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Abstract: Using beneficial microorganisms, such as purple non-sulfur bacteria (PNSB), has shown
enormous potential for improving plant growth and agricultural production. However, the full extent
of their benefits and interactions with agricultural practices is yet to be fully understood. The present
study aimed to investigate the use of PNSB in crop rotation practice, focusing on its impact on rice
growth and yield. The experiment was conducted over two rice cropping seasons, with djulis grown
between the rice as a rotation crop. The study shows that PNSB treatment increased the concentration
of 5-aminolevulinic acid (5-ALA) in plants, indicating enhanced photosynthesis. Moreover, when
combined with crop rotation, PNSB remarkably improved soil fertility. These combined benefits
resulted in substantial increases in tiller numbers (163%), leaf chlorophyll content (13%), and lodging
resistance (66%), compared to the untreated plants. The combined treatment also resulted in higher
productive tillers per hill (112%), average grain per hill (65%), and grain fertility (26%). This led to
increased grain yield (65%), shoot dry weight (15%), and harvest index (37%). The findings clearly
suggest that the incorporation of PNSB in crop rotation strategies can significantly augment the
growth and yield of rice crops. These insights, pivotal for sustainable rice cultivation, hold the
potential to simultaneously tackle the pressing issues of global food security and climate change.

Keywords: 5-aminolevulinic acid; agricultural practices; djulis; global food security; growth and
yield of rice; harvest index; lodging resistance; purple non-sulfur bacteria; soil fertility; sustainable
rice production

1. Introduction

The rice (Oryza sativa L.) crop is a vital staple that plays a crucial role in providing
food and income for millions of people worldwide [1–4]. However, its sustainability
and productivity face increasing threats from various challenges [2]. For instance, the
excessive application of chemical fertilizers and pesticides to meet the high demand for rice
has resulted in numerous problems, including escalated production costs, environmental
deterioration, and adverse impacts on human health [5–8]. Similarly, the conventional
monoculture practice of rice cultivation has also given rise to challenges such as soil quality
and fertility depletion, disease outbreaks, pest infestations, and declining yields [9–11].
Therefore, these issues underscore the necessity for alternative and more sustainable
farming practices, such as crop rotation, rice-fish cultivation, integrated pest management
methods, and organic farming practices.

Crop rotation, an ancient agricultural practice, has been used for centuries to sustain-
ably improve soil quality and crop yield. It refers to the systematic approach of cultivating
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different crops on the same agricultural land in a planned sequence. Rotating crops, as
demonstrated in various studies [12–15], is widely acknowledged for its effectiveness and
advantages in enhancing soil fertility, regulating pests and diseases, and increasing yield.
In rice-based cropping systems, this practice has been shown to improve soil quality, reduce
pests and diseases, and enhance yield [16–18].

Additionally, the purple non-sulfur bacterium (PNSB) Rhodopseudomonas palustris (R.
palustris) species has been observed to fix atmospheric nitrogen (N2) while producing
compounds aiding plant growth, such as 5-aminolevulinic acid (5-ALA) [19–21]. It has
been demonstrated that the use of R. palustris can increase the growth and yield of a variety
of crops, including pak choi [22–24], stevia [25], tobacco [26,27], mushroom [28], Chinese
dwarf cherry [29], bean [30], and rice [19,31–35]. In addition, R. palustris can act as a
biofertilizer, reducing the need for chemical fertilizers while boosting soil health, crop yield,
and nutrient assimilation efficiency [19,21,36].

Numerous studies have looked at the individual effects of crop rotation [37–39] and R.
palustris inoculation [22,35,40] on rice growth and yield; however, their combined effects
have not been thoroughly examined. The combined effects of R. palustris inoculation and
crop rotation on rice yield and growth may have significant implications for developing
environmentally friendly and economically viable crop management techniques.

Djulis (Chenopodium formosanum Koidz.), a traditional pseudocereal crop in Taiwan,
has garnered attention as a valuable food source due to its rich nutritional content [41].
Regarded as a complete food, particularly beneficial for vegetarians or those with limited
food options, djulis provides all essential nutrients for survival [42]. Beyond its grains, djulis
tissues are believed to contain higher levels of essential nutrients that, when incorporated
into the soil, can potentially promote the growth of other plants. Despite its potential, there
is a lack of research investigating the effects of integrating djulis tissues into the soil to
enhance the growth of different crops, such as rice.

As such, the current study aims to assess the effects of incorporating R. palustris
into crop rotation systems on the growth and productivity of rice crops in field conditions.
Additionally, the study will investigate how R. palustris inoculation in crop rotation practices
affects antioxidant enzyme activity and 5-ALA levels, which are crucial markers of plant
growth and stress. The findings will deepen our understanding of how crop rotation
and R. palustris inoculation affect rice productivity and growth and offer suggestions for
establishing environmentally sound and long-lasting rice farming practices.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Experimental Design and Setup

The current research was conducted at the Practice Farm of the Department of Plant
Industry (DPI), National Pingtung University of Science and Technology (NPUST), Taiwan.
The farm is situated in an open area at coordinates 22◦38′54.0′′ N 120◦37′01.9′′ E. An 18 m
wide and 21 m long rice field (rice monocropping field) was prepared and divided into
two 9 m wide and 21 m long fields for this study. A single field was divided into two to
ensure that the initial soil conditions remained the same before the commencement of the
study. These fields were divided by a ridge slightly wider than 1 m. We took measures to
confirm the ridge’s solidity and integrity to prevent any potential leakage. Random checks
were conducted to prevent any incidents that could compromise our results. Moreover,
given that the fields were situated on mildly sloping terrain, we designated the field on the
higher ground as the control field and the one on the lower ground as the treatment field.
This strategic selection was made to mitigate any unforeseen events that could influence
our findings.

In both fields, crop rotation practices were employed; however, the difference was that
crop rotation was accompanied by PNSB treatment in one field. During the first year of the
study, which took place between January and May 2022 (the primary rice-growing season in
Taiwan), the Kaohsiung 147 rice crop was transplanted in both fields (Figure 1a). Following
rice cultivation, djulis were cultivated in these two fields from September to December (the
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primary season for djulis cultivation) of the same year. After djulis were harvested, the stems
were crushed into small pieces and spread in the soil before final land preparation.
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Figure 1. Enhancement of rice growth and yield through incorporation of purple non-sulfur bacteria
(PNSB) in rice-djulis rotation practice. (a) Depiction of the rice fields utilized in this study, where
djulis was cultivated as a rotational crop within the same field and (b) a schematic representation of
the experimental design implemented in this study.

Additionally, to enhance soil fertility, any remaining plant materials, including roots,
were thoroughly incorporated into the soil through rotovating, ensuring a more balanced
nutrient composition and promoting favorable soil conditions for optimal rice growth. In
the second year of the study, the Kaohsiung 147 rice crop was once again cultivated from
January to May 2023. Hereafter, the first year of rice cultivation is designated as Trial 1
(−crop rotation), either with (+PNSB) or without (−PNSB) PNSB, and the second year of
rice cultivation as Trial 2 (+crop rotation), either with (+PNSB) or without (−PNSB) PNSB
treatment. Similar to rice, djulis was also treated with PNSB (+PNSB) or without PNSB
(−PNSB). This treatment was determined by the specific field in which it was cultivated
(Figure 1b). This strategic methodology ensures an enhancement in productivity for both
the primary and the rotational crops. Moreover, it contributes to the improvement of
soil fertility, optimally preparing it for the next cycle of rice cultivation. All management
practices, including land preparation, planting, and harvesting, were performed uniformly
in each field to prevent biases in the results.

