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Seed selection and storage 
with nano-silver and copper as 
potential antibacterial agents 
for the seagrass Zostera marina: 
implications for habitat restoration
Shaochun Xu1,2,3, Yi Zhou1,2,4*, Shuai Xu1,2,3, Ruiting Gu1,2,3, Shidong Yue1,2,3, Yu Zhang1,2,3 & 
Xiaomei Zhang1,2,4

Globally, seagrass meadows are extremely important marine ecosystems that are disappearing at 
an alarming rate. Therefore, research into seagrass restoration has become increasingly important. 
Various strategies have been used in Zostera marina L. (eelgrass) restoration, including planting seeds. 
To improve the efficiency of restoration by planting seeds, it is necessary to select high-quality seeds. 
In addition, a suitable antibacterial agent is necessary for wet storage of desiccation sensitive seeds to 
reduce or inhibit microorganism infection and seed decay. In the present study, an efficient method for 
selecting for high-quality eelgrass seeds using different specific gravities of salt water was developed, 
and potential antibacterial agents (nano-silver and copper sulfate) for seed storage were assessed. The 
results showed that the highest proportion of intact seeds (72.91 ± 0.50%) was recorded at specific 
gravities greater than 1.20. Therefore, specific gravities greater than 1.20 can be used for selecting 
high-quality eelgrass seeds. During seed storage at 0 °C, the proportion of intact seeds after storage 
with nano-silver agent was over 90%, and also higher than 80% with copper sulfate agent, which 
was significantly higher than control treatments. The findings revealed a potential selection method 
for high-quality seeds and long-term seed storage conditions for Z. marina, which could facilitate 
conservation and habitat restoration.

Seagrasses are important habitat-forming angiosperms in global coastal marine ecosystems1. Seagrass com-
munities stabilize sediment, alter water flow, provide habitat, food, and nursery areas for a variety of marine 
organisms2–7, as well as reducing exposure to bacterial pathogens of humans, fishes, and invertebrates8. Seagrass 
meadows also serve as key sites for global carbon storage in the biosphere9–11. However, because of natural and 
anthropogenic disturbances, seagrasses are declining worldwide at an alarming rate, with little recovery7,12–16. The 
importance of seagrasses to communities and ecosystems worldwide is now recognized, and global conservation, 
management, and restoration of seagrass beds has become increasingly important in recent decades4,12,17–24.

As an iconic seagrass species, the eelgrass Zostera marina L. is a representative member of the Zosteraceae, 
and is distributed circum-globally throughout the Northern Hemisphere1,25. In China, eelgrass is distributed in 
the coastal areas of Liaoning to Shandong Province26. In recent years, there has been a marked decline (>80%) 
in the distribution of eelgrass meadows in inshore areas of Shandong Province, and some eelgrass meadows 
have disappeared since the 1980s27. Therefore, eelgrass restoration has become increasingly important in recent 
decades. Various strategies have been used to restore seagrass beds17,20,28, including transplanting adult Z. marina 
shoots29–31, and planting seeds32–36.
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Seagrass seed banks generally include germinated seeds, rotten seeds and intact seeds. Intact seeds should be 
selected for indoor seed research (including seed storage and germination) and field seed restoration. However, 
selecting large amounts of seagrass seeds is labor intensive and expensive. For the seeds of terrestrial plants, the 
buoyancy of salt water can be utilized to separate grass seeds, impurities and empty seeds. This separation method 
improves seed quality, increases germination rates, and reduces disease occurrence37–43. However, little is known 
about the use of salt selection for the seeds of marine plants. In the present study, different specific gravities (SGs) 
of salt water were used to select high-quality eelgrass seeds.

