estimated 52.5 million km2 or 40.5% of the Earth’s 
land surface, making them one of the world’s largest ecosystems (Suttie et al. 
2005, Dengler et al. 2014, Török and Dengler 2018). Grasslands provide a wide 
range of ecosystem services, such as carbon sequestration (34% of the global 
carbon stock in terrestrial ecosystems; EC 2008), fodder supply, erosion con-
trol, soil fertility preservation (Lavorel et al. 2017), and foster recreation activi-
ties such as hunting, bird watching and hiking (White et al. 2000). The area of 
grasslands is shrinking and their biodiversity is decreasing globally and also 
in the EU, mainly due to land-use conversion (Maes et al. 2021).

The implementation of ecological restoration projects is necessary to 
compensate grassland loss and fragmentation. Many conservation practition-
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ers advocate for passive restoration as they consider that spontaneous succes-
sion is sufficient to improve the natural condition of grasslands (Prach and 
del Moral 2015). However, it is not enough in many regions of Europe where 
the active introduction of species is necessary by sowing seeds or transfer-
ring plant material from target species or communities to the restoration site 
to accelerate the process and avoid invasion by non-native species (Török et 
al. 2011). Kövendi-Jakó and coworkers (2019) found a tenfold acceleration of 
succession due to seeding.

To cope with the loss of grasslands, large-scale restoration efforts are 
planned globally (UN Decade on Ecosystem Restoration) and in the EU Bio-
diversity Strategy 2030 (EU 2020) that require big quantities of seeds, as the 
most common restoration method is direct seeding (Kiehl et al. 2010). There is 
a seed shortage at the moment that must be solved (Merritt and Dixon 2011, 
McDonald et al. 2016) by developing native seed markets with ecologically 
based certification programs (Ladouceur et al. 2017). Fortunately, few coun-
tries, like Austria and Germany (De Vitis et al. 2017) have already developed 
a native seed market that can serve as a model, however, still with a multi-
tude of problems (Mainz and Wieden 2019). The lack of knowledge on native 
species characteristics and behaviour provides further obstacles to restoration 
(Rinella et al. 2016); e.g. to estimate seeding quantities (Kövendi-Jakó et al. 
2017, Pedrini and Dixon 2020), or to identify provenance guidance for seed 
transfer (Cevallos et al. 2020).

When plant material is sown or transplanted to a new site, it is essential 
to know if this material will fit under the new conditions. The use of seeds 
from local origin is usually recommended to avoid maladaptation in restora-
tion (Broadhurst et al. 2008, Breed et al. 2018). According to a meta-analysis, in 
nearly two thirds of studies, local plants performed better than plants from 
distant regions (Leimu and Fischer 2008). Populations evolve fitness traits that 
provide advantage in the local habitat irrespective of other habitats, the re-
sulting pattern and the process is called local adaptation (Kawecki and Ebert 
2004). Evidence of intraspecific variation among populations, as a proof of lo-
cal adaptation, has been demonstrated in several studies, and can be measured 
by functional traits of selected grassland species (Moreira et al. 2012, Wellstein 
et al. 2013, Siefert et al. 2015, Helsen et al. 2017). Intraspecific functional trait 
variation was found to be so large that it makes the use of mean values from 
databases originating from a few populations challenging (Albert et al. 2010).

Seed mass is an essential fitness-related trait (Violle et al. 2009), easily 
measurable and variable within plant species (Helsen et al. 2017). Hendrix 
and Sun (1989) found that intraspecific variation in seed mass can range from 
three to 16-fold. Intraspecific seed mass variability might exceed that of spe-
cies within a genus (Ellison 2001). The variability between seeds from differ-
ent provenance can be a sign of local adaptation to the environment (Moles et 
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al. 2005). Seed mass variation can also be explained by several biotic factors, 
including maternal genetic influence, flowering time, seed location within a 
plant and fruit (Obeso 2012).

The germination rate provides critical information on the early life stage 
of the introduced species (Gallagher and Wagenius 2016) and this knowledge 
is essential for estimating seeding densities for restoration (Kövendi-Jakó et al. 
2017). The regulations on native seed transfer also require the knowledge on 
germinability of seed lots (Mainz and Wieden 2019). Germination is the first 
stage-transition that can shape later life-stage traits, thus especially important 
for adaptation (Donohue et al. 2010). Germination is generally studied in labo-
ratory or under greenhouse conditions (Kövendi-Jakó et al. 2017), therefore it 
might be a weak predictor for field establishment (Carrington 2014). Gallagher 
and Wagenius (2016) found 3–12 times higher germination in the chamber than 
in the field for three grass species. Similarly lower emergence was detected in 
the field than in a germination experiment for seven loess species out of 15 
seeded species, and four did not emerge at all (Valkó et al. 2018). Emergence 
variability can be measured in common garden settings when all provenances 
are grown under similar conditions (Kawecki and Ebert 2004, Bell and Gal-
loway, 2008). Common garden experiment is also used to test trait variations 
among provenances for a particular restoration purpose (Bernik et al. 2021). 
For Pannonian sandy grassland species, germination and emergence rate were 
positively connected (Kövendi-Jakó et al. 2017). If different traits respond simi-
larly to an environmental gradient, a strong intraspecific relationship between 
traits can be detected (Laughlin et al. 2017). Intraspecific trait variance should 
be included in studies when the response of species to environmental changes 
and thus consequences for survival are to be estimated (Violle et al. 2012), like 
during the introduction of species to a site in restoration interventions. Fre-
quently measured plant functional traits are seed size and germination, seed 
production and leaf area (Baskin and Baskin 1998, Qaderi and Cavers 2002, 
Vergeer and Kunin 2013, Helsen et al. 2017). Studies should sample high num-
ber of populations to reveal trait variability (Albert et al. 2010).

