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Abstract

Effective water and nutrient management are crucial for successful rice cultivation, substantially impacting
plant growth, yield and resource efficiency. The present study examined the effects of planting methods (direct
seeding and transplanting) and fertilizer levels (recommended rate at 75.94 kg N ha™, half of the recommended
rate and no fertilizer) on RD43 rice and evaluated the AquaCrop model's ability to simulate rice responses to soil
fertility stress. The model was calibrated using data from pot-based experiments with varying planting methods
and fertilizer applications. Results showed that planting methods and soil fertility significantly affected rice biomass,
yield and water use. The AquaCrop model effectively simulated planting methods and performed well under high
fertility, but underestimated the impact of nutrient deficiency. This study improves the reliability of the AquaCrop
model for use with Thai rice cultivars.
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(1) ﬁuﬁdmﬁum‘uaﬂizmu (irrigated lowland) (2) Wunau
\wATUEY (rain-fed lowland) (3) ufitiviauds (lood
prone) uaz (4) fufinou (upland) Auflundivesinedau
T duiufiqunuasinudmandedndudslunsanm
gionelasanizagneBaiuaniny lumsiungndm
uenIINMITANsT vzauLd Safesdinnsdanissg
omnslidanuduiusfuanugauauysalvosiui ol
nanAniiaviasinauazauam

Tutlaqou aulvefimsldlaguaguninanniu nisiden
FuUsgmuoimslagianizussanaisivlemse fadu
A938u (Thadamatakul et al, 2021) F1aug nva3 1Ju
mudonveangufuilaaiideanisauiminuagsae
wwmu aiusiidugnuanssrinadnadengwssnngs
fudiuganssnys 1 Sdnuamdu Ao engmaiuifedy
(95 3u) Tulmevieuas wazdunulrunatsaslsalulvd
wazind onszlandunia (Nagprachaya et al, 2017)
fusumuiaianglaai gntesisa (rapidly available
slucose) #in AduitmTa (glycemic index) luszdudau
na19ABUTI9HT (Vasusans et al, 2017) Sawsi 13 UG
na3 Wumadendiunaulavesnynang uwidmaneiugids
Aoutabml f91e9un1sAinwdndalaglRnzAunITInis
‘fﬂLLazﬁmmmi sudansUssiiivanssougdmiunisg
avinsugnity

n1381809n15Ug N A I8RUUTIaRIRBNRnes Ty
wiaadleddydmsufnuinsgienuduiusidudouves
flufuiiadouindourianu 1 wagniaInNIf HAN1IINADY
anumsalifudoyadfyiitisananuidsslunisdnauls
NMIEANIINISNEAT TaganunsonageuandiEiiionns
Usunsdnnisimnzugnanutadesing q flenadsuutadly
(Phimchaisai and Kositsakulchai, 2023)
Tudseindlve dnsfnwwazUszenduuudiaanisugnity
111N 30 U (Kositsakulchai et al., 2007) 51847113
THukuuaeaivdmsut1InaIeuUTNaee 919 DSSAT
(Pannangpetch et al.,, 1991; Mankeb, 1993; Marled and
Kositsakulchai, 2021), ORYZA (Wikarmpapraharn and
Kositsakulchai, 2010), SWAP (Kositsakulchai et al., 2007),
SWAT (Phimchaisai and Kositsakulchai, 2023), SWAT+
(Kakarndee and Kositsakulchai, 2020, 2023)

wuus1ans AquaCrop Ludnuuudtaewisfiaunga
Fraesnisiiulaiviaznand i nevauesse enisldi
(Steduto et al., 2009) WUUT AR ENAL RaTIHELNT A
DIANITOIMITHAS NI TN YA TUVIENUTZINYIR 1T 0 FAO
(Raes et al., 2009) Wil Steduto et al. (2012) léuugtile
Wlumsdssliunananiinouauesoimaunidiniseaia

Tuaunan

fdualng Doorenbos and Kassam (1979) wuud1aoaildl

dwdnsoruglidldnude dosnisteyaiugldunu
a1unsadiaesnalied19undede (Hsiao et al, 2009)
fausfi1 wuusass AquaCrop M suanuieuiiatuuasd
F89uMsANYIR oUTuBuNSTwmeswagnnaeunis
POUALEIBIHANANRBLALS 91T (Amir et al,, 2014;
Amiri, 2016; Akumaga et al, 2017) iilesarnfunuuiass
firoudndlntisdsenunsdnvinieldanmuindesly
Yszmalnegluuinidnuazdlinuseaunisuiuiioy
W13 4085 W YVeINus T13tne (Plengwuttikrai and
Kositsakulchai, 2020)

i TedJunisusaduanssourveswuudiaes
AquaCrop Tun591a8N1INoUALBIYRIT1INUT NV43 o
ANNgANANYTvesaY tnsUTuiisuluuItaesiudeya
nsUgninmaaedludsieiugnuuuninuhmuasiuy
Uneh Tuanmanugavauysaivesiuianstuanuium
nslddendl

