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The objective of this research was to study the factors that affect the emission of methane and
carbon dioxide gases under rice cultivation with alternate wetting and drying water management and
study the relationship of rice growth to the emission gases under various conditions in an experimental
design of 2x4 Factorial in RCBD (4 replications). Under alternate wetting and drying water management,
the results showed that soil applied with chemical fertilizer plus biochar and growth stages was a factor
that affect greenhouse gas emissions. In this experiment, sandy clay loam applied with chemical fertilizer
plus 100% biochar at the booting and milky stages, had the lowest methane gas emission at 0.60 and
0.57 gCHym?d™". In contrast, methane gas emission was highest during the tillering stage and booting
stage in the control group and in treatment applied with chemical fertilizer plus 100% biochar of sandy
clay loam during the booting stage, lowest carbon dioxide gas emission was observed at 1.05 gCO,m™2d "
As for rice growth showed that sandy clay loam applied with chemical fertilizer plus biochar, affecting

the height and number of tillering significantly higher than the loamy sand (P<0.05).

Keywords: greenhouse gas, biochar, soil texture, growing stages of rice

a7



UNANED

v
v Aaov

AT TngUsrasdilofnwitadedidna
son1sUanUasefiiwilinuwazaisuaulaeanled
meldmsdgninidnisdanisinuuidenaduuts
wazAnwIAMNFUNUSVIN1919S ELAULAUD 126D
nsuandaesinaiinuuazaisveulanoanladnigle
40176199 IUKNUNITNAGDILUY 2x4 Factorial in
RCBD (4 %1) wansmaaaswuin n1sugndnanield
nadanstuuudenaduwieiidedu nslidend
FAMAVAIUTININ TINTIT28EN1TIR LA ULAVDIAU
rudutedofidmarienisUanUdosfmdeunszan
Tumsveaesiidefusiumideiunse Ainsle
Juiafisruiudindanin 100% Tuszozddaias
wagszuziuy dnsvanUaesfaduoonunsy
fign 961 0.60 uAz 0.57 gCHmM?d " vz N1
Uanudosfiefiinugaiignogluszazdiunnnouay
svozaarodlunssuiiamuay diunssudsidnigle
Jenfidatududanim 100% vesilefunmeuusiu
Tuswert i wios Smmanaeefiwanfueulaeenlas
onINANTigRTlAN 1.05 gCOm°d " daumaaTayiule
v0s819mudn i edusumiderunsedi innsld
Joaisauiuaudinin dnavilinnugeas iy

navawrudMgnInlefunseUuTItegeitdud gy
N19@d# (P<0.05)

AdALY: M9EaUNTEIN A1UTININ 1lohu

378ENITRIYHULAVDIU7
AN

n1sugnddngnszydndudiuni sves
avslunsUdesigseunseaniiinannnseyin
vosuywd Weosanauvgndndndngidunisdans

WILUUT (Submerged soil) wagvinliAnaniwls

48

M5ANSIVYLATFNASUIVINITNYAS 37(2): 47-59

91n1A Fafinaneausivesfusindainisuandaos
feFaunszan (Aumtong, 2018) AATIYITUNUINEY
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WazaLLi annisUanUa oe CO, uag CHy 1NAU
1n13nanifan1svanla s 1913 9uNIEANAINAIA
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texture) 1neAs Hydrometer method (Onthong, 2012)
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Soluble Carbon (WSC) (Ghani et al., 2003) Hot
Water Soluble Carbon (HWSC)(Fynn et al., 2003)
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As1gvilaenisananle Bray Il WU lUnmund
1neT5§v93 Murphy-Riley hag e 1ua 1628
Spectrophotometer (Watanabe and Olsen, 1962)
UTunalnwuvaideon whatdeon waziuniigou
finaniudeule (Exchangeable K, Ca uaz Mg) 1ae33
Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer (Onthong, 2012)
NTIATIERAUTRVDIAIUTININ NISIATYL
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YUIALANLALIDUHIUATUNTIVUIA 0.25 U3, F1%SU
audRvesaudanmildlunsneassaded Tauds
il Apudunse-sa (pH) 8.79 AUNUIHUUTH
0.58 NSw/aus. ANsUIRN 0.22 Hadd Luus /o
Usinaumleanesadifudsslovd Usunalnunadeu
wraen wazuundideuiivandeuls a1 166.97,
77.85, 14.83 waz 10.36 Un./NN. AUAIHU