Seed desiccation tolerance is generally divided into three broad categories44: desiccation tolerant (orthodox), 
intermediate, and desiccation sensitive (recalcitrant). Desiccation sensitive seeds cannot be stored using tradi-
tional seed banking techniques (dry preservation). Wyse and Dickie (2017) predicted that most flowering plants 
including Alismatales produce desiccation-tolerant seeds globally45. However, the majority of seagrass seeds are 
suggested to be desiccation sensitive, although little is known about the seed ecology of these species. Short-term 
drying experiments have shown that Z. marina L. seeds are strongly desiccation sensitive, losing their viability 
completely after a 24 h desiccation period46. To date, only Ruppia species such as R. maritima and R. sinensis 
have been identified as being intermediate in terms of seed desiccation tolerance, and their seeds can survive 
dry conditions for a number of months47,48. Therefore, the majority of seagrass seeds must be stored in seawater. 
According to our recent research on long-term seed storage, 0 °C and salinity 40–50 psu are suitable conditions 
for eelgrass seed storage (unpublished data). However, regular water exchange operations are required to reduce 
microorganism infections, which can increase seed losses. To reduce or inhibit microorganism infections and 
seed decay, two antibacterial agents, nano-silver and copper sulfate, at different concentration levels, were uti-
lized. The aims of the study were to identify the optimal SG of salt water for the selection of high-quality eelgrass 
seeds, and appropriate antibacterial agents for seed storage, which could facilitate the restoration of Z. marina 
meadows via seeds.

Results
Seed selection using different specific gravities of salt water.  The wet weight of selected seeds dif-
fered significantly (Kruskal-Wallis test, χ2 = 11.855, n = 15, P = 0.018) at different SGs (Fig. 1). The wet weight of 
SG (A) accounted for a large proportion (61.93%) of the total weight of selected seeds. Therefore, the wet weight 
(50.17–70.54 g) of SG (A) was significantly higher than that of the other classes [SG (B–E)] (two sided t-test, 
P < 0.02 for each SG). There was no significant difference in wet weight among SG (B), SG (C) and SG (D). In 
addition, the wet weight of SG (E) was significantly lower than SG (B) (two sided t-test, t = 5.244, n = 6, P = 0.034) 
and SG (D) (two sided t-test, t = 11.608, n = 6, P < 0.001).

Seeds were classified as one of three types (geminated, rotten, or intact) (Fig. 2). The proportion of intact 
seeds differed significantly (Kruskal-Wallis test, χ2 = 12.833, n = 15, P = 0.012) at different SGs (Fig. 2). The 
highest proportion of intact seeds (72.91 ± 0.50%) among all five SG classes was recorded for SG (A) (P < 0.001), 
which was significantly higher than that of other classes [SG (B–E)] (two sided t-test, P < 0.001 for each SG). The 
proportion of rotten seeds at SG (A) was 24.91 ± 0.15%, which was significantly lower than that of other classes 
[SG (B–E)] (two sided t-test, P < 0.001 for each SG). However, the vast majority of seeds at classes SG (B–E) were 
rotten (71.83–91.46%). The viability of intact seeds at SG (A) was tested, and 81.33 ± 4.04% germinated. SG (A) 
accounted for a large proportion (61.93%) of the total wet weight of seeds, but also had the highest proportion 
of intact seeds. In addition, the intact seeds at SG (A) had high viability, therefore, it appeared that an SG greater 
than 1.20 is a useful parameter for Z. marina seed selection.

Figure 1.  Wet weight of eelgrass seeds at different SGs of salt water. The wet weight of selected seeds differed 
significantly (Kruskal-Wallis test, χ2 = 11.855, n = 15, P = 0.018) at different SGs. The wet weight of SG (A) was 
significantly higher than that of the other classes [SG (B–E)] (two sided t-test, P < 0.02 for each SG). Different 
letters indicate significant differences at P < 0.05 (mean ± SD). Bars represent sd (n = 3).
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Seed storage with different antibacterial agents.  RP differed significantly (Kruskal-Wallis test, 
χ2 = 16.942, n = 15, P = 0.018) under different storage conditions (Fig. 3a). There were no significant differences 
in RP between the nano-silver and copper sulfate treatments (two sided t-test, P > 0.05 for each treatment). RP in 
the nano-silver (Ag1-4) and copper sulfate (Cu1-2) treatments were significantly lower than those in the control 
treatments (Con1-2) (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment). There were no significant differences in RP 
between the two control treatments (two sided t-test, n = 6, P > 0.05).

Seed losses during storage included geminated and rotten seeds. Seed losses were significantly different 
(Kruskal-Wallis test, χ2 = 17.938, n = 15, P = 0.012) under different storage conditions (Fig. 3b). There were no 
significant differences in seed losses between the nano-silver treatments (Ag1-4) and the copper sulphate treat-
ment with a salinity of 50 psu (Cu2) (two sided t-test, P > 0.05 for each treatment). Seed losses in the nano-silver 
(Ag1-4) and copper sulphate treatments (Cu1-2) were significantly lower than those in the control treatments 
(Con1-2) (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment). The lowest seed loss (6.21 ± 3.05%) among all storage 
conditions was recorded in the nano-silver treatment of 20 ppm with a salinity of 32.6 psu (Ag2). For control 
treatments, seed loss at 32.6 psu (Con1) were significantly higher than those at 50 psu (Con2) (two sided t-test, 
t = 3.486, n = 6, P = 0.025).