2 gunsniuazitnis

2.1 msugnirmmaed
ao1ufl: n1sUand1meanetl Aliun1snulaaneasy

U

AIAIYIFINTIUYAUTENIU UNNINSISBLNYATANERNS INE
LANILNILEY 9.uAsUgH (latitude 14°02'12.40 N,
longitude 99°57'41.90" E) (Figure 1)

uHuN1sNaaasariadefidnm: 1NN TNARBILUY
guauysal (Completely Randomized Design: CRD) 1a
JavEniuudiuuurianeiiea 2x3 (2x3 Factorial in CRD) &4
fitlasuiidnueid:

1. 999835n13Ugn (planting methods): &1 2 35 laun
A5 1uIRY (wet direct sowing: WS) wag n1sdnan
(transplanting: TP)

2. YaduseauAugANanysaivesauy (soil fertility
levels): fmualasnisladewnd 3 szdu fil

- N1 (@nguuzin): Tddeauduuginvensuivins
1Nwn3 (Department of Agriculture, 2004) wusld 2 adq
Wil asadt 1 (20 Tunaugn-20 days after planting,
DAP20): Tdlaiasigns 15-15-15 8031 35 kg rai " (e uil
1.72 ¢ pot™ w39 218.75 kg ha™) Assdl 2 (40 Yundsgn-
DAP40): T einiigns 46-0-0 8m31 15 kg rai" (Wiguii
0.7 ¢ pot™ w3a 93.75 ke ha') Usunadlulmsiauavaai
412lasulusgau N1 Ao 75.94 kg N ha™ (Awaadann (0.15
x 218.75) + (0.46 x 93.75)

- N2 (p3adnsuuzi): Tadeludnuamieniu N1 (us
1d 2 Afsnudaananfeatu) uildssdunauvesdsud
axasaiies 50% vosdnsuuzh Uinalulasiautuaii
g1lesuluseau N2 fie 38.13 kg N ha'
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- N3 (ldldde): Tifinvsladewnsinaannisvaaes
TIUIULILATUUILNAADL: WA AN ALUUR WAL

(combination of factor levels) fisuau 3 61 (replications)
AeviayanIsmaas nsnpaesiisiunssum 2 YANT
NAaeInsouiu lngurasyan1vnaeiUsznounle 18
dgnaaas (f9Ugn) (AN 2 35Ugn x 3 szaude x
361 =18 fasiayn) Faru Fedivilvaanssuioau 36 &
Ugn masannvnaes (18 dadeyn x 2 YNsMAae)

Legend 1:1,000
® weatner staton
(27| — o

s
Coordinate System: GCS.
1984

0015 003 Horizontal: WGS1

0.06 Kilometers

Figure 1 Location of experimental field at Kasetsart
University, Kamphaeng Saen Campus, Nakhon Pathom.
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msfansgndnalumhevaass: mapassiliiniug
nu43 #‘fqﬂqﬂiuﬁqwmaﬁﬂmﬁmﬁ'w (vuAndng 28 cm,
©17 28 cm Wazg 35 cm) Tnusazdsussyauitldlunis
NAadliilA11899INAUGY 20 cm AABATEEELIAINT
naaes dnsmunuuazinwseduidslitanugensd
Uszanas 5 cm ooy eliuladndudnlaivszau
amznAth

nsfuiunsdgniseanden fail A3nsmdiiuem
(ws) Fulagvimsminumdniusin nva3 Taasaduds
naaedluiuil 13 Squieu wa. 2562 da 38nsiingl (TP)
Sulasviinsinzadaiugdn nva3 ilewieudundly
wdaseyuialufudl 13 dquisu na. 2562 wdaandy
iodundnfiongasu 20 Ju Fedredunduninaduds
NARADS

mafuimandnvesinaadiimaUgn Isudums
wioniluiud 4 nanau wa. 2562

nsiusausandaya: lunsvaasalddnisiiusius
Toyalufueeg o

1. Yoyan1agndoningt nsrainogieseiiesiie
\n30anT299 1M AATLITR (automatic weather station) &

24

ﬁﬂﬁ’;ﬂaij W UTIUWUAIMARBINABAY9N1TUgN (1A
WOWAIAL-AAIAY W.A.2562) (Rauandlu Figure 2) sz’fa:g,aﬁ
Suiinuszneudae Usinadilusieiu gamgiigeaa-sign
Used1iu anuisiauad e Usunusiduatening uwas
AuTUdTSade