s ualeg19i 191935 Closed static
chamber method TagiAudiagraf1gnield ms
Ugndn3 5 svee loun szezunnne (Tillering stage)
svuzd1Ratios (Booting stage) sxuzd198enaen
(Flowering) wagsvezy 1us (Milky) Tneldna o
Acrylic Tu1A 35x35x100 @3, (NI19x81Ixg9) ATBU
AUt viasiiusaegneialugaaa 09.00-11.00 1.
PimeiAvlaluiinszdmusinativdeunszan
fim CO,, CH, ﬁgﬂﬂamﬁaammﬂﬁu Tneldia3og
Gas Chromatography (GC) wazanamnslaniaes
fatiulazasveulaeenlen (Emission potential, E)
1nelgi5n15984 Saengjan et al. (2015) fAgaunT

E = {CxVbx (Mw/Mv) x 273.2/

(273.2 + T)} x (1,000/5)
dlo B = misUanUdesfng CH, way CO,
(gCH,m?d ™ wag ¢CO,m™d™?)

C = ANULNTUVBINE CH, (umole mole™)
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Vb USinwsvarianinslunaaaiuing (m?)

Mw = vndnlnanavesfing CH, 16.123 g

mole wag CO, 44.01 ¢ mole™
Mv = USumsluanavesing CH, wae
CO, 22.41x10° m?
T = aampdl (°0)
n1seseiveya laeliasievinanieadia
szu19n1slandanenig CO,, CH, NUSEUENIS
wigiulavesd ineldiad oaflodiasiziuuy
Factorial in RCBD 7 szauaa1uud 037w 95% uay
AnwanudunussEninansuandasaing CO,, CH,
LLazmmqwaaﬁﬁnﬁmq 45, 60, 80 wag 100 Ju
swdssaunsuannevestluofusumie
Junseuaziiefunsetusau 1ne3s Pearson Tag
YnauerduUszans anduwus (Correlation

coefficient, r)
NaN15398

AuUANI9LANYDIAUNDUNITNAADY
fuitldlunisnaasaduiusrumdeivy
i eRazAuneUEsu Jadlanuuandirsiulugn
Snunsiilofuuazaugauauysivesiuidiase
n19R3Laulavestn nan1Tesgnuandang

wilndAyuesiunounsnnaed uanslilu Table 1

Table 1 Soil chemical properties before experiment.

Soil texture pH SOM SOC Avail. P K Ca Mg WSC  HWSC
(%) (%) mg/kg
Sandy clay loam 6.95 2.29 1.33 31.68 89 1,702 74 8 126
Loamy sand 7.09 0.05 0.03 23.30 118 2,325 845 18 86
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nantsUassfiglivmunazaisvaulaeanladain
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11egluszuzunnne YR SEEY0ONADN LAY
svaviiuy wuitmsUaavdesieiimuvesi ey
swwdevunssludnszezianne syezoonnen
Lagszozinuy flen 0.61, 0.70 wag 0.60 gCHymM?d™
Fasninierunseuuiiu dandleRuiaesiidnng
Tateiniiuazaudinim wuinnssdsnsinsliend
sufugugannlusverdadaiesinsvanses
frwilimuoonsnfian fien 0.66 gCHm?d " deinin
nssuATeuANDgiltudAyn1eada (P<0.01) ilo
finsanufduiusssriadeutunisladeiniuay
fudinn nudndenusrumiounseidnngld
Juiafisaufudimdanin 100% Tuszezdiaias
warszezUuy fnnsUanddesfeilmusenuisi
fian fA1 0.60 waz 0.57 CHm2d! Snsfadinns
Uasdosinafinugeigaluszeozinunnnouassves
é?aﬁaﬂumm%’%muﬂmaqauﬁaumﬁmﬂumwEJLLag
n35uAsATnslEdeind 100% lufunsieuusau
1A 0.84 gCHym?d™ e uuansisniueg sl dudAgy
N19@d# (P<0.01) (Table 2)
drunislantassiigaisvoulasenlaa
wud i efus i saunstednisdanda oe
afvoulneenladinfianlussssdndaionas ey
iy drudefuisassiidnisldd sinduazdu
Fanm wunssuAsATnsTieind 50% $afud
F2anm 100% sinsvanUaeenwa1s veulasonlem
ponIATigaluszzdnuanne fen 8.63 gCOm?d’
waznsnAsifinslieindsniudmdanim 100%
finsvanvaseiwasusulaoenluseenudiiian
Tudiszeviaioarsvoziiuy A1 5.26 uaz