IP different significantly (Kruskal-Wallis test, χ2 = 17.938, n = 15, P = 0.012) between different storage condi-
tions (Fig. 3c). IP in Ag1-4 and Cu1, Cu2 were significantly higher than those of the control treatments (two sided 
t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment). Over 90% of seeds were intact in the nano-silver treatments, significantly 
higher than that of control treatments (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment), while less than 70% of seeds 
were intact in the control treatments. The highest percentage of intact seeds (93.79 ± 3.05%) was recorded in 
Ag2. Also, over 80% of seeds were intact in Cu1, Cu2. IP in Control 1 was significantly lower than that in Control 
2 (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment). The results showed that the addition of nano-silver and copper 
antibacterial agents could significantly reduce rotten seed and seed loss percentage, thus increased intact seed 
percentage.

The viability of intact seeds was assessed after storage under different conditions. There were no significant 
differences in GP between the different storage conditions, and seed germination ranged from 78.00% to 85.33% 
(Fig. 3d).

Discussion
Selecting seeds using salt water is an ingenious method first used by farmers in ancient China. It mainly utilizes 
the buoyancy of salt water, which is higher than fresh water, to remove grass seeds, impurities and empty seeds. 
This method improves seed quality, increases the level of germination, and reduce disease levels. This method 
has been applied to terrestrial plants including vegetables, crops such as rice39,41,42,49, Chinese cabbage38, rape37, 
and kohlrabi43. However, until now little was known about its application for marine plants, specifically eelgrass 
seeds. In the present study, it was found that an SG greater than 1.20 resulted in a high proportion of intact seeds 
(72.91 ± 0.50%) with high seed viability (>80%). The approach can be used as a highly efficient step to select 
high-quality eelgrass seeds.

Planting seeds is an important method of eelgrass restoration. Eelgrass generally produces mature reproduc-
tive shoots in summer, and seeds are buried in the sediment forming a seed bank. The timing of seed germination 

Figure 2.  The proportion of geminated, rotten, and intact eelgrass seeds at different specific gravities (SG). The 
highest proportion of intact seeds (72.91 ± 0.50%) among all five SG classes was recorded for SG (A), which 
was significantly higher than that of other classes [SG (B–E)] (two sided t-test, P < 0.001 for each SG).The vast 
majority of seeds at classes SG (B–E) were rotten (71.83–91.46%). The viability of intact seeds at SG (A) was 
tested, and 81.33 ± 4.04% germinated.
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differs between populations. For example, it was found that there are differences in the timing of seed germina-
tion between Huiquan Bay and Swan Lake populations50. Seeds in the Huiquan Bay population germinate in the 
autumn, while those in Swan Lake germinate in spring. Therefore, seeds collected from Swan Lake could to be 
stored for planting in the spring of the following year. The storage of eelgrass seeds is an essential part of eelgrass 
population restoration. Generally, seagrass seeds are stored in natural seawater at 4–7 °C51–54. Recently, Gu et al.48 
suggested that 0 °C is an appropriate temperature for the long-term storage of Ruppia sinensis seeds. Many studies 
have showed that high salinity levels may inhibit seagrass seed germination48,51,52,54–57. Our results (Fig. 3) were 
consistent with previous studies on salinity; in the control treatments (Con1-2), there was a higher GP at 32.6 psu 
(Con1; 14.45 ± 3.56%) than at 50 psu (Con2; 3.51 ± 0.93%), indicating that high salinity conditions could reduce 
seed germination. Also, our previous research indicated that 0 °C and salinity 40–50 psu were suitable conditions 
for eelgrass seed storage (unpublished data); however, this method still requires regular water changes to reduce 
microorganism contamination, which increases labor and associated costs. In addition, temperature changes 
associated with regular water changes may affect seed storage. Given these drawbacks, antibacterial agents were 
investigated to inhibit the survival and growth of microorganisms, without regular water changes.