The rice seedlings were transplanted at the 5-leaf stage using the rice transplanter
in each field. The weather conditions, such as air temperature, relative humidity, light
intensity, and sunshine hours, were monitored using the fully automated KLIMALOG
Microclimate Environment Monitoring System (Taiwan Hibot Co., Ltd., Kaohsiung, Tai-
wan). We extensively monitored the soil environment during Trial 2, specifically focusing
on soil temperature and electrical conductivity (EC). These parameters were measured
using the AgriWeather Field Sensor (Beehive Data Technology Co., Ltd., Taipei, Taiwan) to
gain insights into the below-ground conditions and their potential impact on rice growth.
The data were obtained weekly from the online system and recorded to make informed
decisions on management practices.

Variations in soil nutrients under different treatments for each Trial were also investi-
gated through a comprehensive soil nutrient analysis. For each Trial, soil samples were
collected from multiple locations within each treatment at a depth of 15–20 cm and com-
bined to form a composite sample, and this process was repeated three times. Therefore,
three replications (n = 3) of each sample for each treatment in each Trial were analyzed to
understand the soil fertility change. Post-collection, the samples underwent air-drying,
sieving through a 2 mm mesh, and careful packaging for subsequent analysis. The samples
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were then sent for analysis to the Laboratory of Soil and Fertilizer at the Kaohsiung District
Agricultural Research and Extension Station, Ministry of Agriculture, located in Pingtung
County, Taiwan. Soil chemical properties were measured following a previously reported
method [43,44]. Additionally, ionic forms of K, Ca, Mg, Fe, Mn, Cu, Zn, and Na were
determined using inductively coupled plasma optical emission spectrometry (ICP-OES)
(Agilent Technologies, Inc., Santa Clara, CA, USA).

2.2. Preparation and Application of PNSB

The biofertilizer containing the R. palustris species of PNSB was prepared using the
initial stock obtained from the Food Industry Research and Development Institute (FIRDI),
Taiwan (research number PSB32). The culture medium was formulated based on the
method described by Lee at al. [45] with some modifications as per the available materials
and the suggestions provided by FIRDI. The bacteria were cultivated in a 20 L transparent
water bottle and placed in the greenhouse under indirect sunlight for around 14 days to
promote optimal growth, as indicated by the development of a dark maroon color. The
culture bottle was inspected and agitated daily to ensure uniform dispersion of the culture
medium for consistent bacterial growth.

After 14 days of culture, 10 mL of the stock solution was sampled for laboratory analy-
sis to determine the colony-forming unit (CFU). The original CFU count was determined by
the standard plate count technique and was adjusted to 2.46 × 108 to suit the experimental
requirements. The CFU adjustment was implemented to ensure sufficient PNSB in the in-
oculum, capable of significantly impacting plant growth and yield. This decision was based
on previous studies demonstrating the efficacy of similar concentrations of the same bacte-
rial species in promoting plant growth and yield improvement [22,23,25–27,29,34,46,47].
Four weeks after transplanting (WAT), 17 L of PNSB inoculum was administered into the
treatment field via its dedicated inlet pipe, utilizing the flow of water. This treatment was
subsequently repeated every two weeks until the early reproductive (heading) stage under
both Trials and crops cultivated for this experiment.

2.3. Crop Management Practices

The crop management practices used in this study included fertilizer application,
irrigation frequency, weeding, and pest and disease management. For the preparation of dry
fields, an initial application of farmyard manure, characterized by a nutrient composition of
nitrogen (N) 2.6%, phosphorus (P) 1.9%, and potassium (K) 1.4%, was utilized. Throughout
the plant’s growth cycle, a compound fertilizer known as “Heiwangte No. 43” with a
nutrient composition of 15-15-15-3(MgO) 50(O.M.), procured from Taiwan Fertilizer Co.,
Ltd., Taipei, Taiwan, was applied in three distinct phases. Approximately 160 kg/ha
of N was administered at critical growth stages: the early leaf development stage, the
mid-tillering stage, and the early reproductive stage. This application schedule aligns
with the recommendations provided by the Miaoli District Agricultural Research and
Extension Station, located in Miaoli County, Taiwan. This approach ensures optimal
nutrient availability during critical periods of plant development.

The wet and dry technique was employed to irrigate the rice crop field. This involved
irrigating the field for 24 h and leaving it to dry for three days. This method ensured that
the plant roots had access to enough oxygen to carry out respiration while also reducing
weed and algae growth. If weeds were still present in the field, manual weeding methods,
such as drowning the weeds in mud, were used. For algae growth, Bacillus subtilis was
used in addition to the wet and dry methods to control the remaining algae. The dead
algae also served as a N source for rice crop plants.

Pest and disease control for the rice crop was achieved using organic pesticides,
sprayed fortnightly after PNSB treatment was applied. The organic pesticides used were a
mixture of saponin, 50% phosphorous acid, and 50% potassium hydroxide. To control snail
populations in the early stages of plant growth, organic tea seed cake pallets (containing
16% saponin), an extract from camellia seeds, were spread across the field.
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2.4. Field Data Collection

Field data from WAT 4 was collected to evaluate the growth and development of
the rice crop. This included plant height, tiller number, leaf chlorophyll content, and
plant lodging resistance. Ten random plants were selected and marked for fixed data
collection weekly until WAT 12 (early reproductive or heading stage) to ensure accuracy
in data collection. Before data collection, the field was partly dried to ensure accuracy in
plant height and tiller number measurements. Plant height was measured using a simple
measuring tape, while individual tillers were carefully counted. For leaf chlorophyll content,
the SPAD-502 chlorophyll meter (Konica Minolta, Inc., Tokyo, Japan) was used to determine
the relative amount of chlorophyll in the rice crop leaf. Relative chlorophyll content was
analyzed at 6 points on each of the three selected leaves from each plant [48–50]. Plant
lodging resistance was determined using the YYD-IB Plant Stem Strength Tester (Wenzhou
Tripod Instrument Manufacturing Co., Ltd., Wenzhou, China). Additionally, yield and
yield-related traits were evaluated following the crop harvest.

Root growth performance was also evaluated based on root length, volume, and dry
weight. Three rice crop seedlings were transplanted into two transparent root boxes, each
measuring 60 cm in length, 70 cm in height, and 15 cm in width, within a greenhouse. The
applied treatments mirrored those implemented in the field. Rigorous daily monitoring
was conducted to mitigate potential sources of uncertainty. The plants were delicately
extracted from the root boxes on WAT 12. The plants were then appropriately labeled,
packed, and transported to the laboratory for measurements. Root length was determined
using a standard measuring tape, while root volume was calculated using the water
displacement technique. Subsequently, the roots were dried in a precision oven (DV-1202L)
at a temperature of 40 ◦C until a constant weight was achieved. The dry weight of the roots
was measured using the PB3002-S precision balance (Swiss Merchant METTLER TOLEDO
Co., Ltd., Taipei, Taiwan).

