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Abstract: Methane (CH4), which is an important component of the greenhouse gases from paddy
ecosystems, is a major contributor to climate change. CH4 emissions from paddy ecosystems are
closely related to the rice root system; however, how the rice root system affects CH4 emissions
remains unclear. We conducted a field experiment in 2023 at the Heping Irrigation District Rice
Irrigation Experiment Station in Qing’an County, Heilongjiang Province. The field experiment used
five local rice varieties with similar fertility periods to observe rice root morphology and physiology
indexes, CH4 emission fluxes, and cumulative CH4 emissions. A structural equation model (SEM)
was established to investigate the effects of root characteristics on the CH4 emissions from rice
and understand the potential mechanisms of these effects. The results showed that the seasonal
patterns of CH4 emission fluxes were similar in different rice varieties, and that, during the tillering
to heading–flowering stages, the cumulative CH4 emissions accounted for 89.8–92.6% of the total
cumulative CH4 emissions of rice. Significant negative correlations were observed between CH4

emission fluxes and root volume, root dry weight, root oxidation activity (ROA), and root radial
oxygen loss (ROL) (r = −0.839, −0.885, −0.401 and −0.934, p < 0.05), while there were significant
positive correlations between root diameter; malic acid, citric acid, and succinic acid contents; and
CH4 emission fluxes (r = 0.407, 0.753, 0.797, and 0.685, p < 0.05). The SEM showed that CH4 emission
fluxes were directly influenced by ROL and organic acid contents, while the other root indicators
had indirect effects by modulating ROL and organic acid contents. ROL and root volume had the
largest total effect, indicating that ROL and root volume were the most significant root physiological
and morphological indicators affecting CH4 emission fluxes. This study provides theoretical support
and reference data for achieving sustainable agricultural development in the black soil region of
Northeast China.

Keywords: rice; methane; root physiology; root morphology; structural equation model

1. Introduction

In recent years, global warming has become an increasingly concerning issue, and the
greenhouse effect has garnered significant attention from scholars. Studies have suggested
that mitigation pathways should be adjusted to stabilize the climate at a 1.5 ◦C to 2.0 ◦C
global temperature increase [1]. Methane (CH4) is a significant greenhouse gas, with a
warming potential 25 times greater than that of carbon dioxide (CO2) [2]. Of the three
primary food crops (rice, maize, and wheat), rice has the greatest impact on global warming,
with a global warming potential (GWP) approximately 3.75 times higher than that of the
other two crops due to its higher CH4 emissions [3]. Rice is a crucial global food crop.
Studies have indicated that rice yields must increase by at least 25% by 2030 to meet the
growing population’s demand for food [4]. Hence, studying the emission pattern of CH4
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and its influence mechanism in paddy fields is important to practice green development
and achieve carbon neutrality in agriculture.

Previous studies have shown that the plant characteristics of rice affect its CH4 emis-
sions, but the effect of its root system has not been thoroughly investigated. Therefore,
this study focuses on the effect of rice root characteristics on the CH4 emissions from rice
fields. The rice root system plays a critical role in plant fixation, water uptake, nutrient
absorption, and the synthesis and secretion of organic matter [5]. Additionally, rice roots
directly affect the CH4 emissions from rice fields, exhibiting important effects on CH4
production, oxidation, and transport [6,7]. Senescent rice root systems provide a substrate
for methanogens and promote CH4 production [8]. However, they also transport oxygen to
the soil, creating a suitable environment for methanotrophs, which aid in oxidizing CH4 [9].
Gutierrez et al. found there to be significant variability in the root oxidative capacity of
different rice varieties. Rice roots oxidize inter-root CH4 by increasing a redox potential in
the root oxidation zone, thereby reducing CH4 emissions [10]. The rice root system is an
important transport system for CH4; research has shown that approximately 90% of the
CH4 produced in rice paddies is released into the atmosphere via the rice root system [11].
It can be thus concluded that the morphology and physiological characteristics of rice roots
have a significant impact on CH4 emissions.

Scholars have drawn differing conclusions regarding the impact of the rice root system
on CH4 emissions in rice fields. Ren et al. showed that rice varieties with well-developed
root systems can aid in CH4 oxidation, leading to a reduction in CH4 emissions [12].
However, it has also been shown that rice varieties with high root biomass have higher
CH4 emission fluxes [13]. The impact of root oxidation activity (ROA) on CH4 emissions
has been classified as being both promoting and inhibiting. Increased ROA can lead to
a greater CH4 uptake by the rice root system, promoting CH4 transport and increasing
emissions [14]. However, an increase in ROA can also enhance the root system’s capacity
to oxidize CH4, thereby reducing CH4 emissions [15]. Furthermore, significant differences
in the quantity and composition of root exudates were noted between the different rice
varieties [16]. The influence of organic acids on CH4 emissions also varies. Studies have
shown that CH4 emissions from rice fields benefit from low-molecular-weight organic acids
in root exudates, which are substrates for methanogens [17]. However, Kerdchoechuen
et al. discovered that the organic acids in root exudates, such as malic, succinic, and citric
acids, decelerated the CH4 emissions from rice fields [18]. Further investigation is required
to determine the effect of rice root characteristics on CH4 emissions due to the uncertainties
presented in the aforementioned studies.

Most studies have examined different indicators of the rice root system as independent
factors affecting CH4 emissions. There is a relative lack of research on the inter-feedback
effect among root system indicators. The impact of rice roots on CH4 emissions is a highly
complex process. Therefore, studying the indirect structural relationship of each index is
of great significance in understanding the complex process of the CH4 emissions caused
by rice roots. A structural equation model (SEM) has a key advantage in that it can clarify
the causal relationships between variables [19]. It is used to conduct a comprehensive
analysis, which includes factor and pathway analyses [20]. This method is generally used to
investigate the direct and indirect effects of independent variables on dependent variables,
as well as to determine the significance of independent variables in relation to dependent
variables [21]. A SEM is suitable for examining interdependencies in multivariate data.
Hence, it is reasonable to use a SEM to explore the structural relationship between CH4
emissions and rice morphological and physiological traits.