Using these antibacterial agents resulted in a low level of seed loss during storage (<10%), and high levels 
of seed viability (>80%) of the stored intact seeds after 6 months storage at 0 °C. This study revealed that both 
nano-silver and copper sulfate materials were suitable antibacterial agents for eelgrass seed storage. Silver anti-
bacterial materials have a long application history and have good bactericidal effects on bacteria, viruses and 
eukaryotic microorganisms. Nano-silver material has a large specific surface area and has superior performances 
when compared with conventional antibacterial agent58. Silver has stronger antibacterial metal bactericidal ability 
than copper59–61. In the present study, the RP in the nano-silver and copper sulfate treatments was lower than 
10%, indicating that the nano-silver and copper sulfate agent could reduce microorganism contamination during 

Figure 3.  The percentage of rotten seeds (a), total seed loss (b), intact seeds (c), and intact seed viability (d) 
after storage under different conditions for eelgrass. Ag1 and Ag2 represent nano-silver treatments at 2 ppm 
and 20 ppm, respectively, with a salinity of 32.6 psu. Ag3 and Ag4 represent nano-silver treatments at 2 ppm 
and 20 ppm, respectively, with a salinity of 50 psu. Cu1 and Cu2 represent copper sulfate treatments (2 ppm) 
with a salinity of 32.6 psu and 50.0 psu, respectively. Experimental controls (Con1 and Con2) had a salinity of 
32.6 psu and 50 psu, respectively, with no added antibacterial agents. RP in the nano-silver (Ag1-4) and copper 
sulfate (Cu1-2) treatments were significantly lower than those in the control treatments (Con1-2) (two sided 
t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment). Seed losses in the nano-silver (Ag1-4) and copper sulphate treatments (Cu1-
2) were significantly lower than those in the control treatments (Con1-2) (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for each 
treatment). The lowest seed loss (6.21 ± 3.05%) among all storage conditions was recorded in the nano-silver 
treatment of 20 ppm with a salinity of 32.6 psu (Ag2). IP in Ag1-4 and Cu1, Cu2 were significantly higher than 
those of the control treatments (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for each treatment). Over 90% of seeds were intact 
in the nano-silver treatments, significantly higher than that of control treatments (two sided t-test, P < 0.05 for 
each treatment). The highest percentage of intact seeds (93.79 ± 3.05%) was recorded in Ag2. The viability of 
intact seeds ranged from 78.00% to 85.33%. Bars represent sd (n = 3).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0


5Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:20249  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

eelgrass seed storage. Copper has been used as a fungicide since the 19th century62. Govers et al.63 found that 
copper sulfate under seawater condition is an effective fungicide for the fungi Phytophthora and Halophytophthor. 
The present study showed that nano-silver or copper sulfate material can be used as highly effective antibacterial 
agents in eelgrass seed long-term storage.

It is known that nano-silver has certain toxicity and antibacterial properties, which inhibits the growth of 
bacteria, algae, prokaryotes, invertebrates and fish in the water, and has a threat to human safety64. Thus, seed 
treatment by nano-silver is recommended only during storage for restoration purposes and not in a natural pop-
ulation in the field.

Accordingly, we proposed some recommendations for seagrass bed restoration using seeds. Before plant-
ing or preserving eelgrass seeds, an SG greater than 1.20 can be used as a highly efficient means of selecting 
high-quality eelgrass seeds. For eelgrass long-term seed storage, it is suggested that seeds should be stored at 0 °C 
in high-salinity (50 psu) seawater, and nano-silver or copper sulfate (2 ppm) be added to inhibit microorganism 
infections and seed decay.

Conclusions
By using different SGs of salt water, high-quality eelgrass seeds were obtained from reproductive shoots. 
Controlling temperature conditions and adding antibacterial agents during seed storage meant that Z. marina 
seeds could be stored for a long term, at least until planting the following year. This method produced low 
seed loss levels and high seed viability levels. These findings reveal a highly efficient seed selection method and 
describe optimal conditions for storing Z. marina seeds, and provide a useful reference for the establishment of Z. 
marina seed banks. The findings may also serve as a useful reference for the storage of other threatened seagrass 
species and facilitate their ex situ conservation and habitat restoration.

