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Methane Sources and Sinks of Vurious Land Use Types

in Mae Chaem Watershed
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ABSTRACT

Eleven land use types in Mae Chaem watershed were selected and systematically monitored for

their methane production and consumption dwuring 1999. Methane concentration was analyzed using

Gas Chromatography (GC) to analyze gas sample taken from each land use and methane emission was

ultimately calculated. Base on source/sink consideration, the selected land uses can be grouped into

two categories, methane partial source/sink and methane sink. The first category is included two rice

fields with average emission and consumption rates of 0.144 and 68.930 mg m™® d”, respectively. The

second category consists of fallow fields, a field crop area, deciduous forests, an orchard field, a hill

evergreen forest, and a pine forest, with average consumption rates of 0.517, 0.240, 0.236, 0.234, 0.209,

and 0.161mg m™?d”, Moreover, the study found a highly significant negative relationship between soil

bulk density and methane consumption rate.

Keywords : methane, sources and sinks, watershed

1
1
2
2
3
3

guidtapdadnduy’ adwaine adafuyd 25150

Prachinburi Rice Research Center, Ban Sang, Prachinburi 25150

faenindn ICRAF ealnai 50200

Research Assistant, ICRAF, Chiang Mai 50200

mentsfingazawindmand  wazdudidu fefunanBanianens wineddeadnl 50200

Soil Sciennce Department, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai 50200

Thai Agricultural Research Journal Vol 20 No. 1 January - Aprit 2002

45



UnAngn

nsfnenillfdenfuismunuaasnisls
fidutszianeneg Tuguihwivdy sunsusiudy
SwiaBuslug Swau 11 uwlas WadaSnams
wanuaznsgaldfirelimulugaed 2542 Au
fatewangnuasidouss 1 e Tnaldnaas
Fufing sy 3 70 iiufetnethas 4 nande
naf 0 10 20 wae 40 Wil wdsanfinAenaas
Fezvianududurssinsiinuiiaedes GC udn
MurwdnIInsUantdasufineiivy  aannis
Anwsnansautisiufioanidy 2 ngu naswsnLy
fudftiamstanddosuazmagaldfnadimuldud
win leedidnsnsgalduazdasmsyandans
@8y 0.144 uaz 68.930 HadnudomIamnIsa
Fu anuddy nguiides Aeuiididuunsepald
ptieIlsneude Tvauidoy waefisls 1
ie¥e wasliia thavwn wagthay Teedidns
msgald 0.617 0.240 0.236 0.234 0.209 kaz 0.161
fadnSudomauasioTy ausdy usnantl
SNt AnuwIwiLuYeRuiia N duus v
austhalidbddiudammagaldfinafimu

Awan : Al megeld mydaatdes fud
a3
A

aduduaasingZaunszaniudu
vsspmeadaiusumaniswsssngasalang
waguulsenfionmevedlan anudiuduilifiuiy
doundeiinanfansruveeuynd  Aofimuiy
fnaZounszanifianuddniudusvasesasann

46

fromsueulasanlasd ATdwvhWaumgieds
gaslanifindu  fmuiuinsiinaauasgaldlng
PN NETTUENF e Methanogenic bacteria
way Methanotrophic bacteria anuldiaaiw
wndanibifiuazfisandiaumusasy anududy
spefailinudindutszinada 1 wosidud
dsznslneBuiinmsfnumstanyasufnsivnuan
syt (Jermsawatdipong et al, 1999) unas
fitinsdanydasfeiion Tdud amamsinses
MARREMATIN uazunasiifiuszuazreadedy o
amansinsasduundelngfivanddeafioits
vanvdastszanar 87 wadidusdvaaIunamnis
Uandaneievunuasyszma (TEL 1997) ol
fmudeldfinsfnenfeafuyFunumsgalding
foludszndlng fnansnuidesenui Auf
1 wazRuitnisineesiiin livhuduwaeditinng
@mél%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ Wi (Bender and Conrad, 1996 ; Bowden
et al, 1998 ; Goldman et al, 1995; Jensen and
Olsen, 1998; Prieme and Christensen, 1897;
Prieme et al, 1997; Singh et al, 1998; Sitaula
et al, 1995; Whalen and Reeburgh, 1996)
Methanotrophic bacteria ﬁaﬂﬁfﬂaﬂuﬁuﬁﬂmi
fennemediasiinuduunaanasny  fae
madFverananaldirfirsiimuilduadana
(Output) wasiufinis annsaduingdy (nput)
dotlauldrufanssulusnfiufintds  Fefufalas
nafinwenaduszny ReunsenBnuazunaedid
magaldinafiny  ieludeyafiugudmiy
UsnifiudBinamsdantassuasiiioanudnlai
faduiivrAunInansazmageldfisiimulunns