We tested trait variability by comparing and linking seed traits (seed 
mass, germination) and seedling emergence from altogether 34 different loca-
tions within Hungary. In our study, four representative species of the Pannoni-
an sand grasslands were studied. Two species of grass (Festuca vaginata Waldst. 
et Kit. ex Willd. and Stipa borysthenica Klokov ex Prokudin), which are domi-
nant species within the calcareous sandy areas in the Pannonian region and 
two forbs (Centaurea arenaria M. Bieb. ex Willd. and Dianthus serotinus Waldst. 
et Kit.), as accompanying species. We hypothesised 1) that larger seed mass 
predicts higher germinability and establishment for all studied species; 2) that 
laboratory germination rate is a good predictor of emergence in the common 
garden, and 3) intraspecific variation is significantly different among localities.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study region – This study was conducted in the Pannonian biogeograph-
ic region, Hungary (Fig. 1). Within the Carpathian Basin, the Pannonic sand 
steppes are endemic, and they are classified as priority habitats by the EU 
(HD code 6260). The larger parts of sand steppes lie in the Mid-Danube-Tisza 
and Nyírség regions. Smaller patches are located in other areas within the 
Great Hungarian Plain, Transdanubia and the foothills of the North Hungar-
ian Mountains (Fig. 1, Bölöni et al. 2011). The yearly mean temperature ranges 
between 10.5 and 11 °C, with yearly precipitation ranging between 500 and 
600 mm (Bihari et al. 2018). The type of soil from the most extensive sandy 
regions, e.g. Mid-Danube-Tisza region and Nyírség, is identified by blown 
sand skeletal soil (arenosol) including low humus content (below 1%). In the 
Transdanubian region and the northern foothills, the sandy soils are formed 
by sandy loam with up to 2% organic matter content (Pásztor et al. 2018). 
Open and closed sandy grasslands characterise the Pannonic sandy steppes, 
commonly composing a mosaic. We collected samples in open sandy grass-
lands that potentially occur on dune tops, on loose sand with low humus 
content (Bölöni et al. 2011).

Fig. 1. Map of locations of seed collection of the four species and main sandy regions in 
Hungary (Pásztor et al. 2018). Names of localities are displayed in Table 1
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Field sampling – We selected the two dominant grasses (Festuca vaginata 
and Stipa borysthenica) and accompanying forbs (Centaurea arenaria and Dian-
thus serotinus) that are widely distributed in open sandy grasslands through-
out Hungary. Seeds were collected from altogether 34 different locations (Fig. 
1; Table 1) during the 2019 growing season according to the ripening: S. bo-
rysthenica in May–July; F. vaginata in June–July; C. arenaria in July; D. serotinus 
in August–September. Ripening period was estimated based on Török et al. 
(2013) collection dates and checked by visits to the field. The 34 sampled loca-
tions can be found in the most representative sandy grassland patches within 
Hungary. Fifty seeds were collected by hand from 15 randomly selected spec-
imens, resulting in 15 seed samples (each containing 50 seeds) at each locality. 
S. borysthenica displayed a lower average seed yield per individual, therefore, 
the seeds collected from neighbouring individuals were considered as one 
sample to achieve 50 seeds. The seeds were stored in a dry environment (tem-
perature: 25±3 °C, humidity: 38±4%) until they were ready to be processed.

Laboratory processing – An analytical balance (0.0001 g precision) was used 
to measure the dry weight of 50 or 25 seeds (for S. borysthenica) from each of 
the 15 individuals from each location. Due to the large seeds of the latter spe-
cies, there was no need to use a high number of seeds to reach a measurable 
quantity. The seed mass was expressed as grams per 1,000 seeds.

A germination experiment was carried out under regulated conditions in 
a plant growth chamber from October 2019 to March 2020 based on Peti et al. 
(2017) and RBGK (2020). The germination experiment was carried out during 
three weeks for D. serotinus, F. vaginata and C. arenaria, and six weeks for S. bo-
rysthenica. The extended incubation time for the latter species was due to retard-
ed germination. Seeds of six individuals were selected randomly per location 
for each species. Thirty-five seeds (C. arenaria, D. serotinus, and F. vaginata) and 
ten seeds (S. borysthenica) were placed on wet filter paper in sterile Petri dishes. 
Seed coats were not sterilised. Mechanical scarification (rubbing the seeds with 
sandpaper) was used to break the dormancy of S. borysthenica. The Petri dish-
es were placed inside an Aralab plant-growth climatic chamber (FITOCLIMA 
D1200 PHL) with regulated temperature (20 °C), light (8 h light and 16 h dark) 
and humidity (50%). The same conditions were used for all the species. Seeds 
were watered regularly, three times per week. Germination was counted once a 
week. A seed was considered to be germinated when the radicle reached 2 mm.