Materials and Methods
Seed collection.  Z. marina reproductive shoots were collected in July 2018 from Swan Lake, which is in the 
northeast of Rongcheng city, northern China (37°20′58.7″N, 122°34′26.9″E). Spathes were picked from reproduc-
tive shoots, and stored in a 600 μm mesh bag, which was suspended in the marine lagoon until the shoots degen-
erated and seeds were released. The mesh bag, containing reproductive shoots, was stirred by hand every week. 
Once released, seeds were collected by sieving in seawater. In the laboratory, the seeds were placed in a circular, 
aerated flow-through tank (1.2 m × 1.2 m × 1.2 m) until experiments were initiated.

Seed selection using different specific gravities of salt water.  Experiments were initiated in 
November 2018. A random sample of eelgrass seeds were divided into five classes by floating, using salt (NaCl) 
solutions with different specific gravities (SGs) as follows: SG (A), greater than 1.20; SG (B), 1.17–1.20; SG (C), 
1.14–1.17; SG (D), 1.11–1.14 and SG (E), less than 1.11.

This experiment involved three replicate flasks (2 L), each containing ~100 g (95–105 g) seeds. Wet weight of 
seeds in each of the five classes were measured. Seed numbers in each of the five classes were counted and the 
proportion of seeds in each class was calculated. Within each class, each seed was classified as one of three types 
(geminated, rotten, or intact). The number of seeds within each seed type was counted. Germinated seeds were 
defined by the emergence and growth of a cotyledon, not just the rupture of the seed coat65,66. To distinguish 
rotten and intact seeds, seeds were gently pressed using plastic tweezers. Rotten seeds were flattened by this 
process. The percentage of germinated seeds (GP), rotten seeds (RP), and intact seeds (IP) were calculated, to 
evaluate seed quality from different SG classes. The GP, RP, and IP of the Z. marina seeds were calculated using 
the following equations:

= ×GP g
N

(%) 100%; (1)

= ×RP r
N

(%) 100%; (2)

= ×IP i
N

(%) 100%; (3)

g = the number of germinated seeds, N = the total number of seeds, r = the number of rotten seeds, and i = the 
number of intact seeds.

Seed viability test.  The viability of intact seeds was tested at a salinity of 10 psu and 15 °C67. Seed viability 
was assessed by germination tests, which involved three replicate flasks (1 L) containing 100 seeds each. The arti-
ficial seawater was changed every week and the number of germinated seeds in each flask were recorded. Seed 
viability tests were carried out for four weeks. The final GP at the end of the experimental period was calculated 
using Eq. (1).

Seed storage with different antibacterial agents.  The storage experiment was initiated in November 
2018. Seeds were rinsed in salt water with an SG of 1.20, with submerged seeds selected for further process-
ing. Intact seeds were selected from submerged seeds. Intact seeds were placed in 1 L jars containing 1 L of 
sterilized natural seawater (32.6 psu) or artificial seawater (50 psu). Nano-silver (4 nm in diameter, Weijing 
Nano Corporation; two experimental concentration levels in water: 2 ppm and 20 ppm) and copper sulfate 
(CuSO4·5H2O, AR; experimental concentration 2 ppm, according to Govers et al.63) were added (Table 1). In 
addition, two treatments, with no added solvent, were established as control groups. The concentration of solvent 
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and the salinity of different treatments are listed (Table 1). Each treatment was replicated in three jars containing 
~10 g seeds each. To avoid water evaporation from jars, a layer of plastic wrap was placed on the cap. All jars were 
stored in the dark at 0 °C. After six months of storage, the storage experiment was terminated and the seeds were 
retrieved. The stored seeds were classified as one of three types (geminated, rotten, or intact), and the number of 
each type from each group was counted. Geminated and rotten seeds were regarded as seed losses during storage. 
The RP and IP were calculated using Eqs. (2, 3). IP was calculated to evaluate the effectiveness of the seed storage 
methods with different antibacterial agents. In addition, the viability of the stored intact seeds was tested.

Data and analysis.  Because the homogeneity of variance has no significant difference, differences in wet 
weights of eelgrass seeds selected at different SGs were statistically analyzed using Kruskal-Wallis test. Because 
the distribution of the data is not normal, differences in the proportion of intact and rotten eelgrass seeds at dif-
ferent SGs were statistically analyzed using Kruskal-Wallis test, and differences in RP, seed loss (RP + GP) and IP 
of eelgrass seeds after stored at different conditions were also statistically analyzed using Kruskal-Wallis test. Two 
sided t-test was used to identify specific treatment differences.