2.5. Antioxidant Enzyme Activity Analysis

In the initial experiment, denoted as Trial 1, we exclusively conducted an analysis
of the antioxidant enzyme activity. This analysis was performed with the objective of
demonstrating that both experimental fields were subjected to comparable management
practices. The antioxidant enzyme activity was analyzed weekly from WAT 4 to WAT
12. The enzymes analyzed were ascorbate peroxidase (APX), catalase (CAT), glutathione
reductase (GR), and superoxide dismutase (SOD). The protein content of the enzyme
extract was determined using the method of Bradford (1976) [51], with slight modifications.
Samples collected in the field were immediately placed on dry ice and transported to the
Laboratory for analysis. In the Laboratory, a fresh leaf sample (0.05 g) was ground using
liquid N and then homogenized with sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM; pH 6.8 for APX,
CAT, and GR and 50 mM; pH 7.4 for SOD) for further grinding before being placed in an
ice bath. The solution was then centrifuged at 12,000× g for 20 min (APX, CAT, and GR)
and 15,000× g for 30 min (SOD) using a Velocity 14R refrigerated Centrifuge (Dymamica
Scientific Ltd., Livingston, UK) at 4 ◦C, and the supernatant was collected.

The APX activity was analyzed using the method of Nakano and Asada [52], with
slight modifications. The absorbance was measured at 290 nm for 1 min using a Double
Beam U-2900 Spectrophotometer (Hitachi High-Tech Corporation, Tokyo, Japan). As the
concentration of ascorbate (AsA) decreased, the absorbance at 290 nm also reduced, and
the extinction coefficient of AsA (2.8 mM−1 cm−1) was used to calculate the APX activity.
One unit of APX was defined as the amount of enzyme needed to degrade 1 mole of AsA
in 1 min. The CAT activity was analyzed using the method of Kato and Shimizu [53], with
slight modifications. The reduction in hydrogen peroxide amount was measured at 240 nm,
and the extinction coefficient (40 mM−1 cm−1) was used to calculate CAT activity. One
unit of CAT was defined as the amount of enzyme needed to degrade 1 mole of hydrogen
peroxide in 1 min. The GR activity was analyzed using the method of Foster and Hess
(1980) [54], with slight modifications. One unit of GR was defined as the amount of enzyme
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needed to decrease the absorbance at 340 nm in 1 min. Finally, the SOD activity was
analyzed using the method by Paoletti et al. [55], with slight modifications. One unit of
SOD was defined as the amount of enzyme that inhibited the rate of NADH oxidation by
50% in the blank sample.

In the subsequent experiment, Trial 2, we shifted our focus from the antioxidant
enzyme activity to the analysis of below-ground conditions. Specifically, we examined
variables such as soil temperature and soil EC levels. These methodological adjustments
were implemented to ensure that the plant management practices were consistent across
both fields. Additionally, they served to verify that the environmental conditions exhib-
ited equivalent variations in both fields. This approach supported the validity of our
experimental design by minimizing potential confounding factors.

2.6. Analysis of 5-Aminolevulinic Acid

The analysis of 5-ALA was performed to demonstrate the presence of PNSB in the
treatment field and to elucidate its beneficial role in enhancing plant growth. The analysis
was performed with slight modifications to the method by Mauzerall and Granick [56].
Initially, a leaf sample weighing 0.05 g was homogenized with sodium acetate buffer (1 M;
pH 4.7) using a mortar and pestle in an ice bath. The solution was then centrifuged at
10,000× g for 5 min at 4 ◦C using a Velocity 14R Refrigerated Centrifuge, and the resulting
supernatant was collected. To do this, a 1 mL aliquot of the supernatant was mixed with
0.5 mL of acetylacetone and incubated at 100 ◦C for 15 min. The solution was then cooled
to room temperature, and 3.5 mL of Ehrlich’s reagent was added, followed by a 15 min
rest. The absorbance of this solution was measured at a wavelength of 530 nm for 20 min
using a Double Beam U-2900 Spectrophotometer. Finally, the concentration of 5-ALA was
calculated using a standard curve of the 5-ALA reference standard with concentrations
ranging from 0 to 30 µg mL−1.

2.7. Statistical Analysis

Data were collected and recorded in Microsoft Excel® 365 (Microsoft Corporation,
Washington, DC, USA). Statistical analysis was performed using International Business
Machines SPSS Statistics for Windows, version 27 (International Business Machines Corpo-
ration, Armonk, New York, NY, USA). Mean comparison within each Trial was performed
using an independent sample t-test, while mean comparison between treatments was ana-
lyzed using one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA). Separation of means was accomplished
through Duncan’s multiple-range test. The results are presented as mean ± standard er-
ror. Graphs and charts were created using Origin 2021 software (Origin Lab Corporation,
Northampton, MA, USA).

3. Results
3.1. Growing Environmental Conditions

Environmental factors, including air temperature, relative humidity, light intensity,
and duration of sunlight, play a pivotal role in the growth and development of crops. Any
fluctuations in these parameters can potentially influence the growth rate and overall yield
of rice. Therefore, in this study, we have carefully gathered and analyzed data pertaining
to these crucial environmental conditions.

The results revealed similar air temperature patterns in both Trials, with minimal
variations (Figure 2a). Notably, Trial 2 exhibited significantly higher temperatures at WAT
1, WAT 4, and WAT 5 compared to Trial 1. Conversely, Trial 1 showed a significantly higher
temperature at WAT 8 than Trial 2. Despite these differences, the maximum temperature
remained consistent between the Trials, around 30.3 ◦C and 30.7 ◦C for Trial 1 and Trial 2,
respectively. Similarly, the minimum temperature showed slight variation, with 19.6 ◦C in
Trial 1 and 18.8 ◦C in Trial 2. The independent sample t-test statistical analysis conducted
between the Trials suggests that there was no significant variation in air temperatures.
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However, a slight increase of approximately 3.2% was observed in the air temperature
during Trial 2.
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Figure 2. Comparison of above-ground environmental conditions between Trial 1 and Trial 2,
including (a) air temperature patterns and (b) relative humidity variations. * denotes significant
differences (p ≤ 0.05) based on an independent sample t-test (n = 7).

On the other hand, the relative humidity data showed significant variations between
the Trials (Figure 2b), with Trial 1 exhibiting significantly higher than Trial 2, except for
specific time points (WAT 13, WAT 14, WAT 15, WAT 16, WAT 18, and WAT 20). Trial 1 had
a higher maximum relative humidity of 85.6% compared to Trial 2, which averaged around
76.3%. The minimum relative humidity also varied, with Trial 1 recording approximately
63.4%, while Trial 2 had 54.5%. The independent sample t-test statistical analysis conducted
between the Trials reveals a significant increase in relative humidity in Trial 1 compared to
Trial 2, with a notable difference of approximately 15.1%.

Moreover, the analysis of light intensity also revealed no significant variations between
the Trials (Figure 3a). The maximum light intensity was approximately 692 µmol m−2 s−1

at WAT 9 in Trial 1. In contrast, in Trial 2, the maximum light intensity recorded was
688.2 µmol m−2 s−1 at WAT 11. On the other hand, the minimum light intensity in Trial 1
was 306 µmol m−2 s−1 at WAT 18 and 332 µmol m−2 s−1 at WAT 18 in Trial 2. The
independent sample t-test statistical analysis conducted between the Trials suggests that
there was no significant difference in light intensity. However, Trial 1 exhibited a light
intensity that was approximately 15.4% higher than that of Trial 2.
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Figure 3. Variations observed for (a) light intensity and (b) sunshine hours in Trial 1 and Trial 2.
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Regarding sunshine hours, Trial 2 exhibited significantly higher values from WAT
1 to WAT 11, coinciding with crucial stages of plant growth (Figure 3b). In both Trials,
a maximum of 14 h of sunshine was reached, particularly during the later stages of the
experimental period. However, there was a slight disparity in the minimum sunshine
hours, with Trial 1 averaging approximately 8.6 h and Trial 2 averaging around 11 h.
The independent sample t-test statistical analysis conducted between the Trials reveals
significantly higher sunshine hours in Trial 2 compared to Trial 1, with a notable difference
of approximately 11.3%.