Common garden experiment – A cumulative seedling emergence experi-
ment was conducted in a roof garden under outdoor conditions at the Nation-
al Botanical Garden in Vácrátót (47.7106° N, 19.2305° E). Fifteen seeds were 
sown (5 rows x 3 columns) per sample in a pot (13 × 13 × 13 cm) filled with 
washed river sand. Fifteen pots were sown per location and species, with a 
total of 285 pots for C. arenaria, 240 pots for D. serotinus, 435 pots for F. vagi-
nata, and 210 pots for S. borysthenica. For all species, sowing was carried out in 
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September 2019. The seedling emergence was tracked in October, November, 
and April 2020 after the winter period. The maximum value was used in the 
analysis as cumulative seedling emergence rate, so mortality during the win-
ter was not considered (only a few cases detected).

Data analysis – We used linear regression to examine the effect of seed 
mass on germination and emergence for each species separately, applying 
linear mixed models (LME) by using the nlme package’s linear mixed models 
(LME; Pinheiro et al. 2017). Germination and emergence were used as response 
variables, seed mass was the explanatory variable, and sampling location was 
used as a random factor in the models. The variability of traits was analysed 
by using ANOVA to determine significant results. Squaring transformations 
of the response variables were used to approximate assumptions of normality 
and homoscedasticity when it was necessary. Pearson correlation was used to 
evaluate the relationship between germination and emergence for each spe-
cies separately. All statistical analyses were performed using the R version 
3.6.2 (R Core Team 2019).

RESULTS

Effect of seed mass on germination and seedling emergence

The overall values of seed mass, germination and emergence, as well as 
the standard error and data from other references (Török et al. 2013, Peti et al. 
2017) are displayed in Table 1. The mean seed mass of S. borysthenica was much 
higher than that of the other studied species. Average seed mass values derived 
from this study are in between the values from the two references for D. seroti-
nus, F. vaginata and S. borysthenica, as for C. arenaria thousand seed weight was 
greater in this study, not only on average, but considering all sites separately.

Seed mass had a significant positive effect on germination for C. arenaria 
(χ² = 13.439, df = 1, p = 0.0002) and D. serotinus (χ² = 6.239, df = 1, p = 0.0125), 
while for the two grass species we did not find such effect (Fig. 2A and B). The 

Fig. 2. The effect of seed mass on the germination; A) C. arenaria, B) D. serotinus
A B
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seed mass had a significant positive effect on seedling emergence for all spe-
cies based on the results of LME (C. arenaria: χ² = 65.806, df = 1, p = 4.976e-16, 
D. serotinus: χ² = 64.232, df = 1, p = 6.078e-11, F. vaginata: χ² = 37.289, df = 1, p = 
1.018e-09, S. borysthenica χ² = 148.41, df = 1, p = 2.2e-16; Fig. 3A, B, C and D).

Relationship between germination and seedling emergence

Dianthus serotinus had the highest germination in the growth chamber 
(80.25%), while in the outdoor setting, the cumulative seedling emergence of 
S. borysthenica was the highest (79.62%). Higher mean germination percent-
ages were found in the plant growth chamber for all species when compared 
to outdoor emergence, except for S. borysthenica, which germinated at a much 
lower rate in the chamber. A significant positive correlation between germi-
nation and emergence for all species was detected (C. arenaria: R = 0.551, p = 
2.102e-10, D. serotinus: R = 0.316, p = 0.0016, F. vaginata: R = 0.538, p = 5.37e-14), 
except in the case of S. borysthenica (R = 0.159, p = 0.149) due to the low germi-
nation rate in the chamber (Fig. 4).

Fig. 3. The effect of seed mass on the emergence; A) C. arenaria, B) D. serotinus, C) F. vaginata, 
and D) S. borysthenica

A B

C D
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Variability of seed traits and emergence between localities

The seed traits (seed mass, germination rate) and seedling emergence 
had a significant variability between locations (Table 2) except for S. borys-
thenica germination results in the plant-growth chamber as an effect of the 
failure in dormancy breaking.

DISCUSSION

Our study provides new data on the intraspecific variability of seed mass, 
germination capacity and seedling emergence of four species of the Pannon-
ian biogeographic region over a large sampling area of about 40,000 km2. Our 
results supplement previous data collections on seed traits and emergence 
from single or few locations (Csontos et al. 2003, 2007, Török et al. 2013, 2016; 
Kövendi-Jakó et al. 2017, Peti et al. 2017, Kiss et al. 2018) with multisite meas-
urements.

Fig. 4. Pearson correlation between germination in plant-growth chamber and emergence 
in common garden in all studied species a) C. arenaria, b) D. seronitus, c) F. vaginata and d) 

S. borysthenica

A B

C D

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC



Acta Bot. Hung. 64, 2022

251LARGER SEED MASS PREDICTS HIGHER GERMINATION AND EMERGENCE RATES 

Concerning seed mass data in the literature, only 
Peti et al. (2017) and Török et al. (2013) include data on 
the studied species, based on one measurement from 
one to three locations. For three species, the values of 
seed mass are between those of the above references, 
but for C. arenaria we measured higher thousand seed 
weight values in this study by 34-42%. This deviation 
is important and points to intraspecific variability that 
may originate also from year effect (Mazer et al. 2020).