14.24 gCO,m2d! wagdAmuULANA19A UD Y 19l

HodAyneadd (P<0.01) WeRiasanufdusiug
seviadleAusunisladeiniuazdudanin wud
nynAsfiimsliendismiudwuinm 100% veuie
funevuinilussesdndwesdmsandosiing
afusilavonludoonindian 1an 1.05 gCOm2d
wazlanuaseAnsarsusulasenleseanungsiian
TunssaAsAdnsla et 1009 luszerdneonnen den
51.73 gCO,m?d! Inedimnuunnsinanuee9ldedn gy
MeEdd (P<0.01) (Table 2)

n1sRsyiulaveItg
nsasivlnvestnlusuaugeifing
Famstuvudenaduuialaelfus e
(C) uagRuns1eUusI (C2) nuinileAusumien
Junsreduariliaiiugevesdud1innyi9ey
(20-100 1) qquwL{":aﬁumwﬂui"auasjwqa‘jﬁfaﬁﬁay
N19aif (P<0.05) 1l o a5y fduwus szning
eAunarnisldyeindsauduaiudanin nui
WoRusmmdsrunselunssudsiinislavend
50% AINAITLATIZUAUINAUAIUTININ 100%
(CF50%+BC100%) fiAnugesugsiigaiiiodnieng
20, 60 Uaz 100 U dA1 15.75+1.71, 81+9.56 uag
123+9.45 3. udIfU uaznssAsasinisladeiad
100% MIUAIILATIZUAUTINAVAIUTININ 100%
(CF100%-+BC100%) fiaugesugedianiiadnien
45, 50 wag 80 U dAN 69.5+6.08, 74.25+4.57 uag
108.75+11.09 @4l MUA1GU LazdAULANFAI99E1S
ded1Agyn19add (P<0.05) (Figure 1) LasLi o
vt wlunsaAs AT melateest 50% suATiiaszi
AUIINAVAIUTININ 100% (CF50%+BC100%)
faugefugafigaidotiieny 20, 50, 60 uaw
80 Tu A1 14.25+1.71,59.5+1.29, 62+0.82 ke
83.75+7.41 %y, AUAIFU warnIsuIsATnasld