For the analysis, homogeneity of variance was tested using Levene’s test68. Normality of data was tested using 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test and Shapiro-Wilk test. Analysis was carried out on data collected during this study. 
SPSS 18.0 for Windows 8.1 was used for all data analyses. Differences were considered significant at a probability 
level of p < 0.05.
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Treatment
Seawater 
salinity (psu)

Antibacterial 
agent

Antibacterial agent 
concentration in seawater (ppm)

Ag1 32.6 Nano-silver 2

Ag2 32.6 Nano-silver 20

Ag3 50 Nano-silver 2

Ag4 50 Nano-silver 20

Cu1 32.6 Copper sulfate 2

Cu2 50 Copper sulfate 2

Control 1 32.6 None —

Control 2 50 None —

Table 1.  Eelgrass seed storage under different conditions with antibacterial agents. *Seawater salinity: 32.6 psu 
and 50 psu represent the salinity of sterilized natural seawater and artificial seawater, respectively.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2005.12.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2005.12.044
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0058293
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12566
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0072469
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0073748
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0092982


7Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:20249  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

	22.	 Lefcheck, J. S., Wilcox, D. J., Murphy, R. R., Marion, S. R. & Orth, R. J. Multiple stressors threaten the imperiled coastal foundation 
species eelgrass (Zostera marina) in Chesapeake Bay, USA. Global Change Biol. 23, 3474–3483 (2017).

	23.	 Quiros, T. E. A., Croll, D., Tershy, B., Fortes, M. D. & Raimondi, P. Land use is a better predictor of tropical seagrass condition than 
marine protection. Biol. Conserv. 209, 454–463 (2017).

	24.	 Jacob, C., Buffard, A., Pioch, S. & Thorin, S. Marine ecosystem restoration and biodiversity offset. Ecol. Eng. 120, 585–594 (2018).
	25.	 Olsen, J. L. et al. The genome of the seagrass Zostera marina reveals angiosperm adaptation to the sea. Nature 530, 331–335 (2016).
	26.	 Yang, Z. D. The geographical distribution of seagrasses in China. Transactions of Oceanology and Limnology 2, 41–46, (in Chinese) 

(1979).
	27.	 Ye, C. J. & Zhao, K. F. Advances in the study on the marine higher plant eelgrass (Zostera marina L.) and its adaptation to submerged 

life in seawater. Chin. Bull. Bot. 19, 184–193, (in Chinese with English abstract) (2002).
	28.	 Shafer, D. & Bergstrom, P. An introduction to a special issue on large-scale submerged aquatic vegetation restoration research in the 

Chesapeake Bay: 2003–2008. Restor. Ecol. 18, 481–489 (2010).
	29.	 Fishman, J. R., Orth, R. J., Marion, S. & Bieri, J. A comparative test of mechanized and manual transplanting of eelgrass, Zostera 

marina, in Chesapeake Bay. Restor. Ecol. 12, 214–219 (2014).
	30.	 Pickerell, C. H., Schott, S. & Wyllie-Echeverria, S. Buoy-deployed seeding: Demonstration of a new eelgrass (Zostera marina L.) 

planting method. Ecol. Eng. 25, 127–136 (2005).
	31.	 Valdemarsen, T. et al. Vulnerability of Zostera marina seedlings to physical stress. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 418, 119–130 (2010).
	32.	 Orth, R. J. et al. A review of issues in seagrass seed dormancy and germination: implications for conservation and restoration. Mar. 

Ecol. Prog. Ser. 200, 277–288 (2000).
	33.	 Marion, S. R. & Orth, R. J. Innovative techniques for large-scale seagrass restoration using Zostera marina (eelgrass) seeds. Restorat. 