The northeastern rice area in China is largely situated in the Liaodong Peninsula and
north of the Great Wall. It is dominated by single-cropping japonica rice and accounts
for 51.9% of the national japonica rice planting area. This region serves as a significant
rice production and supply base for China [22–24]. Research into the mechanism of CH4
emissions from rice paddies in the northeastern region is significant for addressing food
security and reducing carbon emissions in China.
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In this study, we examined the dynamics of CH4 emissions, root morphology, root
physiological indices, and their influences on the CH4 emission fluxes in paddy fields of
the five major rice cultivars in Northeast China. A SEM was constructed to study the key
driving factors and potential mechanism of action of rice root morphology and physiologi-
cal indices on CH4 emission fluxes. The objective of this study was to (1) investigate the
interactive effects between CH4 emissions and the rice root indices, as well as the differ-
ences between rice cultivars, and (2) elucidate the response mechanism to CH4 emissions
of rice roots. The findings of this study will provide a theoretical reference for the extensive
reduction of CH4 emissions.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Site Description

This experiment took place in 2023 at the Heilongjiang Provincial Rice Irrigation
Experiment Station, situated in Heping Township, Suihua City. Following the United
States Department of Agriculture (USDA) classification, the experimental soil texture
was clay loam soil, an albic soil optimal for rice. The local climate is characterized as a
cold–temperate continental monsoon type, with an average of 2599 h of sunshine annually, a
mean temperature of 2–3 ◦C, roughly 128 days without frost per year, 350–650 mm of annual
rainfall, and 1200–1600 mm of annual evaporation. Figure 1 shows the meteorological
changes at the site from rice transplanting to maturity. Before transplanting and fertilization,
five-point diagonal sampling was conducted on the 0–20 cm soil layers of the test plot. The
samples were mixed and analyzed to obtain the main physical and chemical properties
of the soil. The soil’s main physical and chemical properties are as follows: the potential
of hydrogen (pH) value was 6.4, the organic matter was 40.9 g·kg−1, the alkaline N was
177.8 mg·kg−1, the available p was 35.2 mg·kg−1, the available K was 125.13 mg·kg−1, and
the total porosity was 61.8%.
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2.2. Experimental Design

Five main varieties of rice with similar fertility periods, namely Longqing 31, Suijing 18,
Longjing 31, Longqing 32, and Longjing 20, which were transplanted on May 22 and
harvested on September 24, were used in this experiment. The experiment followed a
randomized block design with three replications. The transplanting specifications required
a distance of 30 × 13.3 cm and the use of artificial seedlings, with 3 plants per hill. To
minimize manual sampling interference, we established separate areas for CH4 and rice
plant collection in this experiment. The CH4 collection area plot consisted of 15 hills
and 10 rows, while the rice plant collection area plot consisted of 15 hills and 20 rows.
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The seedlings were of the same size and contained a main stem and two tillers. The
tested fertilizers were urea (containing 46% N), superphosphate (containing 12% P2O5),
and potassium chloride (containing 60% K2O). Basal fertilizer was applied one day before
transplantation. Tillering fertilizer was applied during the tillering stage, and spike fertilizer
was applied during the heading–flowering stage. Phosphorus fertilizer (P2O5) was applied
at a rate of 45 kg·ha−1, and potash (K2O) at a rate of 80 kg·ha−1. Before transplanting, the
seedlings were fertilized with phosphorus once, followed by potash two times at the leaf
development (8.5) phenophase, with a ratio of 1:1.

2.3. Sampling and Measurement Methods
2.3.1. Determination of CH4 Emissions

CH4 was collected using the static chamber method [25,26]. A chamber was made
of Plexiglas, with a thermometer and a fan installed inside it, and wrapped in aluminum
foil for heat insulation. This method ensured an accurate measurement of CH4 emissions.
Before transplanting the rice, a foundation frame made of stainless steel was inserted into
the soil at a depth of 20 cm. Six hills of rice were transplanted into each frame according to
their specified planting density. During sampling, the chamber was placed onto the frame
and the joint between the frame and the lower chamber opening was sealed with water
to prevent gas leakage from the chamber. Gas was collected at seven-day intervals after
rice transplanting, with sampling between 9:00 and 11:00. Four gas samples from each
chamber were injected into the gas collection bag using a 20 mL plastic syringe at 0, 10,
20, and 30 min after the box was closed. The collected gas was analyzed in the laboratory
using a gas chromatograph (GC-2010Plus, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan).

The CH4 emission fluxes were calculated using the following formula [25]:

F = ρh
dc
dt
· 273
273 + T

· P
P0

where F is the CH4 emission fluxes (mg·m−2·h−1), ρ is the gas density at a standard state
(mg·m−3), h is the effective height of the chamber (m), dc

dt is the slope of the curve of
gas concentration versus time (mL·m−3·h−1), T is the average temperature inside the
chamber during sampling (◦C), P is the air pressure inside the chamber, and P0 is the
standard atmosphere.

The cumulative CH4 emissions were calculated using the following formula [27]:

Ec =
n

∑
i=1

Fi+Fi+1

2
(t i+1 − ti) ×

24
100

where Ec is the cumulative CH4 emissions (kg·ha−1), Fi and Fi+1 are the CH4 emission
fluxes at the ith and i + 1st sampling points (mg·m−2·h−1), respectively, and ti+1 − ti are
the days between two adjacent samplings (d).

2.3.2. Measurement of the Morphological Indicators of the Rice Root System

Rice roots were sampled at the tillering stage, the joining–booting stage, and the
heading–flowering stage. Soil clods of 20 × 20 × 20 cm were dug up from around the
plants, placed in a 70-mesh sieve, and cleaned using a hydropneumatic washer. After
cleaning, the roots were floated in shallow trays, scanned with a scanner (Expression
12000XL, Seiko Epson, Tokyo, Japan), and analyzed using the WinRHIZO Root Analysis
System (LA2400 Scanner, Seiko Epson, Tokyo, Japan) to determine the morphological
indicators of the rice root system.

2.3.3. Measurement of the Physiological Indices of Rice Roots

Three hills of rice root systems were sampled from five varieties, using the root
extraction method described above, to determine the ROA by measuring the oxidation of
alpha-naphthylamine (α-NA) according to the methods of Ramasamy et al. (1997) [28]. The
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ROA was expressed as µg α-NA per gram of dry weight (DW) per hour (µg α-NA g−1

DW h−1). Rice roots from three additional hills were collected, and the root radial oxygen
loss (ROL) was determined using the titanium citrate colorimetric method [29].