2. foyaantivesiu lfannsiiudegefuiilivan
Frludmeaeniioiiddinneiautinisnienneaziad
U WU UANITUFHINGT AMLLNYAT NTWNILAY
UNINEIABLNYATAIERT UTznaume

-dadquounianu (particle fraction): Usenaunie
918 : neuts : Aunded Tudadiu 84% : 14.9% : 0.3%

- AUNUILUUTINTO9RU (bulk density): 1.94 g cm”

- audfvostinludiu (soil water properties) laun A1
n1svuvesd uluaning usa (saturated hydraulic
conductivity: Ksat), Vs ludulnedsunns
(volumetric water content: WC) 7' 4,08 11# 24 281111
(saturation: SAT), 7aud uvausenu (feld capacity:
FO), LLazﬁagmﬁmmeﬁ (permanent wilting point: PWP)

3. Joyaviinahuazmsliheesdnn dnmstufindeya
ynTuaan 7.00 u. Usznousae Usinanheausenudls
(irrigation water applied) Fatufinusmanhfiruaduus
azdmaasaiiemunuuarinussduinddlifiarugead
Uszurm 5 cmind o adu warn13ldueeednn
(rice consumptive use of water) Useiluwdusietuain
izé‘w’uﬁwﬁamaﬂuLLﬁazﬁqdauﬁasﬁms@uﬁmé’uzﬂ'ssﬁuﬁ
fvun TnefetUsinanhitanad fe Usinansldhves
%17 (rice evapotranspiration) Tuun a3y 117 04311
m’awmaaqlﬁfﬂ"wLﬁumﬂuﬁ’wqﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁmiqaﬁaﬁwmﬂﬂﬁ
Fuasau

4. foyaiannnisvestilannnisdaunauazrfudinssey
W3 drdyang 4 veada Tasuainiuisuugn
(day after planting: DAP) lawn sz8z0n (emergence),
seygnildaganean (panicle initiation), sz8zpanaen
(anthesis) LLaziwxquﬁmﬂa?Sﬁwm (physiological
maturity)

5. doyadunauaznandn dndunisifiodgnuinis
a3svinen 39ldifuseswesdiumilonutmun aanty
duenesrusznovesndu diulu ddu wagsae ving
Fafwiinanvewusaresiusznou udnilveulugeumunu
gamgfifl 75°C 1duinan 48 hr (Suwanwong, 2004) Lile
Siasizimthuinutweanan (dry-grain vield) waz
Yamdnust1wesfaunadiuniedu (dry above-ground
biomass)
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Temperature (°C) & Rainfall {mm)
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Figure 2 Daily meteorological data at the experimental field (May 24, 2019-October 15, 2019).

2.2 mae3esuuuiIass AquaCrop

nsAnuilalduuusians AquaCrop version 7.0 kite
§188IN15AULALATNITAOUAUDIVDIT1IN UG NV43 B
YJadesne 9 nisinigudeyadididimsuiuuinaes
Usznausae & dauvdn il

Foyaan1ngide1nie (Section Climate) Usznauniy
Uiy (rainfall-nid PLU) uaz qmugﬁﬁwqmmsqqqm
(minimum and maximum temperature—lWa. Tnx) Tsﬁﬁaaﬂa
e funnietemsnemasAluiRfinans a uwamnans
USinaunsl4tignsds (reference evapotranspiration-wi.
ETo) AuIun 2835 FAO Penman-Monteith (Allen et al.,
1998) ndayaii n3293Ra1nLA3 09M5I901N AS AT
Auudurasmsueulneanledtuusssnaliliddeya
mmgwuﬁmw%ammmﬁaaq AguaCrop (GlobalAverage.
CO2)

doyaiis (Section Crop) WlnldmsfinesiFusudmiu
117u1d2u (lowland %39 paddy rice) ¥99 AquaCrop
(PaddyRiceGDD.CRO) Fadumsiinesivdmsusianinis
nsEulanasinuNMsNgsIemiiegumgiiazeay (Growing
Degree Day: GDD %38 Heat Unit) n15Usun1sniitnasiies
Ifsumimesudauld sunisusuand esduii ol
donndeItuANYEYaIt UG NU43 uaganmn1sUgnan
M3NAand AN AMUNUILLLYBIRULTT (Plant density =
382 plants m2 A1%uUA21n 30 AUADEIVUIN 784 cm2)
yuraituiluunaauAududu (initial canopy cover: CCo,
WS=1 cm?/plant, TP=2.5 cm?/plant)

foyafiu (Section Soil) fuualiilefudufusiuy
n318 Inedredentvd SandLoam.SOL Fuirluwuustass
1 2 layers #9i Fuduvunul 0.20 m (PWP=20.0%,
FC=37.0%, SAT=48.3%, Ksat=1466.4 mm day") uagfu