The knowledge on the germinability of seed batch-
es is essential for estimating seeding densities for res-
toration (Kövendi-Jakó et al. 2017, Pedrini et al. 2020). 
Seed provenance had an impact on germinability for all 
four studied species, as it was found for other species by 
Gallagher and Wagenius (2016). At this level of knowl-
edge, the reason for site differences might be either lo-
cal adaptation or differences in maternal environment 
(Galloway 2005, Gallagher and Wagenius 2016). Further 
genetic studies could shed light on the presence of lo-
cal adaptation that is necessary to help decide on the 
regulation of seed transfer (Durka et al. 2017), and to 
help create seed zones (Cevallos et al. 2020). The seed 
dormancy of S. borysthenica was expected based on lit-
erature (Gasque and García-Fayos 2003), so mechani-
cal scarification was applied. Despite this pretreatment 
germination was very low, similar to the rate achieved 
by gibberellin A3 treatment (Peti et al. 2017). In the lack 
of results from other experiments, we suggest to ex-
empt this species from the obligation of providing ger-
minability levels in seed batches for practice (Pedrini 
and Dixon 2020), as the emergence rate in the field was 
found very high, so low germinability under laboratory 
conditions is no impediment for restoration use.

Our study is filling a knowledge gap regarding 
emergence data in common garden for a large number 
of provenances. Only standardised conditions are rel-
evant to study intraspecific variation as under field con-
ditions competition with other species limits seedling 
establishment in different ways (Carrington 2014), and 
different populations might cope differently with com-
petition. The detected variability in the emergence of the 
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seed lots from different sites detected for the four species suggests that some 
populations with low emergence are less suitable to be introduced to new sites 
in restoration trials, and in such cases a mixed approach of local and non-local 
seed use, called admixture provenancing is suggested (Bucharova et al. 2019).

The hypothesis that larger seed mass predicts higher germinability and 
establishment was supported by the results, except for the germination of S. 
borysthenica due to its seed dormancy. Seed mass proved to be an important 
fitness trait as it had a significant positive effect on the fraction of germinated 
seeds in the case of the two dicots and on the seedling emergence of all the 
species, in accordance with other studies (Greipsson and Davy 1995, Larios 
et al. 2014, Kövendi-Jakó et al. 2017). Higher resource availability of maternal 
plants induce the production of larger seeds that correlates with higher ger-
minability and emergence (Galloway 2005, Gallagher and Wagenius 2016). 
However, it is not clear to what extent this advantage remains during field 
emergence and development and in later stages.

The second hypothesis that laboratory germination rate and emergence 
in the common garden are positively correlated was also partly proved, simi-
larly to other studies (Clarke and Davidson 2004, Kövendi-Jakó et al. 2017). 
We found this interdependence for three species (C. arenaria, D. serotinus, and 
F. vaginata), but not for S. borysthenica. The non-significant correlation for S. 
borysthenica can be explained by the failure in its breaking seed dormancy. A 
positive correlation between laboratory germination and second year field es-
tablishment was found for twelve dry grassland species in a study (Kövendi-
Jakó et al. 2017). Our results point to the importance of seed dormancy regard-
ing the predictability of field performance based on laboratory germination, 
like for S. borysthenica. If breaking dormancy fails, germination remains low 
and no predictions can be made on field emergence. Further specific stud-
ies are required to test best methods for dormancy breaking as very little is 
known on native species behaviour (Valkó et al. 2018).

The third hypothesis was also confirmed, as a significant variability be-
tween locations was observed in the studied traits and emergence for all the 
studied species. Other studies found similar results comparing the intraspecif-
ic variability within plant traits among different localities (Mitchell and Bakker 
2014, Helsen et al. 2017). This result might reflect local adaptation, but mater-
nal effects can also contribute to the differences among populations, mainly in 
seed mass (Bischoff et al. 2006, Bischoff and Müller‐Schärer 2010). To identify 
the origin of the differences, genetical analyses are required in further studies.

IMPLICATIONS FOR PRACTICE

Based on our results, seed mass and germination in the laboratory are 
good predictors for cumulative seedling emergence in species showing no 
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dormancy. As we found sufficient emergence for S. borysthenica, seed dor-
mancy should not be a barrier for its use in restoration projects. The seed mass 
of collected seed lots can be used as a proxy for germination potential and help 
calculate the necessary seeding rates for restoration, also found in the study 
of Kövendi-Jakó and colleagues (2017). However, the international standards 
for native seeds in ecological restoration recommend using viability and ger-
minability tests as well for samples of seed batches to achieve good quality 
propagule sources available on the seed market (Pedrini and Dixon 2020). To 
support this direction, further experiments are needed, among others, on the 
genetic variability to disentangle local adaptation versus maternal effects to 
guide provenancing; on finding better approaches to break seed dormancy of 
native species, and on native species behaviour in later life stages to improve 
restoration success.

REFERENCES

Albert, C. H., Thuiller, W., Yoccoz, N. G., Soudant, A., Boucher, F., Saccone, P. and Lavorel, 
S. (2010): Intraspecific functional variability: extent, structure and sources of varia-
tion. – J. Ecol. 98(3): 604–613. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2010.01651.x

Baskin, C. C. and Baskin, J. M. (1998): Seeds: ecology, biogeography, and, evolution of dormancy 
and germination. – Elsevier, Amsterdam, 666 pp.