Ecol. 18, 514–526 (2010).
	34.	 Tanner, C. E. & Parham, T. Growing Zostera marina (eelgrass) from seeds in land-based culture systems for use in restoration 

projects. Restor. Ecol. 18, 527–537 (2010).
	35.	 Orth, R. J., Moore, K. A., Marion, S. R., Wilcox, D. J. & Parrish, D. B. Seed addition facilitates eelgrass recovery in a coastal bay 

system. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 448, 177–195 (2012).
	36.	 Reynolds, L. K., Waycott, M., McGlathery, K. J. & Silliman, B. Restoration recovers population structure and landscape genetic 

connectivity in a dispersal-limited ecosystem. J. Ecol. 101, 1288–1297 (2013).
	37.	 Huang, X. L. Effective measures to prevent Sclerotinia sclerotiorum. Hunan Agriculture, 10, 13, (in Chinese) (1994).
	38.	 Sun, D. F. & Zhang, Y. Q. Whole process control of Chinese cabbage diseases and insect pests. Science and Technology Guide, 7, 13, 

(in Chinese) (1998).
	39.	 Xue, F. Q. & Dai, M. L. Seed treatment and seedling technology for high quality rice production. Zhongzishijie 8, 45, (in Chinese) (2008).
	40.	 Gu, R. T. et al. Effects of temperature and salinity on Ruppia sinensis seed germination, seedling establishment, and seedling growth. 

Mar Pollut Bull. 134, 177–185 (2018).
	41.	 Han, Z. M. & Chen, Q. X. Influence of seed selection with different density of salt water on seedling quality of rice in cold region. 

Northern Rice 4, 33–34, (in Chinese with English abstract) (2010).
	42.	 Li, Y. L. et al. Effect of seed selection with different saline specific gravity on yield and quality of rice. Journal of Jilin Agricultural 

Sciences 36, 8–10 (in Chinese with English abstract) (2011).
	43.	 Liu, H. J., Xia, J. F., Hao, J. Q. & Meng, Q. L. Effects of seed sorting by using salt water on kohlrabi seed vigor. Journal of Changjiang 

Vegetables 10, 24–26, (in Chinese with English abstract) (2014).
	44.	 Tweddle, J. C., Dickie, J. B., Baskin, C. C. & Baskin, J. M. Ecological aspects of seed desiccation sensitivity. J. Ecol. 91, 294–304 (2003).
	45.	 Wyse, S. V. & Dickie, J. B. Predicting the global incidence of seed desiccation sensitivity. J. Ecol. 105, 1082–1093 (2017).
	46.	 Pan, J. H. et al. Desiccation, moisture content and germination of Zostera marina L. seed. Restor. Ecol. 20, 311–314 (2012).
	47.	 Cho, H. J. & Sanders, Y. L. Note on organic dormancy of estuarine Ruppia maritima L. seeds. Hydrobiologia 617, 197–201 (2009).
	48.	 Gu, R. T. et al. Tolerance of Ruppia sinensis seeds to desiccation, low temperature, and high salinity with special reference to long-

term seed storage. Front. Plant Sci. 9, 221, https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00221 (2018).
	49.	 Gu, Y. et al. Rice seed treatment and seedling management in Saline-alkali Land. Zhongzishijie 8, 61–62, (in Chinese) (2008).
	50.	 Xu, S. C. et al. New insights into different reproductive effort and sexual recruitment contribution between two geographic Zostera 

marina L. populations in temperate china. Front. Plant Sci. 9, 15, https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00015 (2018).
	51.	 Pan, J. et al. An effective method for collecting and storing seeds from Zostera marina (eelgrass) in the Yellow Sea, China. Restor. 

Ecol. 22, 716–722 (2014).
	52.	 Ambo-Rappe, R. & Yasir, I. The effect of storage condition on viability of Enhalus acoroides seedlings. Aquat. Bot. 127, 57–61 (2015).
	53.	 Kaldy, J. E., Shafer, D. J., Ailstock, M. S. & Magoun, A. D. Effects of temperature, salinity and seed age on induction of Zostera 

japonica germination in North America, USA. Aquat. Bot. 126, 73–79 (2015).
	54.	 Kauth, P. J. & Biber, P. D. Moisture content, temperature, and relative humidity influence seed storage and subsequent survival and 

germination of Vallisneria americana seeds. Aquat. Bot. 120, 297–303 (2015).
	55.	 Caye, G. & Meinesz, A. Experimental study of seed germination in the seagrass Cymodocea nodosa. Aquat. Bot. 26, 79–87 (1986).
	56.	 Hootsmans, M. J. M., Vermaat, J. E. & van Vierssen, W. Seed-bank development, germination and early seedling survival of two 

seagrass species from the Netherlands: Zostera marina L. and Zostera noltii hornem. Aquat. Bot. 28, 275–285 (1987).
	57.	 Domínguez, M., Infantes, E. & Terrados, J. Seed maturity of the Mediterranean seagrass Cymodocea nodosa. Vie. Milieu. 60, 307–312 

(2010).
	58.	 Nowack, B., Krug, H. F. & Height, M. 120 years of nanosilver history: implications for policy makers. Environ. Sci. Technol. 45, 

1177–1183 (2011).
	59.	 Mallick, N. Copper-induced oxidative stress in the chlorophycean microalga Chlorella vulgaris: Response of the antioxidant system. 