Joipll 100% A1UAIIATIARUIINAUEIUTININ
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100% (CF100%+BC100%) fimnugsiugeiian dodm
919 45 Ju dA1 56.25+4.19 @3, UazllAULANG1
pg19ltpdAYNI9adA (P<0.05) (Figure 2)
maesvlavestnludunisuannede
41797¢ 100 Fu %qagﬂuiwmfmm wuinilefusiu
wilerunsne (C1) dnsunnnevestnagadfigaly
nysuisRannslaeiadl 100% aue1iiaszviay
3UAUAIUTININ 100% (CF100%+BC100%) i
AaAY 9.25 Ne/NsEnNe FoeadNIAD NIsATTTNNS
Tadewndl 50% AUAIIATIERANTINAUAILTININ
100% (CF50%+BC100%) i1A1 9 N8/NT¥079 Wagidl
ALLANANNEY WHTEEAYNERR (P<0.05) (Table 3)
Wefiansan Correlation (Pearson) Lﬁ"aa
ANMNFUNUSTENINSUanUase g CH,, CO, NU
mmqmazﬁi’maumﬂmﬂﬂaﬁuaﬁﬂﬂuﬁaﬁuiw
weadunsiy (C1) wuiinisuanvane CH, o
avduiusManTatuANLgUeItaTiony 45 fu
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(syezunnneg) waveny 80 U (S¥E¥apnABn) WANTT
UanUdes CH, iflanduiusninsaiuanugaves
Iiteny 60 Fu (szuzdavies) waz 100 Tu (szoy
duy) sadedrurunisuanne daunislaniaes
CO, wuhilanduiusmanssiuanugauesinieny
100 §u (szzium) Tufsmsuannevestiegied
Hed1Aynisaia (P<0.05) druileAunseusau
(C2) nuinn1suanlany CH, Sandunusn1amsenu
ANNgIUeIT 1T 01g 100 Fu (szozium) sauds
TIUIUNITUANNE WA n1sUanUa oy CH, Lud
andusiusniansatuaugevestiafieny 80 Ju
(szygopannen) diunisvanlany CO, WU
andusiusniansatuaugeuestiafieny 80 Ju
(szuyponmen) Lan1suanuasey CO, lufandunus
mansafuAugaueatnafieny 45 Su (szuzuanne)
ST IUIUNITUANNDYDIT DY N TBd 1A N9
&l (P<0.05) (Table 4)
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Table 2 Greenhouse gas emissions of growing stages of rice under alternate wetting and drying management

Treatment Gas emission

CH, (§CH,m2d™) CO, (gCO,m>d™)

Tillering Booting  Flowering  Milky Tillering Booting  Flowering  Milky

A: Soil texture (n=16)

Cc1 0.61b 0.70a 0.70b 0.60b 14.35b 10.60a 33.14b 17.01a
C2 0.81a 0.69b 0.75a 0.64a 15.16a 7.01b 36.76a 14.59b
F-test A *% *% *% *% * *% *% *%

B: Fertilizer and biochar (n=4)

651 (2)LE UOISUIXT 19 YdIeasay 'Sy JO \euinor

Control (no CF) 0.43c 0.73a 0.73a 0.62b 19.79a 8.07b 19.45d 15.13b
CF 100% 0.81a 0.71b 0.70b 0.61c 15.16b 15.01a 48.47a 18.63a
CF 50% + BC 100% 0.80a 0.66d 0.73a 0.62b 8.63c 6.87c 30.09¢ 15.18b
CF 100% + BC100% 0.79b 0.67c 0.72a 0.63a 15.43b 5.26d 41.77b 14.24c
F-test B *% *% *% *% *% *% %% *%
AxB (n=4)

C1 Control (no CF) 0.65d 0.84a 0.68e 0.65b 17.32c 9.0b 13.53¢ 14.03c
C1 CF 100% 0.78c 0.73b 0.67e 0.58ef 17.35¢ 14.88a 45.21b 20.81a
C1 CF50% + BC100% 0.78c 0.62d 0.71d 0.60d 2.79¢g 9.04b 28.62e l6.44b
C1 CF100% + BC100% 0.81b 0.60e 0.72cd 0.57f 19.94b 9.47b 45.20b 16.74b
C2 Control (no CF) 0.81b 0.62d 0.78a 0.59de 22.26a 7.14c 25.38f 16.24b
C2 CF 100% 0.84a 0.69¢ 0.72cd 0.63c 12.98e 15.13a 51.73a 16.46b
C2 CF50% + BC100% 0.83a 0.70c 0.75b 0.65b 14.47d 4.71d 31.57d 13.93c
C2 CF100% + BC100% 0.77c 0.74b 0.73c 0.70a 10.92f 1.05e 38.35¢ 11.75d
F-test AxB o *% *x *x - - *% .
CV (%) 1.06 1.08 1.04 1.2 5.48 9.19 2.32 512

CF: chemical fertilizer; BC: biochar; C1: Sandy clay loam; C2: Loamy sand
Different letters in a column indicate significance difference among treatment. ns = no significant, * P<0.05, ** P<0.01
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Rice height (cm.)
150

100

k3
k3
k3 * *
o _MEER

20Day 45Day 50Day 60Day 80Day 100Day

5

o

Rice height (cm.)