2.3.4. Measurement of Organic Acid Content in Rice Root Exudates

The organic acid contents in rice root exudates were determined at the tillering stage,
the joining–booting stage, and the heading–flowering stage. The collected rice roots were
washed carefully with deionized water and placed in beakers of deionized water with 1 hill
per cup. The sample was subjected to constant temperature and light conditions for 4 h.
The root extracts were collected. The extracts were completely freeze-dried using a vacuum
dryer (pilot10-15EP, Biocool, Beijing, China) before measurement, and the freeze-dried
powder of the extracts was completely dissolved in 2 mL of deionized water and filtered
through a 0.45 µm filter membrane, and the organic acid concentration was determined
using an ion chromatograph (1260 Infinity II Prime, Agilent, Palo Alto, CA, USA) and
expressed as the quantity of organic acid produced by a unit of dry weight of the root
system over a unit of time.

2.3.5. Data Statistics and Analyses

Origin2019 was used for plotting, and SPSS version 21.0 was used for the statistical
analysis of the data. Differences in the indicators in the figures were analyzed using an
analysis of variance (ANOVA), and the data were tested using the post hoc least signif-
icant difference (LSD) method at p < 0.05 and p < 0.01. The relationship between root
physiological morphology and CH4 emissions was assessed using a correlation analysis.

First, a set of causal hypotheses between variables was constructed in a SEM, based
on theory and previous findings. These were then modified according to whether the
fitted indicators, including the comparative fit index (CFI), high goodness of fit index (GFI),
normed fit index (NFI), ratio of chi-square to df (CMIN/DF), and low root mean square
error of approximation (RMSEA), met the statistical requirements. A SEM model was
constructed using AMOS V.24.0 to detect the direct or indirect effects of each physiological
index of the rice root system on CH4 emissions, and the degree of influence of each
physiological index on CH4 emissions was measured using path coefficients. The SEM
construction used the standardization of all path coefficients to eliminate the influence of
variable dimensions on the results.

3. Results
3.1. CH4 Emissions

The CH4 emission fluxes of the five rice varieties showed similar trends throughout
the entire growth period (Figure 2), with two peaks. The initial CH4 emission fluxes of each
variety were low. The CH4 emission fluxes continued to increase from the returning–green
stage, reaching their first peak at the mid-tiller stage. Longjing 20 had the highest emission
fluxes of 57.74 mg·m−2·h−1, which was 9.95–78.77% higher than that of the other four
varieties. Subsequently, the rice CH4 emission fluxes of all varieties decreased rapidly under
the influence of rice field sunning until the end of the field sunning stage at the end of
tillering. After re-irrigation, they rose sharply again, reaching a second peak at the jointing–
booting stage. Longjing 20 had the highest emission flux, reaching 47.64 mg·m−2·h−1,
which was 12.95–72.02% higher than the other four varieties. The CH4 emission fluxes then
gradually decreased as the growth period progressed and remained at a low level after the
rice entered its mature stage.

As shown in Figure 3, the cumulative CH4 emissions of five rice varieties were in
the following order throughout their entire growth cycle: Longjing 20 > Longqing 31 >
Suijing 18 > Longqing 32 > Longjing 31. The cumulative emissions of Longjing20 were
457.48 kg·ha−1, which was higher than the other four varieties by 12.93–43.96%. During the
tillering, jointing–booting, and heading–flowering stages, the cumulative CH4 emissions of
each rice variety accounted for 89.8–92.6% of their total cumulative CH4 emissions, and
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there were significant differences in the cumulative CH4 emissions of the varieties during
these three stages (p < 0.05). This experiment examined the morpho-physiological traits of
rice roots during the tillering, jointing–booting, and heading–flowering stages of rice to
determine their relationship to CH4 emissions.
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between rice varieties (p < 0.05).

3.2. Morphophysiological Characteristics of the Rice Root System

As displayed in Figure 4, the root dry weight of rice gradually increased from the
tillering stage to reach its maximum at the jointing–booting stage. The root dry weights
of rice at the tillering and jointing–booting stage were, in descending order, as follows:
Longjing 31 > Longqing 31 > Suijing 18 > Longqing 32 > Longjing 20. The dry weights of
Longjing 31 at these two stages were 53.17 and 75.69 g·m−2, respectively. This was higher
than those of the other four varieties by 7.4–32.2% and 16.5–32.4%, respectively. At the
heading–flowering stage, the root dry weights among rice varieties were, in descending
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order, Longjing 31 > Longqing 32 > Suijing 18 > Longqing 31 > Longjing 20. The root dry
weight of Longjing 31 was 176.45 g·m−2, which was higher than that of the other four
varieties by 6.5–31.7%. At the tillering stage and jointing–booting stage, the root volume
of the rice varieties was in the following order: Longjing 31 > Longqing 32 > Suijing 18 >
Longqing 20 > Longqing 31. At the heading–flowering stage, the root volume was highest
in Longjing 31 was 14.83 cm3 and lowest in Longqing 31 was 8.45 cm3. The differences
between the other varieties were not significant. The root diameter of all varieties reached
its minimum value at the heading–flowering stage, except that no noticeable pattern of
variation in root diameter was found with the growth period among rice varieties. At the
tillering stage, the root diameter of Longjing 20 was significantly smaller than that of the
other varieties. At the heading–flowering stage, the root diameter of the rice varieties was
largest for Longjing 31, at 0.84 mm, and smallest for Longqing 31, at 0.61 mm, and the
differences among the other varieties were not significant.
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As shown in Figure 5, the ROL of all five rice varieties increased as the rice grew.
The ROL showed a similar pattern among the different rice varieties at all stages, with
Longjing 31 having the highest ROL (66.29–113.10 mmol O2 g−1 DW h−1) and Longjing 20
having the lowest (45.95–83.25 mmol O2 g−1 DW h−1). At the tillering, jointing–booting,
and heading–flowering stages, Longjing 31 had a higher ROL than the other varieties by
8.78–44.28%, 4.93–38.19%, and 7.78–35.86%, respectively. The rice varieties showed a pattern
of increasing and then decreasing ROA from the tillering stage to the heading–flowering
stage, with the highest ROA observed at the jointing–booting stage. The order of ROA
from high to low was as follows: Longjing 31 > Longjing 32 > Suijing 18 > Longjing 31 >
Longjing 20 (Figure 5).