Fuanamun 0.01 m @uvAvesirlui uduasdiulng
wileufuRutuuy uifmunalien Ksat=0 mm day” e
Fraeedan1av Ui Ui W fin1sFud nasdiu (deep
percolation)

To3an139AN15LN1EUq N (Section Management)
Usznausme

- msdansiilundas (Field Management) AMUUAIIY
g9fuu (Bund height) 137 0.15 m (15 cm) Gaaemnndasiu
mwgeeeudsduindemiossiuiofu

-n159An15vaUsEnIU (Imigation Management) 14/
FBnnslithuuuasiiuzina 50 mm ynafuieszduiiluds
anasumaenudnidanieffuiios 10 mm Tngld
mmsﬁﬁmaamsﬁaamsmwﬂgﬂ

- 153 AN1sAIINE ANANY T vea U (Fertility
Managerent) fvuaiii aliuuusiassaunsasiasinig
novAUBIIBITIIRDIEUANLgALANYTRIYRIAUTIUANANS
fu (N1, N2, N3) sududesinisusuiisusesuanuasen
INAIRANENYIAIVBIAY (Soll fertility stress levels) Tu
AquaCrop Waenadasiuusinalulasiauililuudasnia
wuddglunmaaeaie

2.3 mMsUSUIEUMITIUmD UANI1TTIAINTTHANT T2

N32UIUNISUT UL HUNISITLADS UDILUUTIA D
ﬁWLﬁuﬂﬂﬁLﬂu%umauwﬁﬂﬂ il

1. nsuszunuedamadudneniw (potential
biomass: BMx) 31nn331aasn1siasaysiivlavesinaiug nu
43 luanzauysaluuui delddanuasenaindade
windoulaq (non-stressed conditions) Lt oUszLANT
wagegeiiivansandald BM) dmiuTEmswituthe
(WS) wan1sd1aeliian BMx=15,131 kg ha d1m5u38n19
tnen (TP) wan1s91aesliA BMx=16,139 kg ha™
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2. MImuadadiuaduivsuaznsUsuiisuns
MBUAUBINDAIIUANANY TAIYDIAY L?mmﬁﬁwsﬁayja
dminganauianieauiildannnismaasvesusiaznin
Lus (N1, N2, N3) uauaadadudiuiaduims
(relative biomass) TneLUT UL o UAUAT BMx U931L61 8%
Tnsugn Folamasl

-8 WS N1=499%, N2=30%, N3=12% (euiu BMx
99 WS)

- 35 TP: N1=38%, N2=25%, N3=11% (1figufiu BMx
994 TP)

9Nty shnsUsusfnnsiineslusuusiass AquaCrop
AruANNINOUALBIYDITYABANNIATEAINA LA
auqsm‘ﬁuaqcﬁu (soil fertility stress response) Taela dn
dadndunaduimsvesvidaiud N3 (nduitliflas) deien
tovflan 1uandsdedmivannzanuiaion (iFeldug
a19v09nIMNISHOUEWY) (Figure 3)

3. NN3§198E NI AITIMUAKATNIATIVEBUADY
LU UEIVDILUUTIADY AT UNITREITINUTULT 81U
wisfneiMiAsadostuanugauauysalvesiuouses
uda Jeliunsdnasanisiasyiivlalaznanantnid1msu
yIniuinaL (nanfe i 2 3BnsUgn x 3 seRuAa
g ANANY T VB IAU) YINad NS LA a1nuuusians
(19U Handnd 1A enuite, Taunawmi efustanun) 1
L"LJ%‘EJ‘ULﬁEJ‘ULLa3’3Lﬂi’lzﬁﬁusﬁlmﬁaﬁﬁi’m’?ﬂiﬁﬂ%‘w’mﬂ’]i
naass lney wiunisuszduadnuwduglunisiiung
nanandudrfgludrduusn

4. anwagreInszvaunsusuisuldunisaudunis
WUUUSULA R I8R WD A IMa18AS s (manual and
iterative process) AUNIMHANTINABILIANUADAARD I
Yoyannmseassluseduiivimela losanludagiu
wuusaes AquaCrop §eliifinalnudeindesiodmsunis
Usugumdnesuuusnlul®@ (automated calibration

tools)

26

Calibration soil fertility stress =

no water stress

Stressed field

sol fertitly stress.