SLW&’ e B

HNUNAUNIRURUIZUD

TEaTIRInIRaEeT U 20 adudl 1 unes - wisey 2545



gunsaluasItnng

donfufifedusiumurasnldfuiiau
Uszinene asguinusiudy snusiiau dmia
Fealvaiduau 11 wae A wdha 2 wdas th
Wieds 2 uae Tovgudiau 3 was wasialy wias
Ifina thauuazthdvwn sgazniudas udas
Uszinnamsldfauiiidonundudung Sdnweas
iz uazuansnefuisludwianssuns lufiud

LLazﬂ'ﬁ’iUﬂ’Ju‘Ba\mHE’ﬁQﬁﬂﬂqEJuaﬂ

1. wda WEenundiduau 2 ulas
Téun undmeesuayus (RF1) fhursudamie
fruataduns wazundfithusunn (RF2) éva
draAs o.uaiudn audaddna adudnnneiing

o

189 RF1 ofifiih 19°4' 155" wile uay 98° 15

5
el

53.3" pizfupen Aufifleugeainszdutnes 950

wns Anwazfuiduiinuueu adedssinm 50

=

was iy 2 9 Jeasssiingnid

L3

\inq Thinanasall insnsnsviunillagldwg
drfufiosdelfudaldituannwindon  uas
punmimavilnaduiignlassunsnsns wenan
nstgndrudansasnsdalgniinnasdilunds
mafiuifieadn Feuunhlasyaislnsenmane
faduszuumatgnfisluiiuiide  drenude
fivpedidu  sdannifuifefianensninias
apefiufiinaliauninasiongund Taifin1sldie
wiisznimsdgndadlasandiluandeannms
Ugnitnnaediy

fdauanguiatheineuee RF2 agfifidn 16°
30'209" wiie uaz 98° 20' 46.2" myiusan fudl
fimugeannaeduimeia 533 was RF2 uiui
Twasudslng diowSsuifeuivulas RF1 waz
dufiswassilamithuindy  dvlnassguathi

withdmszen uaz gralnglufige nuenalgn

Thai Agriculturat Research Journal Vol 20 No. 1 Januazy - April 2002

wwizdhaut Tegldwug nee waz na10 inwAsnT
Sugndraludsuningen Mgdsiing fiufen
Jszinadavifiauvefioungraney Sansld
duipfigasseesdunnng  InEAINTuIeIRRdl

& o

AulfanuwituivdnBeiifisanalunstlgndis

1

gauds annsadgndalnatings dawdes dunay

U

o eu

viafiaindug WsmsuilanmalunizFaunds
Fmhelunanvineiiy
2. faede Rudlagrefaanntiuied

2 wie fin dudedeludiud adadund (DF1)

)
1ad

aaiufeewagifidn 19° 4 21.57 wiln 98° 18’
486" nriusen Befinnugeannazdivtwea 1001
was Aufifinnuanadugilagamidasluneials
fufilnnaudslifududssianedaly facamin
wiuzpssulfounamgiiosnintduwn usfinny
wuutupeslifusrenandt  fanineitazdy
Bolwlugguas uwisdl 2 Aerifeieiisuathois
(DF2) anifiudedeedfifdn 18° 31 17.6” wile
waz 98° 18" 29.27 mxfusen geanTzdumeia
1,039 wes TenuanduguazainiBosasllms
fiendle DF2 fanuwunwdusesiulivuinlng
At DR wsenumunutiuvasidifusednt
Feaadillndlugguéds Wosmnuaadinwossluld
fisremaufiduauinn

3. {hiuen (BF) thivaneglufiufives
MURTIAY SunDIiNEN aLiufag s
e 18° 31" 05" wile uay 98° 17’ 27.4" mzdu
aan geEnTiutmze 1,219 Wwes danuan
Fugsarandsadlimeiiiniie Aufiunagull
mesiuliisgn ey mihfiudniiEunde Tnnge was
gnsumuandnides (1) Wueiesm el
m3lnatweshndsiuanuin

4. Tswyudisy (Fallow Fields) wungiia

&

fuiflinsaanssawlddwmiudgnfis wudnals

47



vaofislsdug Woinwasnafiuiianuaauauysal
yosiuTiuanas inunInsasldoaiufilissesnis
WeurnuarusuysalvnsiulasauIuAINg