Table 1 displays the results of the correlation analyses. Among the root morphology
indicators, CH4 emission fluxes exhibited highly significant negative correlations with root
volume and root dry weight (r = −0.839 and −0.885, p < 0.01) and a positive correlation
with root diameter (r = 0.407, p < 0.05). Among the root physiological indices, CH4 emission
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fluxes showed a significant negative correlation with ROA (r = −0.404, p < 0.05) and a
highly significant negative correlation with ROL (r = −0.936, p < 0.01).
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Table 1. Correlation analysis of CH4 emission fluxes with different root indicators in rice.

CH4 Fluxes Root Volume Root Diameter Root Dry Weight ROA ROL

CH4 fluxes 1
Root volume −0.839 ** 1

Root diameter 0.407 ** −0.257 1
Root dry weight −0.885 ** 0.798 ** −0.594 ** 1

ROA −0.401 * 0.541 ** 0.421 ** 0.157 1
ROL −0.934 ** 0.877 ** −0.346 * 0.910 ** 0.511 ** 1

Note: * and ** indicate significant correlations at the p = 0.05 and p = 0.01 levels, respectively.

3.3. Organic Acid Content in Rice Root Exudates

In this experiment, five organic acids—malic acid, acetic acid, citric acid, tartaric acid, and
succinic acid—were determined in rice root exudates. Table 2 shows that each rice variety’s
organic acid components contained higher levels of malic acid (36.6–71.9 µmol g−1 DW) and
tartaric acid (19.6–50.6 µmol g−1 DW), followed by citric acid (11.6–21.5 µmol g−1 DW) and
succinic acid (13.2–32.0µmol g−1 DW), and lower levels of acetic acid (11.4–18.2µmol g−1 DW).
Longqing 31 had a significantly higher malic acid content than the other varieties, while
Longjing 20 had a significantly higher acetic and citric acid content than the other varieties.
The levels of tartaric acid and succinic acid were highest during the tillering stage, followed
by the jointing–booting stage and the heading–flowering stage. The succinic acid content for
each stage was ranked in the following order: Longqing 20 > Longqing 32 > Longqing 31 >
Suijing 18 > Longqing 31. The total organic acid (TOA) of each rice variety was obtained by
summing the contents of the five organic acids of each variety, and the results showed that the
magnitude of the total organic acid of each variety was in the following order: Longqing 31 >
Longqing 20 > Suijing 18 > Longqing 31 > Longqing 32. Table 3 shows a significant positive
correlation between CH4 emission fluxes and TOA (r = 0.784, p < 0.05), as well as a highly
significant positive correlation of CH4 emission fluxes with malic, citric, and succinic acid
contents (r = 0.685–0.797, p < 0.05). However, there was no significant correlation (p > 0.05) of
these fluxes with tartaric or acetic acid. These results suggest that TOA and malic, citric, and
succinic acid might contribute to CH4 emissions.
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Table 2. Composition and content of organic acids in rice root exudates (µmol g−1 DW).

Growth
Period

Rice
Variety

Malic
Acid

Acetic
Acid

Citric
Acid Tartaric Acid Succinic Acid TOA

TS

Longqing 31 71.9 a 13.6 b 16.4 bc 50.6 a 21.4 c 173.9 a
Suijing 18 62.6 b 14.3 b 17.8 b 31.4 c 20.1 c 146.2 b

Longjing 31 57.4 c 11.7 c 15.4 c 45.7 b 17.9 d 148.1 b
Longqing 32 49.5 d 12.1 c 16.6 bc 44.3 b 24.2 b 146.7 b
Longjing 20 64.6 b 16.8 a 21.5 a 33.5 c 32.0 a 168.4 a

JBS

Longqing 31 57.6 a 14.7 b 15.8 bc 26.5 b 19.0 c 133.7 ab
Suijing 18 51.1 b 15.0 b 15.6 bc 31.5 a 17.7 d 130.9 b

Longjing 31 49.4 b 12.4 c 14.7 c 30.9 a 15.7 e 123.2 c
Longqing 32 40.2 c 11.4 c 16.4 b 24.8 b 21.4 b 114.2 d
Longjing 20 52.5 b 17.2 a 19.8 a 19.6 c 27.1 a 136.1 a

HFS

Longqing 31 53.9 a 15.3 bc 12.4 cd 29.7 b 15.7 c 127.1 b
Suijing 18 46.9 b 14.9 bc 13.4 bc 36.1 a 14.8 cd 126.2 b

Longjing 31 45.9 b 13.9 c 11.6 d 34.3 a 13.2 d 118.8 c
Longqing 32 36.6 c 15.4 b 14.3 b 28.8 b 17.8 b 112.9 d
Longjing 20 48.4 b 18.2 a 16.5 a 22.4 b 23.5 a 135.4 a

Note: different letters in the same column indicate that the differences between different varieties were significant
at p < 0.05. TOA: total organic acid.

Table 3. The correlation between CH4 emission fluxes and organic acids.

Type of Organic Acids Correlation Coefficient

TOA 0.784 **
Malic acid 0.753 **
Acetic acid 0.001
Citric acid 0.797 **

Tartaric acid 0.191
Succinic acid 0.685 **

Note: ** indicate significant correlations at the p = 0.01 level.