3.2. Antioxidant Enzyme Activity

Under stress, plants elevate antioxidant enzyme activity to mitigate the harmful effects
of reactive oxygen species (ROS) on crop growth and yield, including rice. To understand
potential stress and the role of PNSB, we examined the activity of antioxidant enzymes
like APX, CAT, GR, and SOD. Results show that inoculation of PNSB positively impacted
SOD, APX, and GR activity, with decreases of 5%, 3%, and 13%, respectively, as shown
in Table 1. However, there was an increase in CAT activity in the −PNSB field compared
to the +PNSB field. Despite some fluctuations in antioxidant enzyme activity during the
experiment, the changes observed were insignificant, as shown in Table 1. These results
indicate that the plants in both −PNSB and +PNSB fields were not subjected to any forms
of stress that could negatively impact their growth performance and yield. The application
of PNSB was found to be beneficial and well-received by the crop.

Table 1. Antioxidant enzyme activities in rice crop plants in Trial 1 under field conditions with
(+PNSB) and without (−PNSB) purple non-sulfur bacteria (PNSB) treatment.

Treatments

Superoxide
Dismutase

(SOD)

Ascorbate
Peroxidase

(APX)

Catalase
(CAT)

Glutathione
Reductase (GR)

Units mg−1 Protein

−PNSB 0.139 ± 0.010 0.092 ± 0.008 0.015 ± 0.001 0.016 ± 0.010
+PNSB 0.132 ± 0.012 0.089 ± 0.007 0.018 ± 0.002 0.014 ± 0.009

Values are mean ± SE (n = 5). The means in the same column, followed by the same letter(s), are not significantly
different (p ≤ 0.05) based on an independent sample t-test.

3.3. Soil Nutrient Change

PNSB, such as R. palustris, and crop rotation practices are key to soil nutrient enrich-
ment. To elucidate the impact of these treatments on soil nutrient dynamics, we conducted
an analysis of soil nutrient alterations throughout the experimental duration. The results
show that the soil pH exhibited consistent fluctuations in both fields, registering a notable
decrease after djulis cultivation but rebounding during rice cultivation (Figure 4a,b). De-
spite a 3% increase in OM content with djulis cultivation in the +PNSB field, the −PNSB
field experienced a 5% decrease; however, these variations were statistically insignificant
(Figure 4a,b).

In contrast, soil P content demonstrated a significant 14% increase in the +PNSB
field with djulis cultivation, compared to an insignificant 6% increase in the −PNSB
field, exhibiting signs of the remarkable P-solubilizing capability of the employed PNSB
species (Figure 4c,d). Conversely, soil K content displayed a significant 71% increase in
the −PNSB field with djulis cultivation, while the +PNSB field exhibited a modest 14%
increase. Nevertheless, in the +PNSB field, K content continued to rise gradually, a trend
absent in the −PNSB field (Figure 4c,d). The Ca and Zn contents remained significantly
unchanged in the −PNSB field with djulis cultivation, but both experienced continuous and
significant increases with PNSB treatment, underscoring the capacity of PNSB to solubilize
these minerals, mirroring the behavior observed in P earlier.

The soil Mg content in the −PNSB field mirrored pH fluctuations, while in the +PSNB
field, it consistently increased with cultivation progress, which is attributable to the assis-
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tance of PNSB. Additionally, micronutrients such as Fe exhibited analogous fluctuations to
Mg and pH levels in the −PNSB field but experienced significant increases in the +PNSB
field, emphasizing the siderophore-producing proficiency of the employed PNSB species.

Soil Mn content followed a similar fluctuation pattern in both fields, diminishing with
djulis cultivation but recovering during rice planting (Figure 4c,d). This trend was mirrored
by Na content, which fluctuated with the crop type used, particularly water and dry land
crops. Soil Cu content significantly increased with djulis cultivation in both −PNSB and
+PNSB fields; however, the extent of the increase was more pronounced in the +PNSB field.
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3.4. Below-Ground Environment Conditions

Below-ground environmental conditions significantly influence plant growth, develop-
ment, and yield by impacting root growth, which is vital for water and nutrient absorption.
In Trial 2, below-ground environmental conditions were also assessed as indicators of plant
stress, focusing on soil temperature and soil EC. Hence, we examined these conditions to
determine their effect on root performance. The results revealed no significant differences
in soil temperature between the −PNSB and +PNSB fields, except at WAT 10, WAT 11,
WAT 12, and WAT 18 (Figure 5a), with maximum temperatures of 26.6 ◦C and 26.3 ◦C in
the −PNSB and +PNSB fields, respectively.

Similarly, the minimum temperatures were 19.3 ◦C and 19.5 ◦C for the −PNSB and
+PNSB fields, respectively, indicating that the temperatures in both fields were maintained
within the optimal range of 19.0 ◦C to 27.0 ◦C. Conversely, soil EC was significantly higher
in the +PNSB field compared to the −PNSB field (Figure 5b), with maximum EC values of
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0.43 dS/m and 0.57 dS/m in the −PNSB and +PNSB fields, respectively. The minimum EC
values were 0.13 dS/m and 0.25 dS/m in the −PNSB and +PNSB fields.
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Figure 5. Changes in below-ground environmental conditions during Trial 2, including (a) soil
temperature fluctuations and (b) variations in soil electrical conductivity (EC). PNSB: purple non-
sulfur bacteria; * denotes significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) based on an independent sample t-test
(n = 7).

3.5. Analysis of 5-Aminolevulinic Acid

The bacterium R. palustris plays a significant role in augmenting the concentration
of 5-ALA, a compound of paramount importance in plant physiology. To scrutinize the
prevalence of PNSB in the treatment field and to understand their role in this enhancement,
we conducted an investigation into the fluctuations in 5-ALA levels within the leaf tissues
of rice plants. Results show that the application of PNSB had notable effects on the 5-ALA
content in rice crop plants at different time points, as shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Variations in 5-aminolevulinic acid (5-ALA) concentration between purple non-sulfur
bacteria (PNSB) inoculated and uninoculated plants. The means followed by the same letter(s) are
not significantly different (p ≤ 0.05) based on Duncan’s multiple range test (n = 4).

At WAT 4 (prior to treatment application), a slight difference in 5-ALA concentration
was observed between the −PNSB and +PNSB fields. However, the one-way ANOVA
results indicate that this increase was not significant. Moreover, at WAT 9, a 12% increase
in 5-ALA content was evident in the +PNSB plants compared to the −PNSB group. This
trend continued at WAT 14, with the +PNSB group showing the 10% highest 5-ALA
concentration. These results suggest that PNSB application may positively influence the
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synthesis or accumulation of 5-ALA in rice crop plants, particularly at later stages of growth
as the bacterial population increases.

3.6. Above-Ground Plant Performance

Key above-ground traits like plant height, tiller count, leaf chlorophyll content, and
lodging resistance significantly influence rice yield. We examined these traits across two
seasons to assess their impact on rice productivity. The average plant height in Trial 1 for
−PNSB was 95.4 cm; however, the results of this study show that PNSB inoculation led
to a non-significant 4% increase in plant height (Figure 7a). When PNSB inoculation was
combined with crop rotation, there was a significant 9% increase in plant height in Trial 2
compared to crop rotation alone (Figure 7b). Additionally, the one-way ANOVA revealed
that the overall plant height in Trial 1 was significantly higher than in Trial 2, as shown in
Figure 7.
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Figure 7. The changes in plant height until the reproductive stage in (a) Trial 1 and (b) Trial 2 under
different treatments. PNSB: purple non-sulfur bacteria; * denotes significant differences (p ≤ 0.05)
based on an independent sample t-test (n = 10).