Reference field
not stressed

|
observations
relative biomass

100 %_..4,,.®B~onuﬂwoduc(m ........... very poor v 112 Q%

cCx

S5 [E]s

@ Maximum Canopy Cover |strongly reduced

absent ... Canopy decline in season......... medium ...
calibration
Start
X Cancel

Figure 3 Calibration of AquaCrop parameters in response
to soil fertility stress.

3 Wawkaziansal

3.1 msUgnneaestia nva3
nsnnaesidunsAnvuuuassiiadeiiiednwnaves
Femsvgn (Maiudiag (WS uag msding [TP) uas
sgAuAugaNaNYTaluesAu (N1, N2, N3) seuiunaduna
@1uLuil 06 U (above-ground biomass) WAKA ALNARA
F19 U onusts (dry grain yield) wazusu1ansie i
(evapotranspiration [ET]) ¥e3913Wug nv43 (Table 1)
HANITILATIETANLUTUTIULUUAD NG (Two-way
ANOVA) (Kutner et al., 2005) Tagldlusunsa R (R Core
Team, 2024) waaslALiug Vfﬁﬁmiﬂqmmxqum
auysalvesiudnanadiuiaegnddediAny (K1, 30) =
10.98, p < 0.01; F(2, 30) = 216.68, p < 0.01 MudFU) 2
1J’JaLagEJ‘(JENﬂ’]SUQﬂLLUUMjWUﬁﬂmJQQﬂ’i’m’Iiﬁﬂﬁ'lafj’mfl
WeogAg (WS (50.16 g pot™) > TP (45.15 g pot ™), p <
0.01) duanugauanysalvesAulnatinaewiltud Ay
(N1 (60.29 g pot)>N2 (36.00 g pot)>N3 (14.81 g pot™),
p < 0.01) Ufduiusiififeddnysnianstadoiveiinug
vosnmgeananysalredasnatuuandstulumuisnng
Uan (F(2, 30) = 3.52, p < 0.05)
dwiunandn wui meaesdedeinarenandnd1iegng
HiledAry (F(1, 30) = 6.44, p < 0.05 uay F(2, 30) = 97.27,
p < 0.01 muddv) FUgnuuumiunslinandnadegs
ni1n1sUnaneg el dedAsy (WS (19.11 g pot™) > TP
(16.41 g pot™, p < 0.05) @ruAIUYANANYTIVDIAUTNA
nonandnogailued1Aty (N1 (24.61 g pot™) > N2 (16.38
g pot’) > N3 (6.53 g pot’, p < 0.01) ldwunansznuain
Ufjdusius (F(2, 30) = 2.08, p > 0.05)
dmsunisldunvesdia (ET) sHeanstadoiinaet1ed
Waddysa ET wulfeatu (F(1, 30) = 10.247, p < 0.01;
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F(2, 30) = 171.093, p < 0.01 MWa16U) ET 999350199974
dnsgeninnistndesediednda (WS (513.48 mm) >
TP (489.16 mm), p < 0.01) SEAUAURANANYTAIVBIAL]
naog19litdAysio ET (N1 (618.6 mm) > N2 (529.7 mm)
> N3 (444.5 mm), p < 0.01) InefiufduiusAfvsddy
§ WU ET (F(2, 30) = 4.705, p < 0.05) FeUadimavese
gavaNysaiRe ET tuuandafluanuiBmsugn

32 masudisumsidinesivamsuiniug nvd3
wsfimesivildluuuusiass AquaCrop dwsuns
9180979190 ug nv43 LATUN13IUTINRATUS UL BUAIAS
wansswazidenly Table 2 lnewisdwosnardanse
wiseoniduasangumdn liun (A) msdimesitisadastu

nsasyifulanaziauinisinealuvesiiy way (B)
wiiinesinruaunsoUaLsIYeITivioALLATEA
\esmnanugauanysaivediu

nsruIunsUTuisunisfiwes s uduainnsldan
1MsgIU (default values) ifioglunuudiass aansuds
Usuudrmanilnsendedoyaiildannisdanisimzugn
939 MIFLNASNYMZUAZNITIAT YA ULAY0INY uazdaya
nmsiiumegslumnaass dusunisfimes 5n1s
Ugn" (Crop establishment method) Tulwddiy (*.CRO) 14
fvualidenndosiuisn1svaass Ae @enilu sown crop
(crop is sown=1) dnsudEminuiny uay transplanted
crop d@wsuistinen (crop is sown=0)

Table 1 Effects of planting methods and soil fertility levels on RD43 rice biomass, yield, and evapotranspiration.