3.4. SEM of the Rice Root System with CH4 Emission Fluxes

A SEM was used to examine the structural relationship between the rice root system
and CH4 emission fluxes. The model fitted well, as indicated by the CMIN/DF, GFI, CFI,
NFI, and RMSEA (Figure 6). In relation to the total effects, TOA and root diameter had a
positive effect on CH4 emissions, whereas ROA, ROL, root dry weight, and root volume had
a negative effect (Figure 7). The ROL had a direct negative effect on CH4 emission fluxes,
with a direct effect of −0.778, and an indirect effect on CH4 emission fluxes by affecting the
TOA, with an indirect effect of −0.173, resulting in a total effect of ROL on CH4 emission
fluxes of −0.951. TOA had only a direct positive effect on CH4 emission fluxes, with a
direct effect of 0.257. Moreover, only ROL and TOA, among the root indicators, had a direct
impact on CH4 emission fluxes. The other root indicators had negligible direct effects on
CH4 emission fluxes and an indirect impact on CH4 emission fluxes by influencing the
ROL and TOA (Figure 6). Therefore, ROL and TOA act as direct determinants of CH4
emissions, and the remaining indicators indirectly affect CH4 emissions by regulating the
ROL and TOA.
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4. Discussion
4.1. CH4 Emission Patterns of Different Rice Varieties

In the present study, CH4 emission fluxes from different rice varieties showed similar
seasonal patterns of change, with two peaks. The first peak appeared at the rice tillering
stage. This was because of the application of tiller fertilizer and the increase in temperature,
which resulted in the production of organic matter that provided substrates for CH4 produc-
tion. Moreover, rice plant growth and root respiration became vigorous [30], leading to an
increase in CO2 production. This CO2 was then used by methanogens to produce CH4 [31].
Moreover, rice root aeration tissues were more active during the tillering stage, which
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enhanced the ability of rice root aeration tissues to transport CH4 [32]. The application of
spike fertilizer increases their carbon source, leading to a rise in CH4 emission fluxes in
rice at the jointing–booting stage. Nevertheless, after entering the heading–flowering stage,
rice gradually shifts from nutritional growth to reproductive growth [33], at which point
part of the carbon fixed by rice is allocated to the reproductive organs of rice, resulting in
less carbon resources allocated to methanogens, leading to a gradual decrease in the CH4
emissions from rice fields and thus forming a second peak in the jointing–booting stage.
Throughout the whole growth period, Longjing 31 had the lowest cumulative total CH4
emissions, which were 10.05–43.97% lower than that of the other cultivars (Figure 3). From
the tillering stage to the heading–flowering stage, Longjing 31 had a significantly higher
root volume, root dry weight, ROL, and ROA than the other varieties (Figure 4). This
finding is consistent with the results of previous research, indicating that rice varieties with
well-developed root systems and a high oxygen secretion capacity promote CH4 oxidation
and decrease CH4 production [15,18]. Therefore, it can be concluded that rice roots are a
key factor contributing to the differences in CH4 emissions among rice varieties.

4.2. Influence of Root Physiological Morphology on CH4 Emissions

Several studies have revealed that ROL plays a crucial role in the root system, con-
tributing to the variations in CH4 emissions from rice fields. It has also been observed that
ROL varies significantly among rice varieties [34,35]. This study obtained a similar finding.
This study found that ROL had the strongest direct negative impact on CH4 emission fluxes
(β = −0.778) and indirectly affected CH4 emission fluxes by influencing the TOA in rice
(β = −0.173). This indicates that ROL plays a dual role in the oxidation and production of
CH4 in paddy soils, as shown in Figure 6. ROL refers to the ability of the rice root system
to release oxygen into the inter-root zone. This process increases the redox potential (Eh) of
rice soil, improves soil reduction conditions, and alters the pH of the root system, which is
conducive to rice growth and development [36]. ROL is a positive physiological process
that allows rice to adapt to flooded environments [37]. The higher the ROL, the higher
the oxygen content of the soil between the roots and the greater the formation of aerobic
micro-regions in the rice roots to promote CH4 oxidation [26]. The oxygen released by
rice roots can oxidize harmful components that form due to the long-term anoxia of root
soil, such as Fe2+, Mn2+, S2−, HS−, and organic acids. The strength of the ROL determines
the amount of organic acids that will be oxidized and consumed, indirectly reducing CH4
generation [38]. It has been suggested that enhancing ROL leads to an increase in the iron
film on root surfaces [39]. The main components of the root’s iron film are Fe3+ oxides, such
as hydrated iron oxides. The reduction process of these oxides can effectively inhibit CH4
emissions [40,41]. Jiang et al. showed that rice promotes root CH4 oxidation by increasing
ROL, thus reducing CH4 emissions [42].

ROL has been linked to many indicators in rice roots [43,44]. This study demonstrated
a significant and positive correlation between root dry weight, root volume, ROA, and
ROL (Table 1). These factors had direct or indirect positive effects on ROL (Figure 6).
The metabolic capacity of rice is enhanced by a larger root system, resulting in a higher
ROA and its ability to power the ROL, which in turn promotes CH4 oxidation [45,46].
Moreover, the adventitious roots and lateral branches that develop in flooded soils are the
primary sources of oxygen release from the root system. This oxygen release promotes
CH4 oxidation [47]. Furthermore, this study identified a significant negative correlation
between ROL and the root diameter of rice (Table 1). This may be because rice with a
higher internal oxygen diffusion capacity can grow faster in submerged soil, which has a
significant positive effect on lateral root development [48], and because the presence of a
large number of lateral fine roots will reduce the average root diameter of rice.

4.3. Effect of Organic Acids on CH4 Emissions

Organic acids are significant constituents of rice root exudates and serve as crucial
substrates for methanogens [49]. Our experimental results showed that malic, citric, and
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succinic acid were positively correlated with CH4 emission fluxes (Table 3), and the SEM
showed that organic acids directly and positively affected CH4 emission fluxes (Figure 6).
This may be because organic acids are easily decomposed into methanogen substrates,
which promotes CH4 production [50]. Organic acids are recognized as phytotoxins in
anaerobic soils. Elevated levels of organic acids hinder root growth and decrease rice
activity [48], leading to an increase in root apoplastic matter. This, in turn, provides more
carbon sources for methanogens, resulting in increased CH4 emissions. Conversely, Liu et al.
demonstrated a significant negative correlation between CH4 emission fluxes and organic
acids [51]. This difference may be attributed to the varying soil physicochemical properties
and microbial compositions at the two experimental sites. Furthermore, a significant
negative effect of ROA on total organic acids was found in this experiment (Figure 6),
which was attributed to the ability of methanotrophs to consume the organic acids such
as malic, succinic, and acetic acids in root secretions [52,53], and methanotrophs’ activity
was enhanced when ROA was high [10]. This resulted in an increase in the consumption of
organic acids, leading to a decrease in the organic acid content of soil.