Bell, D. L. and Galloway, L. F. (2008): Population differentiation for plasticity to light in an 
annual herb: adaptation and cost. – Amer. J. Bot. 95(1): 59–65. 

	 https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.95.1.59
Bernik, B. M., Lumibao, C. Y., Zengel, S., Pardue, J. and Blum, M. J. (2021): Intraspecific 

variation in landform engineering across a restored salt marsh shoreline. – Evol. Appl. 
14(3): 685–697. https://doi.org/10.1111/eva.13148

Bihari, Z., Babolcsai, G., Bartholy, J., Ferenczi, Z., Gerhát-Kerényi, J., Haszpra, L., Homoki-
Ujváry, K., Kovács, T., Lakatos, M., Németh, Á., Pongrácz, R., Putsay, M., Szabó, P. 
and Szépszó, G. (2018): Climate. In: Kocsis, K. (ed.): National atlas of Hungary: Natu-
ral environment. MTA CSFK Geographical Institute, Budapest, pp. 58–69. 

Bischoff, A. and Müller‐Schärer, H. (2010): Testing population differentiation in plant spe-
cies – how important are environmental maternal effects. – Oikos 119(3): 445–454. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2009.17776.x

Bischoff, A., Vonlanthen, B., Steinger, T. and Müller-Schärer, H. (2006): Seed provenance 
matters – effects on germination of four plant species used for ecological restoration. 
– Basic. Appl. Ecol. 7(4): 347–359. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2005.07.009

Bölöni, J., Molnár, Z. and Kun, A. (eds) (2011): Magyarország élőhelyei. A hazai vegetációtípu-
sok leírása és határozója. ÁNÉR 2011. (Habitats of Hungary. A description and guide 
to Hungarian vegetation.) MTA ÖBKI, Vácrátót, 441 pp. [in Hungarian with English 
summaries]

Breed, M. F., Harrison, P. A., Bischoff, A., Durruty, P., Gellie, N. J. C., Gonzales, E. K., Ha-
vens, K., Karmann, M., Kilkenny, F. F., Krauss, S. L., Lowe, A. J., Marques, P., Nevill, 
P. G., Vitt, P. L. and Bucharova, A. (2018): Priority actions to improve provenance 
decision-making. – BioScience 68(7): 510–516. https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biy050

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC



Acta Bot. Hung. 64, 2022

254 CEVALLOS, D., SZITÁR, K., HALASSY, M., KÖVENDI-JAKÓ, A. and TÖRÖK, K.

Broadhurst, L. M., Lowe, A., Coates, D. J., Cunningham, S. A., McDonald, M., Vesk, P. A. 
and Yates, C. (2008): Seed supply for broadscale restoration: maximizing evolutionary 
potential. – Evol. Appl. 1(4): 587–597. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1752-4571.2008.00045.x

Bucharova, A., Bossdorf, O., Hölzel, N., Kollmann, J., Prasse, R. and Durka, W. (2019): 
Mix and match: regional admixture provenancing strikes a balance among differ-
ent seed-sourcing strategies for ecological restoration. – Conserv. Genet. 20(1): 7–17.  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10592-018-1067-6

Cevallos, D., Bede‐Fazekas, Á., Tanács, E., Szitár, K., Halassy, M., Kövendi‐Jakó, A. and 
Török, K. (2020): Seed transfer zones based on environmental variables better reflect 
variability in vegetation than administrative units: evidence from Hungary. – Restor. 
Ecol. 28(4): 911–918. https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13150

Clarke, P. J. and Davison, E. A. (2004): Emergence and survival of herbaceous seedlings in 
temperate grassy woodlands: recruitment limitations and regeneration niche. – Aus-
tral Ecol. 29(3): 320–331. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.2004.01369.x

Cordazzo, C. V., Greipsson, S. and Davy, A. J. (1995): Seed mass and germination behav-
iour in populations of the dune‐building grass Leymus arenarius. – Ann. Bot. 76(5): 
493– 501. https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1995.1125

Csontos, P., Tamás, J. and Balogh, L. (2003): Thousand-seed weight records of species from 
the flora of Hungary, I. Monocotyledonopsida. – Studia bot. hung. 34: 121–126.

Csontos, P., Tamás, J. and Balogh, L. (2007): Thousand-seed weight records of species from 
the flora of Hungary, II. Dicotyledonopsida. – Studia bot. hung. 38: 179–189.

Dengler, J., Janišová, M., Török, P. and Wellstein, C. (2014): Biodiversity of Palaearctic 
grasslands: a synthesis. – Agric Ecosyst. Environ. 182: 1–14. 

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2013.12.015
De Vitis, M., Abbandonato, H., Dixon, K. W., Laverack, G., Bonomi, C. andPedrini, S. (2017): 

The European native seed industry: characterization and perspectives in grassland 
restoration. – Sustainability 9(10): 1682. https://doi.org/10.3390/su9101682

Donohue, K., Rubio de Casas, R., Burghardt, L., Kovach, K. and Willis, C. G. (2010): Germi-
nation, postgermination adaptation, and species ecological ranges. – Annu. Rev. Ecol. 
Evol. Syst. 41: 293–319. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-102209-144715

EC (European Commission) (2008): Management of Natura 2000 habitats. Pannonic sand 
steppes. – Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild 
fauna and flora.