The application of PNSB resulted in a significant 4% increase in leaf chlorophyll levels
compared to the −PNSB group in Trial 1 (Figure 8a). On the other hand, the combined
treatment of PNSB and crop rotation in Trial 2 led to a significant 3% increase in leaf
chlorophyll levels compared to crop rotation alone (Figure 8b).
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Figure 8. Variation in leaf chlorophyll content observed until the reproductive stage in (a) Trial 1
and (b) Trial 2 under different treatments. PNSB: purple non-sulfur bacteria; * denotes significant
differences (p ≤ 0.05) based on an independent sample t-test (n = 10).



Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 12 of 26

Crop rotation alone and the combined treatment of crop rotation and PNSB signif-
icantly increased the leaf chlorophyll level by 9% compared to the −PNSB and +PNSB
inoculations in Trial 1, respectively (Figure 8). The one-way ANOVA results suggest that al-
though PNSB inoculation and crop rotation can increase leaf chlorophyll levels, combining
them as treatments can lead to a significantly greater increase in chlorophyll levels. The
study unequivocally demonstrates the substantial advantage of crop rotation on leaf chloro-
phyll concentration. Remarkably, when combined with PNSB inoculation, a noteworthy
increase in leaf chlorophyll levels is observed.

On the other hand, the inoculation of PNSB resulted in a 13% increase in the tiller
number compared to the −PNSB group in Trial 1, although it was not statistically significant
(Figure 9a). Crop rotation led to a significant 107% increase in the tiller number compared
to the −PNSB group from Trial 1 (Figure 9). When PNSB inoculation was combined with
crop rotation, a significant 27% increase in tiller number was observed compared to crop
rotation alone (Figure 9b) and a significant 133% increase compared to PNSB inoculation
alone (Figure 9).
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Figure 9. Comparison of tiller number until the reproductive stage in (a) Trial 1 and (b) Trial 2 under
the different treatments. PNSB: purple non-sulfur bacteria; * denotes significant differences (p ≤ 0.05)
based on an independent sample t-test (n = 10).

The one-way ANOVA suggests that PNSB inoculation and crop rotation are effective
strategies for enhancing the tiller number of rice plants. In particular, crop rotation can
substantially increase tiller numbers, while PNSB inoculation can provide a significant but
relatively smaller increase. However, combining PNSB inoculation and crop rotation may
offer the most favorable outcomes for enhancing the tiller number in rice cultivation.

In this study, both PNSB inoculation and crop rotation significantly increased the
lodging resistance of rice plants. The PNSB inoculation resulted in a remarkable 44%
increase in lodging resistance compared to the −PNSB group in Trial 1 (Figure 10). In
comparison, the crop rotation led to a significant 27% increase compared to the −PNSB
group from Trial 1 (Figure 10). Moreover, combining the two treatments resulted in a
significant 31% increase in lodging resistance compared to crop rotation alone and a
significant 16% increase compared to PNSB inoculation alone (Figure 10).

The one-way ANOVA analysis shows that both PNSB inoculation and crop rotation
can effectively enhance the lodging resistance of rice plants. Though PNSB inoculation may
improve lodging resistance more than crop rotation, combining them may offer a greater
result in rice cultivation.
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3.7. Below-Ground Plant Performance

Roots, being the fundamental foundation of plant structure, play an indispensable
role in not only providing a robust framework for the plant but also facilitating the critical
process of nutrient and water absorption for its transportation to the shoots. In light of
their significance, we undertake a comprehensive analysis of root growth performances
via metrics such as length, dry weight, and volume. The results demonstrate that PNSB
inoculation significantly enhanced the root growth of rice plants, as shown in Table 2 [35].

Table 2. Root growth performance of rice crop plants in Trial 1 treated with (+PNSB) and without
(−PNSB) purple non-sulfur bacteria (PNSB).

Treatments Root Length (cm) Root Volume (cm3) Root Dry Weight (g)

−PNSB 43.5 ± 0.21 b 200 ± 0.00 a 18.1 ± 2.20 b

+PNSB 57.8 ± 2.65 a 333 ± 1.11 a 41.6 ± 4.01 a

Values are mean ± SE (n = 3). The means in the same column, followed by the same letter(s), are not significantly
different (p ≤ 0.05) based on an independent sample t-test.

Specifically, PNSB inoculation resulted in a 33% increase in root length and a 130%
increase in root dry weight compared to the −PNSB treated plants. Although there was a 67%
increase in root volume with PNSB inoculation, this increase was not statistically significant.
These findings indicate that PNSB inoculation can significantly improve the below-ground
performance of rice plants, particularly in terms of root length and dry weight.

3.8. Yield Components and Grain Metrics

In this study, we meticulously examine key yield determinants in rice crops, including
productive tillers per hill, average grain per hill, grain fertility, and 1000 grain weight
(Table 3). These parameters are vital for understanding yield variations and offer insights
into the overall productivity of rice crops. The results revealed the significant impact of
PNSB application on rice crop plants. Specifically, including PNSB led to a significant
enhancement of 34% in productive tillers per hill, showcasing its positive influence on
tiller formation. Moreover, the implementation of crop rotation resulted in a remarkable
105% increase in productive tillers per hill compared to untreated plants, highlighting the
effectiveness of this practice in promoting tiller development.
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Table 3. Yield characteristics and grain metrics of rice under different treatment conditions.

Parameters
Trial 1 Trial 2

−PNSB +PNSB −PNSB +PNSB

Productive tillers/hill (%) 46.2 ± 2.50 bC 61.9 ± 2.64 aB 94.9 ± 2.74 aA 97.9 ± 0.96 aA

Average grain/hill (g) 26.3 ± 1.32 bC 32.5 ± 1.31 aB 36.2 ± 1.35 bB 43.3 ± 1.75 aA

Grain fertility (%) 75.6 ± 1.32 aB 79.3 ± 2.12 aB 95.9 ± 0.88 aA 95.4 ± 0.22 aA

1000 grain weight (g) 23.7 ± 0.17 bA 24.2 ± 0.06 aA 21.3 ± 0.29 aB 22.8 ± 0.29 aB

Values are mean ± SE (n = 5). The means in the same row, followed by the same letter(s), are not significantly different
(p ≤ 0.05) based on Duncan’s multiple range test. Lowercase letter(s) indicate mean separation between treatments
within each Trial, whereas uppercase letter(s) denote mean separation between treatments across both Trials.

However, when PNSB and crop rotation were combined, the observed increase of 3%
in productive tillers per hill was not statistically significant. While the combined effect did
not significantly contribute to additional tiller formation compared to crop rotation alone,
it is essential to highlight that the synergy between PNSB and crop rotation still yielded
superior results compared to PNSB inoculation alone. This integration led to a noteworthy
increase of 58% in productive tillers per hill.

The average grain per hill analysis revealed substantial effects of the various treatments
(Table 3). The inoculation of PNSB significantly increased the average grain per hill by
24%, highlighting its positive influence on grain production. Similarly, crop rotation alone
resulted in a significant 38% increase in average grain per hill, emphasizing the efficacy
of this practice in enhancing grain yield. When PNSB was combined with crop rotation,
there was a significant 20% increase in average grain per hill compared to crop rotation
alone. Importantly, when comparing the combination of PNSB with crop rotation to PNSB
inoculation alone, a significant 33% increase in average grain per hill was observed, further
highlighting the added benefit of combining these treatments.