Sandy clay loam (C1)
Bl Control g CF 100% g CF50% + BC100% mm CF100% + BC100%

Figure 1 Rice's height at aged 20-100 days from sandy clay loam (C1)

Mean values + standard deviations within each graph were significantly (P<0.05).

Rice height (ecm.)
150

100

*
k3
* * *
0 ain

200Day 4 5Day 50Day 60Day 800ay 100Day

5

o

Rice height (cm.)

Loamy sand (C2)
Bl Control g CF 100% g CF50% + BC100% pg CF100% + BC100%

Figure 2 Rice 's height at aged 20-100 days in soil texture of loamy sand (C2)

Mean values+standard deviations within each graph were significantly (P<0.05).
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Table 3 Number of tillering of rice at 100 days

Tillering Soil Treatment F-test cv
texture  Control CF CF50% CF 100% (%)
100%  +BC 100% +BC100%
Number of tillering C1 3.25 cd 7.75 a 9.00 a 9.25 a * 18.3
(tillers/pot) 2 2.00d 4.50 bc 4.50 bc 6.00 b

CF: chemical fertilizer; BC: biochar; C1, sandy clay loam: C2, Loamy sand
Different letters in a column indicate significance difference among treatment. ns = no significant, * P<0.05

Table 4 The Pearson Correlation (r) between gas emission and rice height, number of tillering

r Sandy clay loam (C1) Loamy sand (C2)
45day 60day 80day 100day Tillering 45day 60day 80day 100day Tillering
CHq 0.727 -0.828 0.686 -0.819 -0.789  -0.147 0.196 -0.718 0.555  0.843
p-value 0.001 0.000 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.587 0.467 0.002 0.026  0.000
Co, -0.062 0.152 0.257 0.523 0.506  -0.824 0.037 0526 -0.334 -0.642
pvalue 0.819 0.575 0.336 0.038 0.045 0.000 0.892 0.037 0.207  0.008
35aiNan1INY oAb e dauduil il edvazidsnaziinig

Asnaaesd wui1adev duadonts
Uanuaesfwiseunszannielinisugnd1id
nsdansiuuudenaduuiadaudunislidend
wazeudinmileguatedade il

ey nmmasssinuidunsedusu
3efud oneufinisuanddosfiegandifiuiay
wileunneviodudoanden ndnie Auiifide
fungrunieidudui feunialugasddnsinig
Uanudesfnegeninduiifiteruasben siadidosn
Aunlone1uivsinuvestasinesewinseyniaiy
walvgjegunn vilbainsuninseaesugesinely

AudngsinuazunsiufnidanieiiAuwainug

UanUdesfweenunmninduienen iosainiu
\ieaBunilderineuuindn MsunsnsEateLaYns
swsvesimdululadiuazennnin (Srisurat, 2009)
A9AARBINU Saengjan et al. (2015); Sriboottha and
Saengian (2002) 1UYA U4y 3% Bl uf wniden
UanUaesfeiimueenuilasiniifuleosadadu
Ausau Wi medusiidloneuuesiverinsewing
dnAulvgrlsfefmuiiiniugnlanddesesnin
1adne

szazn1sis giiulnvesd1a nsvaaeail
nuIluszeruannoni aog U1IUsENI 35-50 TuU
f§ns1nsUanvUdesfinedinugiign denadesiy

Sampanpanish and Ruensuk (2013) ﬁwudﬂﬁuﬁ:i’h’a

55



wazviinvaseiinasonisuantassinglinu Lagny
nsUanvaesfiieilmuunni galuszedauanne
WuLieafun1sAneives Satpathy et al. (1997) 7
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