Ellison, A. M. (2001): Interspecific and intraspecific variation in seed size and germination 
requirements of Sarracenia (Sarraceniaceae). – Amer. J. Bot. 88(3): 429–437. 

	 https://doi.org/10.2307/2657107
EU (European Union) (2020): Communication from the Commission to the European Par-

liament, the Council, the European economic and social Committee and the Commit-
tee of the regions. EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030 bringing nature back into our 
lives COM/2020/380 final.

Gallagher, M. K. and Wagenius, S. (2016): Seed source impacts germination and early es-
tablishment of dominant grasses in prairie restorations. – J. Appl. Ecol. 53(1): 251–263. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12564

Galloway, L. F. (2005): Maternal effects provide phenotypic adaptation to local envi-
ronmental conditions. – New Phytol. 166(1): 93–100. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-
8137.2004.01314.x

Gasque, M. and García-Fayos, P. (2003): Seed dormancy and longevity in Stipa tenacissima 
L. (Poaceae). – Plant Ecol. 168(2): 279–290. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024471827734

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC

https://doi.org/10.-1016/j.agee.2013.12.015
https://doi.org/10.2307/2657107


Acta Bot. Hung. 64, 2022

255LARGER SEED MASS PREDICTS HIGHER GERMINATION AND EMERGENCE RATES 

Greipsson, S. and Davy, A. J. (1995): Seed mass and germination behaviour in popula-
tions of the dune-building grass Leymus arenarius. – Ann. Bot. 76(5): 493–501.  
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1995.1125

Helsen, K., Acharya, K. P., Brunet, J., Cousins, S. A. O., Decocq, G., Hermy, M., Kolb, A., 
Lemke, I. H., Lenoir, J., Plue, J., Verheyen, K., Frenne, P. de and Graae, B. J. (2017): 
Biotic and abiotic drivers of intraspecific trait variation within plant populations of 
three herbaceous plant species along a latitudinal gradient. – BMC Ecol. 17(1): 1–12. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12898-017-0151-y

Hendrix, S. D. and Sun, I. F. (1989): Inter‐ and intraspecific variation in seed mass in seven 
species of umbellifer. – New Phytol. 112(3): 445–451. 

	 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1989.tb00336.x
Kawecki, T. J. and Ebert, D. (2004): Conceptual issues in local adaptation. – Ecol. Lett. 7(12): 

1225–1241. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2004.00684.x
Kiehl, K., Kirmer, A., Donath, T. W., Rasran, L. and Hölzel, N. (2010): Species introduction 

in restoration projects – Evaluation of different techniques for the establishment of 
seminatural grasslands in Central and Northwestern Europe. – Basic Appl. Ecol. 11(4): 
285–299. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2009.12.004

Kiss, R., Sonkoly, J., Török, P., Tóthmérész, B., Deák, B., Tóth, K., Lukács, K., Godó, L., Kele
men, A., Miglécz, T., Radócz, Sz., Tóth, E., Balogh, N. and Valkó, O. (2018): Germina-
tion capacity of 75 herbaceous species of the Pannonian flora and implications for res-
toration. – Acta Bot. Hung. 60(3–4): 357–368. https://doi.org/10.1556/034.60.2018.3-4.7

Kövendi-Jakó, A., Csecserits, A., Halassy, M., Halász, K., Szitár, K. and Török, K. (2017): 
Relationship of germination and establishment for twelve plant species in restored 
dry grassland. – Appl. Ecol. Environ. Res. 15(4): 227–239. 

	 https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1504_227239
Kövendi‐Jakó, A., Halassy, M., Csecserits, A., Hülber, K., Szitár, K., Wrbka, T. and Török, 

K. (2019): Three years of vegetation development worth 30 years of secondary suc-
cession in urban‐industrial grassland restoration. – Appl. Veg. Sci. 22(1): 138–149.  
https://doi.org/10.1111/avsc.12410

Ladouceur, E., Jiménez-Alfaro, B., Marin, M., De Vitis, M., Abbandonato, H., Iannetta, P. P. 
M., Bonomi, C. and Pritchard, H. W. (2018): Native seed supply and the restoration 
species pool. – Conserv. Lett. 11(12): e12381. https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12381

Larios, E., Búrquez, A., Becerra, J. X. and Venable, D. L. (2014): Natural selection on seed 
size through the life cycle of a desert annual plant. – Ecology 95(11): 3213–3220. htt-
ps://doi.org/10.1890/13-1965.1

Laughlin, D. C., Lusk, C. H., Bellingham, P. J., Burslem, D. F. L. P., Simpson, A. H. and 
Kramer‐Walter, K. R. (2017): Intraspecific trait variation can weaken interspecific trait 
correlations when assessing the whole‐plant economic spectrum. – Ecol. Evol. 7(21): 
8936–8949. https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.3447

Lavorel, S., Grigulis, K., Leitinger, G., Kohler, M., Schirpke, U. and Tappeiner, U. (2017): 
Historical trajectories in land use pattern and grassland ecosystem services in two 
European alpine landscapes. – Reg. Environ. Change 17(8): 2251–2264.