J. Plant Physiol. 161, 591–597 (2004).
	60.	 Glover, R. D., Miller, J. M. & Hutchison, J. E. Generation of metal nanoparticles from silver and copper objects: nanoparticle 

dynamics on surfaces and potential sources of nanoparticles in the environment. ACSNano 5, 8950–8957 (2011).
	61.	 Musante, C. & White, J. C. Toxicity of silver and copper to Cucurbita pepo: differential effects of nano and bulk-size particles. 

Environ. Toxicol. 27, 510–517 (2012).
	62.	 Giannousi, K., Avramidis, I. & Dendrinou-Samara, C. Synthesis, characterization and evaluation of copper based nanoparticles as 

agrochemicals against Phytophthora infestans. RSC. Adv. 3, 21743–21752 (2013).
	63.	 Govers, L. L. et al. Copper treatment during storage reduces phytophthora and halophytophthora infection of Zostera marina seeds 

used for restoration. Sci. Rep. 7, 43172 (2017).
	64.	 Qin, J. et al. The behavior and effects of silver nanoparticles in the aquatic environment. Sichuan environment 36, 155–160, (in 

Chinese with English abstract) (2017).
	65.	 Churchill, A. C. Field studies on seed germination and seedling development in Zostera marina L. Aquat. Bot. 16, 21–29 (1983).
	66.	 Brenchley, J. L. & Probert, R. J. Seed germination responses to some environmental factors in the seagrass Zostera capricorni from 

eastern Australia. Aquat. Bot. 62, 177–188 (1998).
	67.	 Xu, S. C. et al. Salinity and temperature significantly influence seed germination, seedling establishment, and seedling growth of 

eelgrass Zostera marina L. PeerJ 4, e2697, https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2697 (2016).
	68.	 Zar, J. H. Biostatistical Analysis. (New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1999).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00221
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00015
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2697


8Scientific Reports |         (2019) 9:20249  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Xiaoyue Song for the help in the field survey. This research was supported by the National 
Key R&D Program of China (2019YFD0901302), the Key Research Project of Frontier Sciences of CAS (QYZDB-
SSW-DQC041-1), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 41176140/41606192), the key Research 
and Development Project of Shandong Province (2017GHY15111), the National Science & Technology Basic 
Work Program (2015FY110600), the Marine Engineering Standardization Construction Project (CCSOA-
OEAS-2018-13), the Taishan Scholars Program (Distinguished Taishan Scholars), and the Creative Team Project 
of the Laboratory for Marine Ecology and Environmental Science, Qingdao National Laboratory for Marine 
Science and Technology (No. LMEES-CTSP-2018-1).

Author contributions
Shaochun Xu and Yi Zhou conceived the study; Shaochun Xu and Shuai Xu conducted the practical work; 
Shaochun Xu, Ruiting Gu, Shidong Yue, Yu Zhang and Xiaomei Zhang performed analyses; Shaochun Xu and Yi 
Zhou drafted the manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Y.Z.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.
Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56376-0
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Seed selection and storage with nano-silver and copper as potential antibacterial agents for the seagrass Zostera marina: i ...
	Results

	Seed selection using different specific gravities of salt water. 
	Seed storage with different antibacterial agents. 

	Discussion

	Conclusions

	Materials and Methods

	Seed collection. 
	Seed selection using different specific gravities of salt water. 
	Seed viability test. 
	Seed storage with different antibacterial agents. 
	Data and analysis. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 Wet weight of eelgrass seeds at different SGs of salt water.
	Figure 2 The proportion of geminated, rotten, and intact eelgrass seeds at different specific gravities (SG).
	Figure 3 The percentage of rotten seeds (a), total seed loss (b), intact seeds (c), and intact seed viability (d) after storage under different conditions for eelgrass.
	Table 1 Eelgrass seed storage under different conditions with antibacterial agents.