FITUING udAedipunaunmnzlandn sz
manyudsudusgivhuiuulssiiinsnsninsay

L

aos endduildfeniuiiudosiialy 1 9 (F1)
47 (Fa) waz 7 T F7) uduiuiieyluion
e Sanuaiedisn qaifiusethsiegiin
19° 3' 204" wila 98° 16" 26.6” sixupan 19° 3/
29.2" wiln 98° 16’ 314" pxdupen uaz 19° 3
30.8" wiln 98° 16’ 27.2" mzfusen dwiLALA
F1 F4 waz F7 swady feanuutasfinonugs
ansedutmzia 984 was FuwsTusaifunos
fuidushaueszuamsuaasuuazsnaly nas
andalauthay nessnsaztgndlstudiuides
Werslaanelumsauns

5. ulasiinls (FC) Matfidhuatnufs
argushagneisegfifin 18° 31 10.17 wis 98°
20' 0.4” mzfusen  fedmgennszdutmzia
700 Wy fufifimhRuRunausianTemnnan
aadeasaslynieiicinide insasnstgndrilng
wanwdatufiufisndnvesiuiideuusinlag
vitnensuienaununsigniamdeeiiiviuanas
wazapldmiuedin insasnnndsuiulaeldaay
yadaduiEfmunzanfigafiededinoeny
amduvesiiufl sunsnmnzlgaldifismiladade
Dazwhaiauliguay feiueisu usgiuuiua
AT INTZANLYBIAY

6. wadlsina (OF) sfluituidhuainduns

1o o s

vinannumegegifidn 19° 4 11.3" wiis
98° 15’ 56.5" nzdusan fimugeansziutmeia
980 a3 AufinsauaguiluniiugianaiBoaas
Tumefirwiie slnvedduafivgnliun W wau

alanle  Feyaddlasenramaslduuzild

48

nsAsNIT I griiienaununiagnly sewdng
wavadlinadefimatgnindisomnagunsnauns
wWindind Havesdily parsley waz spinach wusu

7. fhau (PF) ATOUARNYDALEIHYY
Tushus¥aduns Aineswafiufetheegi 19° 3
294" wila 98°17 35.9" azduaen fAugeRN
sedvdnzia 1,054 ey RufianaBeeaans
firlsl Fowssamantuuiidudwonau A Pinus
merkusii 4ae Pinus kesiva Sangchyoswal (1998)
e 1 2539 Uinaguhdeyadundtithau
AsaUAUBLAIIL 4480 Au fufiianue 23,519
15 Anduituivszana 30 wWadidud veeguih
oy inaums

mstamstandaasinaiimy

1. ASAUAIDEI9AIZRAZAISILASIZHAY
Miaduanefsiinu

= ar H [24 & <y
VIUFRENSANTAINYN 11 wilas nnLeau

5 1 =Yy -3 ar Qs 1
fawslifauunsauesuaten 2642 lasldnans

3 o

WUl 2 wune sunadnidiiusmeeneluiiug
Taighvihuds fendasvidne vo PVC sunaudy
BeuEina1d 20.28 wuRiums §9 10 wufwng ndog
flimel¥luenAdy Altemative to Slash and Bum
(ASB) isiliumslag Palm et al (1998) naas
yualnglddmsuifiudreteingtunidn 6
napewhis¥an@iSandn Plexiglas suanans
B0x60x60 (AIN9xeNIXEe) wuFinT dWnauuue
12 Taadi wilesn Idwdanuanuuniresifianau

LY

framelunaslidnfudraufuseene nansdis
fmunlaganuddodauiunend wIe IRRI
(Quiamco, 1996)

Tuusiazuag iiudhashefeson 3 4
Tneifiu 4 afe Moaan 0 10 20 uae 40 Uil wad

s t

- & ! & o o o
FNNFANAINADILAUNY @uﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂq\?ﬂqﬁﬁnuﬂlu

TSI THTIEAEeT U9 20 atfuft 1 anTes - Wi 2545



18 fiaddnsannnanafivietine wadadufoly
PIfuRIeg1euIAUTIg 16 fsddns Seh
gty e (Evacuation) Ludnfislidesianisgn
panvimsiinseiamende nasuiuiluusdas
Frazgniindainefiutlszann 20-30 wers e Rl

¥ ]
ot ek

fngreilidufunuiiffigaoesusiazudas 1
shagrefoifvluudazifauaniwazinian
Widiurpefnafimuseiadasinnssidiageing
{(GC model GC-8A, shimadzu Co, Inc.Japan) #i

Lo 0l i

AusddgdAuyi

2. AMaAUtAnTliny

MIAuad Slope

A1 Slope IDINIHARLATAAIEANY
fimumymsmunanmsasuuy asanudiud
wasfafimundsanfinsanasiviegs loald
aumssilud

