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	Rice is a staple food crop for most of the world’s population. Dry direct-seeded rice uses much less water than transplanted-flooded rice and effectively improves O2 diffusion into the soil, hence reducing the emission of CH4. Dry direct-seeded rice also reduces labour input by eliminating various field operations such as nursery raising, removing plants from the nursery, transplanting, and puddling operations. Therefore, this study is important for the scientific community. 
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