Fertility Level Planting Method

Biomass (g pot™)

Yield (g pot™) Evapotranspiration (mm)

N1 WS 58.28 + 1.75 27.29 + 1.32 628.24 + 6.41
TP 48.08 + 1.72 21.69 + 1.35 605.29 + 13.89
N2 WS 36.00 + 3.16 17.46 + 2.21 557.88 + 13.18
TP 3158 +1.73 1533 £ 1.11 504.33 £ 7.00
N3 WS 14.81 £ 1.04 6.53 £ 0.60 442.84 + 6.12
TP 14.39 £ 0.75 6.16 + 0.36 446.34 + 5.04

Note: Fertility levels are defined by the nitrogen application rate: N1(75.94 kg ha™), N2(38.13 kg ha™), N3(0 kg ha™).
Planting Method included wet direct sowing (WS) and transplanting (TP).
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Table 2 AquaCrop parameters for RD43 rice under the wet sowing (WS) and the transplanting (TP).

Crop Parameter Default WS TP Units
(A) Growth and development
Crop is sown -
Base temperature 8 8 °C
Upper temperature 30 30 30 °C
Canopy growth coefficient (CGC) 0.12257 0.14571 0.07675 day
Canopy decline coefficient (CDC) 0.09330 0.09556 0.09556 day™
Maximum rooting depth 0.5 0.5 0.5 m
Maximum canopy cover (CCx) 0.95 0.95 0.95
Normalized water productivity (WP*) 19 19 19 gm?
Reference harvest index (Hlo) 43 43 43 %
Days from sowing to emergence 3 3 3 day
Days from sowing to flowering 65 59 59 day
Days from sowing to start senescence 73 67 67 day
Days from sowing to physiological maturity 104 98 98 day
Length of the flowering stage 19 18 18 day
Canopy size of seeding 6 1 2.5 cm?
Plants density 1,000,000 3,820,000 3,820,000 Plants ha™
(B) Response to sail fertility stress

Considered soil fertility stress for 50 88 88 %
calibration of stress response
Shape factor (SF) for canopy expansion 25 5.09 6.45 -
SF for maximum canopy cover 25 1.57 1.18 -
SF for crop water productivity 25 2.74 3.23 -
SF for decline of canopy cover 25 6.84 6.84 -

Tuauresn191d1m o3 N1 AUIALAE AN 15BN Y
(Table 2A) W5 fitnesiildrnnasgiu Wesarniduani
wualduuananeiudosseninediunazateug laun
qquﬁﬁlﬂ UAINAAUeIn1stAULla (base and upper
temperature) A1MUANTIN (rooting depth) daausulu
g9an (CCx) WARAMeIt1 (WP uasdaiiiuiieidneds
(Hlo)

wnfwesiusurinmdeyannnismaasafudnvus
Suduvesiiv 1iun suluaizsen (canopy size of seeding)
AUNUIMUUNAY (plant density) was TETRAIUINITVO
fivi §19899ndeyan1sdanauazduiinannismaasg
dwiutsiug nua3 dun uidnsen (emergence), $uil
\Sueenaen (start of flowering), Juiiluisusaslse (start of
senescence), f‘u"ﬁ‘aq nuAMNI9a53Tne1 (physiological
maturity) Wazszez11a1%2900na9n (length of flowering
stage) dun1sndwesdndiunisaquanvedduniesuly
(canopy cover n1sUsuRndntesitsduuszdns nns
188 (CGC) uavduuszavdnisanas (CDC)
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TudiuvesnfinesnsneuauevesdsienuLATEn
NANUANANYIIYBIAU (Table 2B) MsUTuiisudeda
Nndndruvesndndiliannnismaasseislunsiarsyfuanny
gauanysaliuisufunandndiudnoninisiasdlansallid
Asasenntadeuinden InsusuAnnasinnuauysal
YRIAUAIMTUNTUT UL BUNITNOUANB IR BAIULAT B
(considered soil fertility stress for calibration of stress
response) dtauanasziunugananysaivesAuTifivgy
Liluansnisanaswesdnnadndeluideldsudeiu Tnsusy
INANT5IU 50% LU 88% et olanaadoety
anmzmsnaassiisEsiu N1 Ensiuuzd) fenadlallduans
flaannagi Aug auanysaigegaauivlinevausssionts
Lﬁmﬁmmﬂa

druunAwmeTsUIINveINMINBUALDY (Shape Factor: SF)
dmiuanuAienanANNEANaNY TRy lnsusuan
AunsguliagvioudnuuenInouauevelINLg nud3
sostiuALgAANYsaivRsRuaAIIERU (N1, N2, N3) 71