Y = a+bX (1}

Taefl Y #i9 enudiduzesineiimy X dunan
lumaiiufegn aradudusesinesiivuiinnn
fuvusiunaluniafusiegnedy way Slope
2R9aNNT fn FuseAnSanuduius (regression
coefficient %38 b “j’umxs) Fesonrdneiy duu
AMswasuudaseesarnundudunisasand
wasulvde de/dt) a uqednuendu Slope i
WNYW Y (Y axis intercept) deazvinAumyndiuduy
gaefingiimuluussenadfia Ussanal 1.72 ppm
aumSTl 2 wERenIANuaiAn Slope AN X LAz
Y flazdumay (Snedecor and Cochran, 1987)
leyl - (ij) (Zyﬂ) /n

= (2)
Yt ZXJZ - (in_z) /n

i

2xy
b: |

Thai Agricultural Research Journal Vol 20 No. 1 January - April 2002

1 Slope wssfinaiiinusnunsadiuldis
VINUAZAY enmad Ny danuddunoeing
S o and 0 wdi sndnenudivdy e nand
40 Wil ndsnRnaenaasaasiantdiduiy
Fulupsfinafivdy Sope Suduvanudaiinis
Yasdassofimulufiuiin lunmsedud
aududusasiisiinu Anat 0wl gandn
adiduiingn 40 wifindannfiadenans uans
enudiuduanasluasfivnanfudus Slope
Fuffuay wiofuiinsefuiinsgalifedin

msAnnudadanldosuazgaldfiefion
11 fn Slope FldRNANSA A uRLsN

MulasaemdrTnstantdosuazniagatd

fefimudawgassiald (Quiamco, 1996)

de  (h)(M )(T)
E = — w 5t (3)

dt (MV)(Tsr+T)

Toefi E = dannsdasddasudogald

fafimu ; mg m? bt

de/dt =  mavlasuuaemududuaas
fing ; ppm b’

n = enugewestamslundoaiy
fing : m

M = dhadnluanaveeiadion
16.123 x 10° my

M = dhnesluanasssineiing
2241 x 10° m®

T = pamafisasyimsiuiietig
°C

T = aun)luesgy; 273.2 °C

49



NANTINARDILRZARNS!

HANTSNAADY

naannIsiuIudnIs I Tdantdasfing
finuannfiufidneg denanndnediy ansnsaui
fiufisanilu 2 aguemumstanUapunazmagald
efiwy aquusnufuiiiiisnnanUsasuas
msgaldlduniundrn nduiiaesAeiuiftinigels
ptiReafe RuRtilivhude (Non-flooded soils)
Téun Aufinsnsarouiineuwssfufith

1. unawlandansuazgaldinadiny

Aufitiiansyanddosuazansgaldfing
fwufaundnn Suativaamansiwssiluunds
unnsneiusEningiuAugauds Fafudnsinns
Yandsnefinafimuasduiounn (Production) wae
aU (Consumption) Tugguetgndniuazgguds
ANAAL

wdafishuatadund (RF1) finagald
fefimy senihafieuunsaniammey wazdiou
funmy esnafudilifithiay uwdgaeiou

(logig,mgm” d'")

14an 0o

wqa&m@uﬁ\ﬂwqﬂﬁmﬂwﬁ\aLﬂquniuﬁuﬁﬁﬁwhmﬁ’\ﬂ
aznaneiuunaalanldoy (Fig.l) sharmagatd
AafinusznitafauunAuivumguLasHDUY
Sunaegszwing 0.019 fs 0.391 v3awdy 0.171
+ 0188 Tiadnsusaansaunsdety lusaed
drrmsdardassfinsiimussnitufioungeniay
fafiaungAAnien egvendne 0.212 fis 146.312

=

winiady 26.767 + 64.386 fadniusomaLIng
AB I

undnfishuagiade (RF2) azgndassdng
duidsadad Wy Ta waznselie szwiafou
unAnfafoungueatan Ysinanmsqalding
fulughsilagszming 0018 e 0.218 vieledy
0.116 * 0.079 fadnsudomMaunsdiadu (Fig.1)
wnssnstgndmssninefieufiguisuwasiuifen
Uanzfaungrameau wadausuAY was RF2
mduluiufeglussiuganlidefinweauay
Uardaauing damsdantasainsiinuagsening
0.576 4 254.035 wiwAy 111.092 T 112,120

Tadnfusaamsuumisaiu (Fig.1)

(logye, mgm* &'

100 92 |
19.86 Production
186
9 10

001 L.

Consumption

AR,

MRELP

B R¥2YP

I 10 00
g RPIC ERFIC

L 150.00C

T600.00

Jan Feb Mar Apr Mey Jun

Tul Aug Sept Oct Nov
Month

Dec
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Figure 2 Average methane consumption rates in various land uses types.
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Figure 3 Correlation between soil bulk densities and methane consumption rates

Note: ** = significant at 1% level
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