The analysis of grain fertility revealed significant effects of the different treatments
(Table 3). The grain fertility was around 76% in the control field, while the inoculation of
PNSB led to a notable 5% improvement in grain fertility, highlighting its positive impact
on this crucial yield attribute. Additionally, crop rotation alone resulted in a substantial
27% increase in grain fertility, emphasizing its effectiveness in enhancing the reproductive
capacity of rice plants.

Interestingly, when comparing crop rotation alone to the combination of crop rotation
with PNSB inoculation, a slight variation of approximately 0.5% was observed in grain fertility.
Although not statistically significant, this observation suggests a potential synergistic effect
between the two treatments, indicating that they may complement each other in enhancing
grain fertility. Furthermore, when PNSB was combined with crop rotation, a significant 20%
increase in grain fertility was observed compared to PNSB inoculation alone. This finding
highlights the positive interaction between PNSB and crop rotation, indicating that their
combined application can lead to even greater improvements in grain fertility.

The 1000-grain weight in the control field was around 23.7 g, while the inoculation of
PNSB led to a significant 2% increase in grain weight compared to the control. In contrast,
crop rotation alone showed a significant 11% decrease in grain weight. Likewise, when PNSB
inoculation was combined with crop rotation, a significant 6% decrease in grain weight was
observed compared to PNSB inoculation alone. Interestingly, comparing the combination of
PNSB inoculation with crop rotation to crop rotation alone showed a slight 7% increase in
grain weight, although not statistically significant. This result indicates that pursuing a higher
grain yield may come at the expense of a lower 1000-grain weight. However, there is potential
for improvement by implementing additional soil nutrient enhancements.

3.9. Grain Yield and Resource Allocation

The overall performance of rice crops and the efficacy of applied treatments were
evaluated by assessing total yield, including grain yield, dry weight, and harvest index
(Table 4). This assessment aimed to understand the impact of PNSB treatment and crop
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rotation on rice productivity across two seasons. Results show that the grain yield in the
control field was approximately 6.30 t ha−1, which was 2% higher than the recommended
yield. Nonetheless, the inoculation of PNSB demonstrated a substantial impact, leading
to a 24% significant increase in grain yield. Similarly, crop rotation showed a significant
38% increase in grain yield. Remarkably, when PNSB was combined with crop rotation,
a significant 20% increase in grain yield was observed compared to crop rotation alone.
Furthermore, the combined effects of PNSB and crop rotation resulted in a significant 34%
increase in grain yield compared to PNSB inoculation alone.

Table 4. Grain yield and resource allocation in rice crop plants under different treatment conditions.

Parameters
Trial 1 Trial 2

−PNSB +PNSB −PNSB +PNSB

Grain yield (t ha−1) 6.30 ± 0.32 bC 7.79 ± 0.32 aB 8.69 ± 0.33 bB 10.4 ± 0.42 aA

Shoot dry weight (t ha−1) 24.1 ± 1.98 aB 20.7 ± 0.29 aB 21.3 ± 0.42 bB 27.7 ± 0.68 aA

Harvest index 0.27 ± 0.02 bB 0.38 ± 0.01 aA 0.41 ± 0.01 aA 0.37 ± 0.01 aA

Values are mean ± SE (n = 5). The means in the same row, followed by the same letter(s), are not significantly different
(p ≤ 0.05) based on Duncan’s multiple range test. Lowercase letter(s) indicate mean separation between treatments
within each Trial, whereas uppercase letter(s) denote mean separation between treatments across both Trials.

Moreover, the shoot dry weight with PNSB inoculation resulted in a 16% decrease,
even though it was not statistically significant (Table 4). Similarly, crop rotation exhibited
a modest 13% decrease in shoot dry weight. However, when PNSB was combined with
crop rotation, a significant 30% increase in shoot dry weight was observed compared to
crop rotation alone. Furthermore, the combined effects of PNSB and crop rotation yielded a
34% significant increase in shoot dry weight compared to PNSB inoculation alone. These
results demonstrate that the combined application of PNSB with crop rotation positively
influences shoot dry weight, showcasing a synergistic effect that contributes to improved
plant growth and productivity.

Finally, PNSB inoculation resulted in a substantial 41% increase in the harvest index
(Table 4). Similarly, crop rotation showed a 52% significant increase in the harvest index.
However, when PNSB was combined with crop rotation, a slight 11% decrease in the harvest
index was observed compared to crop rotation alone, which was not a significant decrease.
Similarly, the combined effects of PNSB and crop rotation demonstrated a 3% decrease
in the harvest index compared to PNSB inoculation alone. These findings underscore the
potential of PNSB inoculation and crop rotation as effective strategies for enhancing rice
yield and growth parameters.

4. Discussion
4.1. Growing Environmental Conditions

Rice growth and yield are closely related to environmental factors. Key elements such
as air temperature, humidity, light intensity, sunlight duration, and rainfall are essential for
optimal rice growth and yield maximization. As our study was conducted across two seasons,
we collected and analyzed weather data to investigate its potential impact on our findings.

The ideal air temperature for rice cultivation falls between 25 and 30 ◦C [57], with pho-
tosynthesis, a vital process for plant growth, exhibiting an optimal range of 14 to 32 ◦C [58].
In our study, the observed air temperature, although slightly outside the ideal range, re-
mained within the optimal range for photosynthesis (Figure 2a). The data analysis did not
reveal any significant differences in air temperature across the Trials.

The relative humidity is another critical factor influencing rice cultivation [59], with
the ideal range typically between 60% and 85% [60]. In our study, though the overall
results show that Trial 1 had significantly 15.1% higher relative humidity compared to
Trial 2, the values fell within this suitable range, ranging from 54% to 85% in both Trials
(Figure 2b). Studies have provided evidence that relative humidity does not have a direct
impact on plant growth as significantly as air temperature does. For instance, a study
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found that changes in relative humidity did not notably affect the root system topology of
plants [61]. Furthermore, another study on bean plants under different relative humidity
conditions revealed no significant reductions in growth or yield even at near saturation
relative humidity [62]. These findings suggest that while relative humidity can influence
certain aspects of plant physiology, its impact on overall plant growth is not as direct or
significant compared to factors like air temperature.

Moreover, light intensity directly impacts rice yield and quality [63,64], while sun-
shine hours are also important for plant growth and development. Optimal growth
occurs with 12–14 h of daily light exposure [65], and ambient light intensity usually
ranges between 300 and 500 µmol m−2 s−1 [66]. In our study, light intensity ranged from
306 to 692 µmol m−2 s−1 (Figure 3a), slightly deviating from the ideal range but primarily
within acceptable limits. This observation was further corroborated by the comparative
analysis of the overall light intensity across the different Trials conducted in this study. The
analysis revealed no statistically significant differences in light intensity between the Trials.

On the other hand, the daily sunshine hours were aligned with the optimal require-
ments for rice growth (Figure 3b). However, the aggregate data indicates that the daily
sunshine hours in Trial 2 were significantly higher by 11.3% compared to Trial 1. De-
spite this, a study conducted in the same growing region (Taiwan) from 1925–2019 has
demonstrated that the impact of sunshine duration on rice yield variations is relatively
minor when compared to other climatic variables such as diurnal temperature range [67].
Therefore, any influence of daily sunshine hours on the growth and yield of rice in this
study may have been minimal or negligible.