	 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1207-4
Leimu, R. and Fischer, M. (2008): A meta-analysis of local adaptation in plants. – PLoS ONE 

3(12): e4010. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0004010
Maes, J., Teller, A., Erhard, M., Condé, S., Vallecillo, S., Barredo, J. I., Paracchini, M. L., Abdul 

Malak, D., Trombetti, M., Vigiak, O., Zulian, G., Addamo, A. M., Grizzetti, B., Somma, 
F., Hagyo, A., Vogt, P., Polce, C., Jones, A., Carré, A. and Hauser, R. (2021): EU Ecosys-

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2009.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12381
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1207-4


Acta Bot. Hung. 64, 2022

256 CEVALLOS, D., SZITÁR, K., HALASSY, M., KÖVENDI-JAKÓ, A. and TÖRÖK, K.

tem Assessment: Summary for policymakers. EUR 30599 EN – Publications Office of 
the European Union, Luxembourg. https://doi.org/10.2760/190829

Mainz, A. K. and Wieden, M. (2019): Ten years of native seed certification in Germany – a 
summary. – Plant Biol. 21(3): 383-388. https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.12866

Mazer, S. J., Park, I. M., Kimura, M., Maul, E. M., Yim, A. M. and Peach, K. (2020): Mating 
system and historical climate conditions affect population mean seed mass: Evidence 
for adaptation and a new component of the selfing syndrome in Clarkia. – J. Ecol. 
108(4): 1523–1539. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13338

McDonald, T., Gann, G., Jonson, J. and Dixon, K. (2016): International standards for the prac-
tice of ecological restoration – including principles and key concepts. – Society for Ecologi-
cal Restoration, Washington, 46 pp.

Merritt, D. J. and Dixon, K. W. (2011): Restoration seed banks – a matter of scale. – Science 
332(6028): 424–425. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1203083

Mitchell, R. M. and Bakker, J. D. (2014): Quantifying and comparing intraspecific func-
tional trait variability: a case study with Hypochaeris radicata. – Funct. Ecol. 28(1): 
258–269. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12167

Moles, A. T., Ackerly, D. D., Webb, C. O., Tweddle, J. C., Dickie, J. B. and Westoby, M. 
(2005): A brief history of seed size. – Science 307(5709): 576–580. 

	 https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1104863
Moreira, B., Tavsanoglu, Ç. and Pausas, J. G. (2012): Local versus regional intraspecific vari-

ability in regeneration traits. – Oecologia 168(3): 671–677. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-011-2127-5
Obeso, J. R. (2012): Mineral nutrient stoichiometric variability in Hedera helix (Araliaceae) 

seeds. – Ann. Bot. 109(4): 801–806. https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcr306
Pásztor, L., Dobos, E., Michéli, E. and Várallyay, G. (2018): Soils. In: Kocsis, K. (ed.): Na-

tional atlas of Hungary: Natural environment. Hungarian Academy of Sciences, Re-
search Centre for Astronomy and Earth Sciences, Geographical Institute, Budapest, 
pp. 82–92. http://www.nemzetiatlasz.hu/MNA/2_en.html [accessed 08 August 2020]

Pedrini, S. and Dixon, K. W. (2020): International principles and standards for native seeds 
in ecological restoration. – Restor. Ecol. 28(S3): S286–S303. https://doi.org/10.1111/
rec.13155

Pedrini, S., Gibson‐Roy, P., Trivedi, C., Gálvez‐Ramírez, C., Hardwick, K., Shaw, N., Frischie, 
S., Laverack, G. and Dixon, K. (2020): Collection and production of native seeds for eco-
logical restoration. – Restor. Ecol. 28(S3): S228–S238. https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13190

Peti, E., Schellenberger, J., Németh, G., Málnási Csizmadia, G., Oláh, I., Török, K., Czóbel, 
Sz. and Baktay, B. (2017): Presentation of the HUSEEDwild – a seed weight and ger-
mination database of the Pannonian flora – through analysing life forms and social 
behaviour types. – Appl. Ecol. Environ. Res. 15(1): 225–244. https://doi.org/10.15666/
aeer/1501_225244

Pinheiro, J., Bates, D., DebRoy, S., Sarkar, D., Heisterkamp, S. and Van Willigen, B. (2017): 
The nlme package. https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/nlme/nlme.pdf [accessed 
08 August 2020]

Prach, K. and del Moral, R. (2015): Passive restoration is often quite effective: response to 
Zahawi et al. (2014). – Restor. Ecol. 23(4): 344–346. https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.12224

Qaderi, M. M. and Cavers, P. B. (2002): Interpopulation and interyear variation in germina-
tion in Scotch thistle, Onopordum acanthium L., grown in a common garden: Genet-
ics vs environment. – Plant Ecol. 162(1): 1–8. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020301912965

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-011-2127-5


Acta Bot. Hung. 64, 2022

257LARGER SEED MASS PREDICTS HIGHER GERMINATION AND EMERGENCE RATES 

R Core Team (2019): R: A language and environment for statistical computing. – R Foundation 
for Statistical Computing. https://www.R-project.org/ [accessed 20 March 2020]

RBGK (Royal Botanic Gardens Kew) (2020): Seed Information Database (SID). Version 7.1. 
http://data.kew.org/sid/ [accessed 18 March 2020]

Rinella, M. J., Espeland, E. K. and Moffatt, B. J. (2016): Studying long‐term, large‐scale 
grassland restoration outcomes to improve seeding methods and reveal knowledge 
gaps. – J. Appl. Ecol. 53(5): 1565–1574. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12722