MyEsaLNAAMNTIINYRsuisUsTndlne I9 31 atudi 1 (2568), 22-33

THlun1snnassass s1easiBenvesamislimasnusuiieu
LadLEndl Table 2B

33 N1591909N159OUALDIYNTIFeA NG ALY TA]

WUU1a89 AquaCrop au13a91889%IUIR WAz NaKNEn
Frlunausiiwelafaisugniuumitung (WS) uazuuy
{Ineh (TP) (Table 3) Inglannzegnadansdl N1 Fanugas
auysalvesiud TaunannsitaedndiAesiunaainnig
Ugnnaaes ﬁqmﬁﬁ?%ﬂqﬂ WS wag TP (WS, +5.2%; TP,
+2.9%) wawamﬁmhmﬁﬂgﬂmam (WS, -3.0%; TP -1.9%)
drumslhwestn €7) wuusaedinadnsininanis
Ugnnaaaun (WS, -43.0%; TP, -31.3%)

LﬁammqmuaugsﬁﬁmaaﬁuamaqLLU‘uaﬁaaq AquaCrop
410150971909N19M0VANDIV0IT1ILA WA LUUTIADY
UsziliunansegvusioTananasnandnmnitanuuate Tu
nsdl N2 Femrmgauanysaivesfiutunatsdarsudis
WUUT1A09UTEUIUAITINID +36.7% 09 +46.8% AU
WAHAR +21.2% §9 +30.0% Tuvngiingd N3 Fananugau
auysalvasfiusun wuUaesUszaI AT IaLAY
Handnguiuly

dmfunsldiivestn anuuandeseninmain
wuudassiunansugnnaassiesasilonugauauysal

yosfuananas (N2, -21.7% &3 -29.6%; N3 -11.5% &4
112.2%) Anuuanssiitosasiionafiunasn ET fanasly
nsnaastuaze1aldliinsizuuusiassUssuan ET 1o
wslugnTu ET

3.4 175391900k8

HansNAARILERS AL LD HansEUag 19T Ayve
ﬁy’ﬁﬁmiﬂgﬂ (WS, TP) wazasgnuauysaivasiu (N1, N2,
N3) feunadumileny nandn way nsldivestn n
43 n19as1zinnsaialaglyd ANOVA wuvaeamnsduduna
i TnenunansznundnuasUfduiusidduddydmsus
WUFH9 9

dmsuTauna mavineuuansdiadsiiginiinisin
g 1udvedde §aUiddnsniulaeasienalide
IHUSeulunsazautnanelditeulviinaaey seduau
gauanysalvesiuiiuaniafudsdinansynuegrannsedn
wia Ioemslademudnsiuuzi (ND dewalviidamags
ninegfifeddyilaisuiumslalelusniiianas (N2)
waglillads (N3) Ufduiusseniaiinisugnuayseduaiy
gaNANY IR maTe s gAYy TaineTInAuAN TS
fulutuegfumatianisugniild
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Table 3 Comparison between experimental data and AquaCrop model simulation: (A) Biomass, (B) Yield, (C) Rice

Evapotranspiration.

Fertility Level Planting Method Experiment AquaCrop  Difference (%)
(A) Biomass (tonne/ha)

N1 WS 7,434 7,856 5.7
TP 6,132 6,311 29

N2 WS 4,591 6,278 36.7
TP 4,027 5911 46.8

N3 WS 1,889 6,729 256.3
TP 1,835 5,911 222.1

(B) Yield (tonne/ha)

N1 WS 3,481 3,378 -3.0
TP 2,766 2,714 -1.9

N2 WS 2,228 2,699 21.2
TP 1,956 2,542 30.0

N3 WS 833 2,893 247.2
TP 786 2,542 223.4

(Q) ET (mm)

N1 WS 628.2 358.0 -43.0
TP 605.3 416.0 -31.3

N2 WS 5579 393.0 -29.6
TP 504.3 395.0 -21.7

N3 WS 442.8 389.0 -12.2
TP 446.3 395.0 -11.5

Tuhusafeaiu nandnlasudndnasgefitodAyan

NIMIvgnuazaugaNanysaiveiu nMsviudnul

a N

nandniad oganiinistniegaddoddynisada 3
Fidudateldiviovresismaniuinslundvestanie
aeldideulvnisnaassd og1dlsfiniu SvEnavessedy
AugaNANysaivesRudenandntuinmdaLaunn e
N1 thluguandniigsnin N2 uag N3 egrsiidfoddny nslyl
fUfduiusAfidoddyszninaidnsgnuazanueau
AUy Inive A LA DNANAMUIT I AYe I ALY TAITaS
Audenandniuiivuiliululufiamadofudmiuisaes
BnsUgn