4.4. A Strong Rice Root System Reduces CH4 Emissions

This study’s SEM revealed that only ROL and TOA had direct effects on CH4 emission
fluxes (β = −0.778, β = 0.258). ROA, root dry weight, and root volume only indirectly
regulated CH4 emission fluxes through their effects on ROL and TOA (Figure 6). This
indicates that the greater the root volume, root dry weight, and ROA, the greater the
positive effect on ROL and the stronger the negative effect on TOA. In other words, a well-
developed rice root system increases the effect of transporting O2 to the soil to promote
CH4 oxidation and reduces the effect of transporting carbon to the soil to promote CH4
production, and both effects reduce CH4 emissions. Since the total effect of ROL and
root dry weight on CH4 emission fluxes was significantly higher than that of the other
root indicators (Figure 6), low CH4 emissions from rice fields can be ensured by selecting
rice varieties with high ROL through some easily measurable root indicators, such as
root volume.

5. Conclusions

In Northeast China, we conducted a field experiment to investigate the effect and
mechanism of action of the root characteristics of different rice varieties on CH4 emissions.
This study found that CH4 emissions from various rice varieties exhibited similar seasonal
trends. The cumulative CH4 emissions from the tillering stage to the heading–flowering
stage accounted for 89.8–92.6% of the total cumulative emissions of these varieties during
the entire growth period. A correlation analysis revealed that rice root volume, root
dry weight, ROA, and ROL were significantly negatively correlated with CH4 emissions
(r = −0.839, −0.885, −0.404, and −0.936, p < 0.05), and that root diameter and the root
exudate contents of malic, citric, and succinic acid were significantly positively correlated
with CH4 emission fluxes (r = 0.407, 0.753, 0.797 and 0.685, p < 0.05). The SEM indicated that
ROL and TOA had direct effects on CH4 emission fluxes, while the other root indicators
had indirect effects. The most important physiological and morphological indicators of
the root system that influence CH4 emission fluxes are ROL and root volume, in terms of
their total effect on the SEM (β= −0.95 and −0.96); this finding has significant implications
for selecting rice varieties that emit less CH4. Our results suggested that rice roots are a
key factor in the differences in CH4 emissions from rice paddies. Screening rice varieties
by ROL and root volume is an effective means of achieving low CH4 emissions from rice
paddies and promoting sustainable agricultural development.

CH4 emissions are determined by both methanogens and methanotrophs. This study
did not provide sufficient information on this topic. Therefore, future research should focus
on the impact of microorganisms and plants in the rhizosphere on CH4 emissions.



Agronomy 2024, 14, 595 13 of 15

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Z.Q. and S.G.; methodology, S.G.; software, S.L. and D.X.;
validation, D.X., S.L. and S.G.; formal analysis, S.G. and S.D.; investigation, Z.Z.; resources, D.X.; data
curation, D.X. and Z.Z.; writing—original draft preparation, S.G.; writing—review and editing, S.G.
and S.D.; visualization, Z.Z.; supervision, Z.Q., D.X. and Z.Z.; project administration, D.X.; funding
acquisition, D.X. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the National Key Research and Development Program of
China (No.2022YFD2300301) and the Northeast Agricultural University Scholars Plan Academic
Backbone Program (No.21XG18).

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the Heilongjiang Water Resources Research Institute for
providing us with the test site. We would also like to thank Northeast Agricultural University for
providing experimental support.

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

References
1. Goodwin, P.; Brown, S.; Haigh, I.D.; Nicholls, R.J.; Matter, J.M. Adjusting Mitigation Pathways to Stabilize Climate at 1.5 ◦C and

2.0 ◦C Rise in Global Temperatures to Year 2300. Earths Future 2018, 6, 601–615. [CrossRef]
2. Bridgham, S.D.; Cadillo-Quiroz, H.; Keller, J.K.; Zhuang, Q. Methane emissions from wetlands: Biogeochemical, microbial, and

modeling perspectives from local to global scales. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2013, 19, 1325–1346.
3. Linquist, B.; van Groenigen, K.J.; Adviento-Borbe, M.A.; Pittelkow, C.; van Kessel, C. An agronomic assessment of greenhouse

gas emissions from major cereal crops. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2012, 18, 194–209.
4. Rellosa, M.C.; Reaño, R.A.; Capilit, G.L.S.; de Guzman, F.C.; Ali, J.; Hamilton, N.R.S.; Mauleon, R.P.; Alexandrov, N.N.; Leung, H.;

Rice Genomes, P. The 3000 rice genomes project. Gigascience 2014, 3, 7.
5. De Bauw, P.; Mai, T.H.; Schnepf, A.; Merckx, R.; Smolders, E.; Vanderborght, J. A functional-structural model of upland rice root

systems reveals the importance of laterals and growing root tips for phosphate uptake from wet and dry soils. Ann. Bot. 2020,
126, 789–806. [PubMed]

6. Li, S.Y.; Chen, L.; Han, X.; Yang, K.; Liu, K.; Wang, J.; Chen, Y.; Liu, L.J. Rice Cultivar Renewal Reduces Methane Emissions by
Improving Root Traits and Optimizing Photosynthetic Carbon Allocation. Agriculture 2022, 12, 2134. [CrossRef]

7. Zhang, Y.; Jiang, Y.; Li, Z.J.; Zhu, X.C.; Wang, X.F.; Chen, J.; Hang, X.N.; Deng, A.X.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, W.J. Aboveground
morphological traits do not predict rice variety effects on CH4 emissions. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2015, 208, 86–93. [CrossRef]

8. Ke, X.B.; Lu, Y.H.; Conrad, R. Different behaviour of methanogenic archaea and Thaumarchaeota in rice field microcosms. FEMS
Microbiol. Ecol. 2014, 87, 18–29. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Dai, R.; Zhao, L.; Tang, J.; Zhang, T.; Guo, L.; Luo, Q.; Hu, Z.; Hu, L.; Chen, X. Characteristics of carbon sequestration and methane
emission in rice-fish system. Chin. J. Eco-Agric. 2022, 30, 616–629.

10. Gutierrez, J.; Atulba, S.L.; Kim, G.; Kim, P.J. Importance of rice root oxidation potential as a regulator of CH4 production under
waterlogged conditions. Biol. Fertil. Soils 2014, 50, 861–868.

11. Sass, R.; Fisher, F.; Wang, Y.; Turner, F.; Jund, M. Methane emission from rice fields: The effect of floodwater management. Glob.
Biogeochem. Cycles 1992, 6, 249–262.