Rainfall is another critical factor in rice cultivation, with rice crops typically requiring
continuous flooding. However, climate variability can lead to inconsistent rainfall pat-
terns, causing stress in agricultural systems and potentially leading to crop failure [68,69].
While short-term rainfall can enhance rice productivity, long-term impacts can be detri-
mental [70–72]. Therefore, adaptive strategies such as the development of stress-tolerant
rice varieties and adjustments to cropping patterns are necessary to mitigate the effects
of changing rainfall patterns and ensure sustainable rice production [73,74]. Although
rainfall data was not collected in this study, the selection of a high-performing rice variety
and the cultivation of rice in its primary season ensured a minimal impact of rainfall on
its productivity across both seasons. Visual confirmation also indicates that the rainfall
patterns in both seasons were nearly identical.

Moreover, in Trial 1, antioxidant enzyme activity was assessed to gauge plant stress,
revealing no significant differences between the −PNSB and +PNSB fields. In Trial 2, soil
temperature and EC levels were examined to understand below-ground influences on
rice growth. Soil temperature, averaging around 24 ◦C (Figure 6a), closely approached
the optimal range for root development [75]. However, soil EC levels ranged from
0.13 to 0.57 dS/m, with the +PNSB field showing significantly higher EC levels (Figure 5b).
Maintaining appropriate soil EC is crucial for nutrient uptake, root development, and
overall plant vigor, emphasizing its impact on rice growth and yield.

Despite minor changes in relative humidity and the duration of daily sunlight, the
overall environmental conditions remained within the acceptable range, which was con-
ducive to the healthy growth of rice plants. The temperature was within the optimal range
for rice cultivation, and the intensity of light was favorable for photosynthesis, contributing
to an ideal environment for growth. Moreover, our hypothesis suggests that the impact of
rainfall on rice yield was minimal, a consequence of employing high-performing varieties
and strategically timed cultivation.

Additionally, in the first Trial, the lack of significant differences in the activity of
antioxidant enzymes suggests that the plants did not experience substantial stress during
their growth phase. In the second Trial, an examination of the soil conditions showed that
they were close to the optimal range for root development. This was the case even though
the EC of the soil, which can be an indicator of salinity or moisture content, was higher in
the field where the treatment was applied.
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The study indicates that the environmental conditions, both above and below ground,
were generally conducive to rice growth. The conditions remained relatively consistent
across the two Trials conducted in different seasons, which minimizes their potential impact
on the results. Consequently, the data on weather conditions strongly suggest that any
observed variation in plant productivity can be primarily attributed to the experimental
treatments implemented in this study.

4.2. Soil Nutrient Change

The intricate relationship between soil and plant interactions lies at the core of under-
standing the transformative effects observed in this study, where the combination of crop
rotation and PNSB has reshaped soil nutrient dynamics (Figure 4). The inclusion of djulis,
a non-N-fixing crop, serves as a compelling example of how plant choices can influence
soil fertility through mechanisms beyond traditional N fixation.

The shredded remnants of djulis, when strategically incorporated into the soil before
rice planting, initiated a dynamic process. As these plant materials decomposed, they
released essential nutrients and provided a substrate for the proliferation of beneficial
microbes, including PNSB. This dual impact reflects the intricate relationship between plant
residues and soil microbiota, creating a microenvironment conducive to nutrient cycling
and microbial activity.

The unexpected decline in soil pH with crop rotation (Figure 4a,b) underscores the
nuanced relationship between plant choices and soil chemical properties. While previous
research generally associated crop rotation with increased soil pH [76,77], the unique crop
species selected for rotation in this study led to distinctive outcomes. This emphasizes
the importance of considering the specific interactions between plant residues and soil
constituents, challenging preconceived perceptions about how crop rotation commonly
influences soil pH.

The observed maintenance of soil organic matter in PNSB-treated fields after crop
rotation (Figure 4b) further accentuates the dynamic nature of the soil-plant-microbe
continuum. Organic matter, primarily derived from plant residues, serves as a critical
driver of soil fertility, influencing nutrient availability and microbial activity. The positive
correlation between PNSB inoculation and soil organic matter levels suggests a potential
role for these bacteria in organic matter preservation or enhancement, adding a layer of
complexity to understanding soil-plant interactions.

Soil P, a vital nutrient often bound in insoluble forms in the soil, becomes a focal
point in discussing soil-plant interactions. The ability of certain PNSB species to solubilize
phosphate (PO4

3−) [78–80] highlights a microbial mechanism that directly influences P
availability to plants (Figure 4d). PNSB produces organic acids that interact with these soil
minerals, liberating bound P in a soluble form. Consequently, P becomes readily accessible
for absorption by plant roots, leading to enhanced soil quality, improved nutrient uptake,
and increased crop yield. This interaction, bridging the gap between soil minerals and
plant roots, exemplifies the intricate partnership that can exist in the rhizosphere, where
microbes act as mediators facilitating plant nutrient uptake.

The collaborative impact of crop rotation and PNSB on soil K and Ca levels (Figure 4d)
extends the narrative of soil-plant interactions. The solubilization of these minerals,
similarly to the case with P, by PNSB species potentially unlocks otherwise unavailable
forms [81], presenting a direct avenue for plants to access essential nutrients. This coopera-
tive effort between plant roots and microbial activity underscores the interdependence of
soil and plant health.

The nuanced response of soil Mg to djulis rotation, mitigated by PNSB treatment
(Figure 4d), sheds light on the delicate balance within soil-plant interactions. The Mg,
essential for enzymatic processes in plants [82], is subject to fluctuations influenced by both
plant choices and microbial interventions. The findings from this study emphasize the
need to explore the specific mechanisms through which PNSB regulates Mg availability,
deepening our understanding of the intricate relationship at the soil-root interface.
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The increased Fe availability observed in PNSB-treated fields (Figure 4d) introduces
a fascinating dimension to the soil-plant interaction narrative. Siderophores, secreted
by PNSB [83–85], serve as tools for acquiring Fe and potentially enhancing Fe uptake
by surrounding plants. This dynamic exchange between soil microbes and plant roots
exemplifies the multifaceted nature of nutrient acquisition in the rhizosphere.

In essence, this study unravels a rich tapestry of soil and plant interactions, where
the choice of crops and the introduction of microbial partners intricately shape the soil
environment. The findings underscore the need for a holistic understanding of these inter-
actions, acknowledging the diversity of mechanisms through which plants and microbes
influence soil fertility and nutrient cycling. As we delve deeper into this complex web of
relationships, we gain valuable insights into sustainable agricultural practices that leverage
the inherent synergies between soil, plants, and beneficial microbes.

4.3. Synergetic Effects on Rice Growth and Yield

The inoculation of PNSB demonstrated a favorable response toward plant growth,
with even more promising outcomes observed with crop rotation alone. However, the
most remarkable results were achieved when both practices were combined. PNSB plays a
pivotal role in promoting plant growth by improving nutrient acquisition, producing plant
growth-promoting substances, inducing immune system responses, and interacting with
the resident microbial community (Figure 11).
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Chlorophyll, a green pigment crucial for photosynthesis, is influenced by soil nutri-
ent availability. Mn is essential for chlorophyll formation [86,87], while Mg and Fe are
required for its synthesis [88,89]. Our study revealed that treating rice crops with PNSB
and incorporating crop rotation significantly influenced leaf chlorophyll levels (Figure 8),
which is crucial for efficient photosynthesis. The synergistic effect can be attributed to
improved nutrient availability in the soil, pivotal for enhancing plant growth, as evidenced
by a significant increase in Mn, Mg, and Fe concentrations (Figure 4) from Trial 1 to Trial 2.