Siefert, A., Violle, C., Chalmandrier, L., Albert, C. H., Taudiere, A., Fajardo, A., Aarssen, L. W., 
Baraloto, C., Carlucci, M. B., Cianciaruso, M. V., Dantas, V. de L., Bello, F. de, Duarte, L. 
D. S., Fonseca, C. R., Freschet, G. T., Gaucherand, S., Gross, N., Hikosaka, K., Jackson, 
B., Jung, V., Kamiyama, C., Katabuchi, M., Kembel, S. W., Kichenin, E., Kraft, N. J. B., 
Lagerström, A., Bagousse-Pinguet, Y. le, Li, Y., Mason, N., Messier, J., Nakashizuka, T., 
Overton, J. McC., Peltzer, D. A., Pérez-Ramos, I. M., Pillar, V. D., Prentice, H. C., Rich-
ardson, S., Sasaki, T., Schamp, B. S., Schöb, C., Shipley, B., Sundqvist, M., Sykes, M. T., 
Vandewalle, M. and Wardle, D. A. (2015): A global meta‐analysis of the relative extent 
of intraspecific trait variation in plant communities. – Ecol. Lett. 18(12): 1406–1419.  
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12508

Suttie, J. M., Reynolds, S. G. and Batello, C. (eds) (2005): Grasslands of the world (Vol. 34).  
– Food and Agriculture Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, 
Rome. 538 pp.

Török, P. and Dengler, J. (2018): Palaearctic grasslands in transition: overarching patterns 
and future prospects. Pp. 15–26. In: Squires, V. R., Dengler, J., Hua, L. and Feng, 
H. (eds): Grasslands of the world: Diversity, management and conservation. – CRC Press, 
Boca Raton.

Török, P., Vida, E., Deák, B., Lengyel, S. and Tóthmérész, B. (2011): Grassland restora-
tion on former croplands in Europe: an assessment of applicability of techniques and 
costs. – Biodivers. Conserv. 20(11): 2311–2332. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-011-9992-4

Török, P., Miglécz, T., Valkó, O., Tóth, K., Kelemen, A., Albert, Á.-J., Matus, G., Molnár V., 
A., Ruprecht, E., Papp, L., Deák, B., Horváth, O., Takács, A., Hüse, B. and Tóthmé-
rész, B. (2013): New thousand‐seed weight records of the Pannonian flora and their 
application in analysing social behaviour types. – Acta Bot. Hung. 55(3–4): 429–472.  
https://doi.org/10.1556/ABot.55.2013.3-4.17

Török, P., Tóth, E., Tóth, K., Valkó, O., Deák, B., Kelbert, B., Bálint, P., Radócz, Sz., Kele-
men, A., Sonkoly, J., Miglécz, T., Matus, G., Takács, A., Molnár V., A., Süveges, K., 
Papp, L., Papp Jr., L., Tóth, Z., Baktay, B., Málnási Csizmadia, G., Oláh, I., Peti, E., 
Schellenberger, J., Szalkovszki, O., Kiss, R. and Tóthmérész, B. (2016): New measure-
ments of thousand-seed weights of species in the Pannonian flora. – Acta Bot. Hung. 
58(1–2): 187–198. https://doi.org/10.1556/034.58.2016.1-2.10

Valkó, O., Tóth, K., Kelemen, A., Miglécz, T., Radócz, S., Sonkoly, J., Tóthmérész, B., Török, 
P. and Deák, B. (2018): Cultural heritage and biodiversity conservation – plant intro-
duction and practical restoration on ancient burial mounds. – Nat. Conserv. 24: 65–80. 
https://doi.org/10.3897/natureconservation.24.20019

Vergeer, P. and Kunin, W. E. (2013): Adaptation at range margins: common garden trials 
and the performance of Arabidopsis lyrata across its northwestern European range. 
– New Phytol. 197(3): 989–1001. https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12060

Violle, C., Castro, H., Richarte, J. and Navas, M.-L. (2009): Intraspecific seed trait varia-
tions and competition: passive or adaptive response? – Funct. Ecol. 23(3): 612–620.  
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2009.01539.x

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12508
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-011-9992-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12060


Acta Bot. Hung. 64, 2022

258 CEVALLOS, D., SZITÁR, K., HALASSY, M., KÖVENDI-JAKÓ, A. and TÖRÖK, K.

Violle, C., Enquist, B. J., McGill, B. J., Jiang, L., Albert, C. H., Hulshof, C., Jung, V. and 
Messier, J. (2012): The return of the variance: intraspecific variability in community 
ecology. – Trends Ecol. Evol. 27(4): 244–252. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2011.11.014

Wellstein, C., Chelli, S., Campetella, G., Bartha, S., Galiè, M., Spada, F. and Canullo, 
R. (2013): Intraspecific phenotypic variability of plant functional traits in con-
trasting mountain grasslands habitats. – Biodivers. Conserv. 22(10): 2353–2374.  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-013-0484-6

White, R. P., Murray, S. and Rohweder, M. (2000): Pilot analysis of global ecosystems: grass-
land ecosystems. – World Resources Institute, Washington DC, pp. 29–63.

Open Access statement. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the 
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (https://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any 
medium, provided the original author and source are credited, a link to the CC License is 
provided, and changes – if any – are indicated. (SID_1)

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 01/18/23 09:24 AM UTC