12. Ren, L.; Wang, G.; Zhang, R.; Duan, C.; Khalil, M.A.K.; Shearer, M.J.; Rasmussen, R.A.; Dalluge, R.W. Methane Emissions from
Rice Fields in the Chengdu Plain of China. Sci. Atmos. Sin. 2002, 26, 731–743.

13. Lee, J.H.; Lee, J.Y.; Kang, Y.G.; Kim, J.H.; Oh, T.K. Evaluating methane emissions from rice paddies: A study on the cultivar and
transplanting date. Sci. Total Environ. 2023, 902, 166174. [PubMed]

14. Liu, L.; Fu, Z.; Wang, Y.; Zhu, Z.; Huang, Y.; Xu, Y. Correlation Analysis Between Methane Emission and Root Characteristics of
Different Early and Late Rice Varieties. Southwest Chin. J. Agric. Sci. 2020, 33, 469–477.

15. Huang, Y.; Fu, Z.; Wang, B.; Li, C. Study on the Correlation Between Rhizosphere Characteristics and Methane Emission in Rice.
Acta Agric. Boreali-Occident. Sin. 2020, 35, 115–123.

16. Bhattacharyya, P.; Das, S.; Adhya, T.K. Root Exudates of Rice Cultivars Affect Rhizospheric Phosphorus Dynamics in Soils with
Different Phosphorus Statuses. Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal. 2013, 44, 1643–1658.

17. Aulakh, M.; Wassmann, R.; Bueno, C.; Kreuzwieser, J.; Rennenberg, H. Characterization of root exudates at different growth
stages of ten rice (Oryza sativa L.) cultivars. Plant Biol. 2001, 3, 139–148. [CrossRef]

18. Kerdchoechuen, O. Methane emission in four rice varieties as related to sugars and organic acids of roots and root exudates and
biomass yield. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2005, 108, 155–163.

19. Bagozzi, R.P. Structural equation models in experimental research. J. Mark. Res. 1977, 14, 209–226.
20. Stein, C.M.; Morris, N.J.; Nock, N.L. Structural equation modeling. Methods Mol. Biol. 2012, 850, 495–512.
21. Amini, A.; Alimohammadlou, M. Toward equation structural modeling: An integration of interpretive structural modeling and

structural equation modeling. J. Manag. 2021, 8, 693–714. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1002/2017EF000732
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32597468
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture12122134
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2015.04.030
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6941.12188
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23909555
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37562609
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2001-12905
https://doi.org/10.1080/23270012.2021.1881927


Agronomy 2024, 14, 595 14 of 15

22. Du, S.C.; Zhang, Z.X.; Chen, P.; Li, T.C.; Han, Y.; Song, J. Fate of each period fertilizer N in Mollisols under water and N
management: A 15N tracer study. Agric. Water Manag. 2022, 272, 107872.

23. Du, S.C.; Zhang, Z.X.; Li, T.C.; Wang, Z.B.; Zhou, X.; Gai, Z.M.; Qi, Z.J. Response of Rice Harvest Index to Different Water and
Nitrogen Management Modes in the Black Soil Region of Northeast China. Agriculture 2022, 12, 115. [CrossRef]

24. Xu, D.; Zhang, Z.; Nie, T.; Lin, Y.; Li, T. Simulation Study of CH4 and N2O Emission Fluxes from Rice Fields in Northeast China
under Different Straw-Returning and Irrigation Methods Based on the DNDC Model. Water 2023, 15, 2633.

25. Xu, D.; Zhang, Z.X.; Nie, T.Z. Effects of straw returning and water management on yield and non-co2 greenhouse gas emissions
in cold black soil paddies. Appl. Ecol. Environ. Res. 2023, 21, 4099–4115. [CrossRef]

26. Nie, T.; Huang, J.; Zhang, Z.; Chen, P.; Li, T.; Dai, C. The inhibitory effect of a water-saving irrigation regime on CH4 emission in
Mollisols under straw incorporation for 5 consecutive years. Agric. Water Manag. 2023, 278, 108163.

27. Oo, A.Z.; Nguyen, L.; Win, K.T.; Cadisch, G.; Bellingrath-Kimura, S.D. Toposequential variation in methane emissions from
double-cropping paddy rice in Northwest Vietnam. Geoderma 2013, 209, 41–49. [CrossRef]

28. Ramasamy, S.; Ten Berge, H.; Purushothaman, S. Yield formation in rice in response to drainage and nitrogen application. Field
Crops Res. 1997, 51, 65–82.

29. Kludze, H.; DeLaune, R.; Patrick, W., Jr. Aerenchyma formation and methane and oxygen exchange in rice. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J.
1993, 57, 386–391. [CrossRef]

30. Fonta, J.E.; Giri, J.; Vejchasarn, P.; Lynch, J.P.; Brown, K.M. Spatiotemporal responses of rice root architecture and anatomy to
drought. Plant Soil 2022, 479, 443–464.

31. Malyan, S.K.; Bhatia, A.; Kumar, A.; Gupta, D.K.; Singh, R.; Kumar, S.S.; Tomer, R.; Kumar, O.; Jain, N. Methane production,
oxidation and mitigation: A mechanistic understanding and comprehensive evaluation of influencing factors. Sci. Total Environ.
2016, 572, 874–896. [PubMed]

32. Zhu, X.; Huang, Q.; Song, K.; Ma, J.; Zhang, G.; Xu, H. Seasonal Variations in Methane Production Potential and Methanogenic
Pathway in a Permanently Flooded Rice Field. Acta Pedol. Sin. 2023, 60, 503–511.