1

Astinveednl (ET) lasunanssnuag1eitoddgain

o

faansdafoituiu mawiudnudmaliauade ET ganin
n13tine Favsddsnnuuandidluguuumsldinseming
40938 AugaNaNYIaivesAuildnSnantlitudAyse
ET Inewu ET Aigeninneld N1 i eiflsuiu N2 waz N3
Ufduiusszninadsmslgnuazanugauauysaldmsu ET
Aifuinismovausses ET dessdiunisléietduiuegity
W/nsugnane
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Wetansanmiawud N1 (15180 emuduuzii)
wanAndila Instanizandsnituiiey danulndids
nandnTiasisenudmiuingiug nvas lunsdnwdun
(Kongpolprom et al., 2015, Nagprachaya et al., 2017) EN
Prefududnsnmlunslinandnvesiiiugi nneldnig
dansfingan dedanausznisuiedo nstndluanm
famnaosorafidedinsnumenin 1wy seazdgnitimunl’
Meia §1919dmanenuansalunIsuANNeLAT A
yeronseinvesdiui il ieiisuiunisugnluanimuvag
w93 dmuen ET Adanaldlumennaes nudidias
ny1518udImsuTurdTlunianatnd nidee
(Chumpagern et al., 2008) anuuansstienafunainann
nsmeaatluszuunvesdagnitlafinsgadetainnis
Fudn Fausnsineinanimulasuiily

WUUIIaDY AquaCrop aniUszansnmlan lun1sdnass
Fanauaznandnneldanizanugauanysaigs (N1) 39
Ueddefnenmeeswuusiasddunissiasinisiesgivin
vosiwlaaoutrawiududetadourndonlsinelsiiia
AT BAguUsIefiY agalsAna ieszduaImgan
auysalvesiuanas (N2 waz N3) uuudiaesiiuuiltuias
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Usgiilunanszvuainarunaisaidesnnunnsine sl
nd1A1uduase na1fe wuuTaesinagliadiauay
wandniisiaedldifuganieiingataldats Tnslamzoeng
feluanniefinnasgemnsgunss (N3) Gedlifiudadain
Y9ILUUT1a83lUNTINRDIAN1ILAIINATEATING A DN
Tusgduiiguuss Anueaiaadoulunissiaesuiinanisly
i1 (ED Tnsamizlundaiug N1 fuuudaesliasing
anuduaisreutrann iudssiduiuniansan uiin
m’mﬂmmLﬂ?{auﬁfma]ﬁa'n,mmrmawﬂﬁ]é’a Wy AL
wduglunisinan ET 939ludamnass n30A10UANG1
ssramsassanwludetumslidiluanimuuasads us
faludeeudndulunrmssounasdiulsiins
vensdaes ET Isiilanuusiuhdetu

YNNI TMoTvaeuUUTIADs AquaCrop filsUSuiiioy
dnsudnaiug nuas lunisfnund (Table 2) doiludoya
fugruiifiauardmiunisiuuuhasduissgndldlums
$raesaniuntzaidug Mifeadeatudriusiluouan ms
USuArmsfimesiiaruaunisiasqravlauasimunnas
FANITNBUAUDIDANUALIINANIUANAUY TIVDIAY
Tagdrsdenndeyanisnnasiais dondieiiiuanundede
vauuTassdmsunisidauluviunvesdseinelng
ogalsfinny msnseminindmesiAsidesiuiiade
AuATendu (917 n139Inth A viegmuvnian
1) lunsnnigsaddenmnsgrureuuusaondundn
Fafu mndasnistuvuaesluldluaniunisalitiives
wlgyfuaueseamaiet1edoiau onasiudesiinng
USuisumnnimeslungudanarifiuduiolvlduans
$raesituiugiBatu

1Mg5MLAT LUUT1a0e AquaCrop uandliifiudnenin
Adlunsiduedesiiotasvhunenisnovaussueadiiug
943 deismsUgnuarszAuaugaNay salve AU
uwanieiu Tnslangedebsluanngilifamiaienan
519915 5UNs 0813sAn AnuuluveuuTIaady
nsdiassantiziifinnnunionainsigemnslusefuliu
naeflage sauflanisdiaesTinunislii daduuseidui
misldsunsfnwuazyFuusaiadslunidelusuan

4 &yl

Wan1sAnIAT el 4 I udn vadadeisnnsugn
(nswiruiauuagnstngn) wazdaduszauadugay
auysalvesiu (@ smrvaulasusunaediwaniaiu) &
dvsnaegniitedAynsadAnen1sazantiuadunile
fiu msadwanamudndiuke warusinansldihueding
nY43

Tudu9In15UTELI U WUUT1899 AquaCrop WU
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Ugnitaaeaiuuld uazuansaussouzAlunmsassuin
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(N1) agalsfinu iWleRusinwgauauysailussiusifai
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