33. Fageria, N.K. Yield physiology of rice. J. Plant Nutr. 2007, 30, 843–879. [CrossRef]
34. Wang, X.; Li, B.; Tam, N.F.Y.; Huang, L.; Qi, X.L.; Wang, H.B.; Ye, Z.H.; Meng, M.; Shi, J.B. Radial oxygen loss has different effects

on the accumulation of total mercury and methylmercury in rice. Plant Soil 2014, 385, 343–355.
35. Zhang, L.P.; Yang, Q.Q.; Wang, S.L.; Li, W.T.; Jiang, S.Q.; Liu, Y. Influence of silicon treatment on antimony uptake and translocation

in rice genotypes with different radial oxygen loss. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2017, 144, 572–577. [CrossRef]
36. Mao, L.; Sun, Z.-G.; Chen, B.-B.; Hu, X.-Y.; Wu, H.-H. Sulfur oxidation-reduction process and its coupling effects with other

elements in marsh soil: A review. Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. 2022, 33, 560–568.
37. Lai, W.-L.; Zhang, Y.; Chen, Z.-H. Radial oxygen loss, photosynthesis, and nutrient removal of 35 wetland plants. Ecol. Eng. 2012,

39, 24–30. [CrossRef]
38. Armstrong, J.; Armstrong, W. Rice: Sulfide-induced barriers to root radial oxygen loss, Fe2+ and water uptake, and lateral root

emergence. Ann. Bot. 2005, 96, 625–638. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
39. Khan, N.; Seshadri, B.; Bolan, N.; Saint, C.P.; Kirkham, M.B.; Chowdhury, S.; Yamaguchi, N.; Lee, D.Y.; Li, G.; Kunhikrishnan, A.;

et al. Root Iron Plaque on Wetland Plants as a Dynamic Pool of Nutrients and Contaminants. Adv. Agron. 2016, 138, 1–96.
40. Conrad, R. Methane Production in Soil Environments-Anaerobic Biogeochemistry and Microbial Life between Flooding and

Desiccation. Microorganisms 2020, 8, 881. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
41. Li, Y.; Zhu, Z.; Wei, X.; Kuzyakov, Y.; Li, B.; Kim, P.J.; Wu, J.; Liu, S.; Ge, T. Sources and intensity of CH4 production in paddy soils

depend on iron oxides and microbial biomass. Biol. Fertil. Soils 2022, 58, 181–191.
42. Jiang, Y.; Qian, H.; Wang, L.; Feng, J.; Huang, S.; Hungate, B.A.; van Kessel, C.; Horwath, W.R.; Zhang, X.; Qin, X.; et al. Limited

potential of harvest index improvement to reduce methane emissions from rice paddies. Glob. Change Biol. 2019, 25, 686–698.
[CrossRef]

43. Zheng, H.B.; Fu, Z.Q.; Zhong, J.; Long, W.F. Low methane emission in rice cultivars with high radial oxygen loss. Plant Soil 2018,
431, 119–128. [CrossRef]

44. Ogorek, L.L.P.; Pellegrini, E.; Pedersen, O. Novel functions of the root barrier to radial oxygen loss—Radial diffusion resistance to
H2 and water vapour. New Phytol. 2021, 231, 1365–1376. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Liu, F.; Qu, C.; Wang, Y.; Chen, G. Effects of drought rewatering at heading stage on antioxidant enzyme activity and root activity
of machine-transplanted rice. J. South. Agric. 2020, 51, 65–71.

46. Li, Y. Relationship among rice root aerechyma, root radial oxygen loss and rhizosphere nitrification. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2012, 32,
2066–2074.

47. Kirk, G.J.D. Rice root properties for internal aeration and efficient nutrient acquisition in submerged soil. New Phytol. 2003, 159,
185–194. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Colmer, T.D.; Kotula, L.; Malik, A.I.; Takahashi, H.; Konnerup, D.; Nakazono, M.; Pedersen, O. Rice acclimation to soil flooding:
Low concentrations of organic acids can trigger a barrier to radial oxygen loss in roots. Plant Cell Environ. 2019, 42, 2183–2197.
[CrossRef]

49. Ding, Y.; Li, Z.; Zou, B. Low-molecular-weight organic acids and their ecological roles in soil. Soils 2005, 37, 243–250.
50. Tyagi, L.; Verma, A.; Singh, S.N. Investigation on temporal variation in methane emission from different rice cultivars under the

influence of weeds. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2004, 93, 91–101. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture12010115
https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/2105_40994115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2013.05.025
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1993.03615995005700020017x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27575427
https://doi.org/10.1080/15226510701374831
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.06.076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2011.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mci215
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16093271
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms8060881
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32545191
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14529
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-018-3747-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.17474
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34013633
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2003.00793.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33873689
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13562
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:EMAS.0000016793.13260.6e


Agronomy 2024, 14, 595 15 of 15

51. Liu, Y.Y.; Liu, W.Y.; Geng, X.Y.; Liu, B.L.; Fu, X.K.; Guo, L.Y.; Bai, J.J.; Zhang, Q.; Geng, Y.Q.; Shao, X.W. Direct-seeded rice reduces
methane emissions by improving root physiological characteristics through affecting the water status of paddy fields. Rhizosphere
2022, 24, 100628. [CrossRef]

52. Rahman, M.T.; Crombie, A.; Chen, Y.; Stralis-Pavese, N.; Bodrossy, L.; Meir, P.; McNamara, N.P.; Murrell, J.C. Environmental
distribution and abundance of the facultative methanotroph Methylocella. Isme J. 2011, 5, 1061–1066. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Chen, Y.; Li, S.Y.; Zhang, Y.J.; Li, T.T.; Ge, H.M.; Xia, S.M.; Gu, J.F.; Zhang, H.; Lü, B.; Wu, X.X.; et al. Rice root morphological and
physiological traits interaction with rhizosphere soil and its effect on methane emissions in paddy fields. Soil Biol. Biochem. 2019,
129, 191–200.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rhisph.2022.100628
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2010.190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21160537

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Site Description 
	Experimental Design 
	Sampling and Measurement Methods 
	Determination of CH4 Emissions 
	Measurement of the Morphological Indicators of the Rice Root System 
	Measurement of the Physiological Indices of Rice Roots 
	Measurement of Organic Acid Content in Rice Root Exudates 
	Data Statistics and Analyses 


	Results 
	CH4 Emissions 
	Morphophysiological Characteristics of the Rice Root System 
	Organic Acid Content in Rice Root Exudates 
	SEM of the Rice Root System with CH4 Emission Fluxes 

	Discussion 
	CH4 Emission Patterns of Different Rice Varieties 
	Influence of Root Physiological Morphology on CH4 Emissions 
	Effect of Organic Acids on CH4 Emissions 
	A Strong Rice Root System Reduces CH4 Emissions 

	Conclusions 
	References