Moreover, an increase in 5-ALA following PNSB inoculation (Figure 6) potentially
contributed to elevated leaf chlorophyll content. 5-ALA plays a crucial role in chlorophyll
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regulation, promoting the availability of protoporphyrin IX, a key precursor for chlorophyll
synthesis [88,90,91]. This enhancement in chlorophyll concentration provides several bene-
fits to plants, including improved photosynthetic capacity, increased energy production,
and an overall enhancement in plant growth. Moreover, priming plants with 5-ALA has
been shown to boost plant resilience against various stresses [92]. The study indicates
that PNSB strains, particularly those capable of synthesizing 5-ALA, including R. palustris
species [42,93,94], can significantly impact plant-soil interactions, potentially leading to
enhanced nutrient uptake and improved resilience against environmental stresses.

The enhancement of soil nutrients by PNSB treatment also positively influenced the
below-ground performance of rice crops. While PNSB treatment significantly enhanced
root length and dry weight (Table 2), root length enhancement could be attributed to the role
of indole-3-acetic acid (IAA) produced by PNSB, triggering ethylene, a cardinal regulator of
root growth and development [95,96]. PNSB produces plant growth-promoting substances,
including 5-ALA, IAA, siderophores, and exopolymeric substances [83], contributing to
improved root performance [97–102]. Research indicates that specific organisms, such as the
R. palustris species of bacteria, can produce ethylene as a byproduct during S metabolism.
This process serves as a means to acquire energy through extracellular electron transfer,
as revealed in studies conducted by Bose at al. [103]. PNSB demonstrates the ability to
synthesize IAA through two distinct pathways: the indole-3-pyruvate (IPA) pathway and
the tryptamine (TAM) pathway. Both pathways utilize tryptophan as a precursor molecule,
as evidenced by studies conducted by Spaepen et al. and Mujahid et al. [104,105].

Moreover, the increase in root dry weight with PNSB treatment can be attributed
to the 5-ALA produced by PNSB. Bacteria like R. palustris, known for producing 5-ALA,
enhance biomass accumulation by serving as a significant precursor for essential plant
compounds like chlorophyll, heme, and vitamin B12 [106]. This plant growth regulator
influences various aspects of plant growth, development, and overall yield [107,108].

Plant height, a crucial agronomic characteristic impacting rice yield potential [109,110],
increased notably with PNSB treatment (Figure 7). This rise is likely due to the enhanced
availability of soil nutrients [111,112] facilitated by the synergistic effects of crop rotation
and PNSB inoculation. The difference in plant height between Trials could be influenced by
variations in sunshine hours (Figure 3b), with excessive light potentially leading to shorter
plants. Shorter rice plants, however, are more stable, reducing susceptibility to lodging.

Furthermore, the tiller number showed a significantly positive result with PNSB
treatment (Figure 9), a result of enhanced soil nutrient levels [112–115] due to the combined
effects of crop rotation and PNSB inoculation (Figure 4). This increase could be attributed
to enhanced N content in the soil, a factor highly responsive to tiller formation in cereal
crops [116]. Although the N content of the soil was not directly quantified in this study, it
is hypothesized that the presence of PNSB may have significantly augmented the levels
of soil N. This hypothesis is predicated on the observed enhancement of leaf chlorophyll
concentrations following PNSB treatments. A previous study on rice demonstrated that
readings from the SPAD 502 m can serve as a reliable proxy for leaf N content, given
the significant correlation observed between SPAD readings and leaf N content [117–119].
Therefore, the increase in SPAD readings in this study may suggest an increase in soil N
content due to PNSB application.

Additionally, the application of PNSB has been previously documented to enhance N
content in soil by fixing N2 and making N available in ammonium (NH4

+) form [20,36,42,85].
Additionally, PNSB facilitates nitrogen use efficiency (NUE) in plants when combined with
N fertilizer [22,23,40]. For instance, the inoculation of rice with R. capsulatus DSM155 in
conjunction with N fertilizer demonstrated a notable 20% increase in N content within the
roots [120]. Thus, it is recommended that future studies specifically investigate the impact
of PNSB treatment on changes in soil N content.

The observed increase in tiller number directly correlates with a higher grain yield [35,121].
While the grain yield of the Kaohsiung 147 rice variety in the primary season is around
6.18 t ha−1 [122], the integration of crop rotation with PNSB led to a remarkable 65% increase
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in grain yield and a substantial 15% increase in shoot dry weight (Table 4). The harvest index
rose to an outstanding 37%, reflecting the successful synergy between these two agricultural
practices in maximizing rice productivity.

Crop lodging, a limiting factor in rice production, was significantly improved in the
rice crop (Figure 10) due to the synergistic effects of crop rotation and PNSB inoculation.
The synergistic effects led to significant increases in both root growth and tiller numbers,
creating favorable conditions to prevent lodging. This optimal plant structure enhances
stability and resilience against extreme weather events such as heavy rainfall and intense
winds, contributing to increased harvestable yield and overall grain quality [123–128].
Thus, this study demonstrates the harmonious working of these combined agricultural
practices, enhancing the structural integrity of rice plants and ultimately contributing to
more robust and stable crop yields.

5. Conclusions

This study highlights the significant role of PNSB as a biofertilizer, enhancing plant
growth and soil fertility. When applied to rice cultivation, PNSB increased tiller number, leaf
chlorophyll, and lodging resistance by 13%, 4%, and 44%, respectively. These improvements
were significantly amplified to 163%, 13%, and 66% when PNSB was combined with crop
rotation. This could be attributed to soil nutrient enrichment from decomposed djulis
materials and PNSB’s role in N fixation and nutrient solubilization. Furthermore, the plant
growth-promoting substances produced by PNSB might have served to further boost rice
productivity. This led to a substantial increase in productive tillers per hill (112%), average
grain per hill (65%), grain fertility (26%), shoot dry weight (15%), grain yield (65%), and
harvest index (37%). The integration of PNSB with crop rotation offers a promising strategy
for sustainable agriculture, as evidenced by a two-year study that shows potential for PNSB
in improving grain quality.

However, it is important to note that the study was conducted in a relatively small field,
which allowed for precise management and care. The implementation of these practices may
pose challenges in larger fields. Factors such as local soil conditions, climate, and crop varieties
could also influence the effectiveness of PNSB as a biofertilizer and the success of crop rotation
strategies. Therefore, the scalability of our findings and the potential difficulties in applying
these practices in diverse agricultural settings should be considered.

Further long-term studies, commercial field replication, and detailed analysis of
enhancement mechanisms could provide valuable insights and benefits for farmers. Future
research could also focus on a detailed economic analysis of using PNSB as a biofertilizer.
This could include the cost of producing PNSB biofertilizer, potential savings from reduced
use of chemical fertilizers, and potential income from increased yield and improved grain
quality. Despite these areas for further research, the results indicate promising pathways
for sustainable rice productivity enhancement under field conditions.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.S.S., K.-S.Y. and Y.-Y.C.; Methodology, L.S.S., K.-S.Y.
and Y.-Y.C.; Formal analysis and investigation, L.S.S., K.-S.Y. and Y.-T.C.; Writing—original draft
preparation, L.S.S.; Writing—review and editing, Y.-Y.C.; Funding acquisition, Y.-Y.C.; Resources,
Y.-T.C. and Y.-Y.C.; Supervision, Y.-Y.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Council of Agriculture (project 112AS-1.3.2-ST-aS).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data is contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to extend their sincere appreciation to the Food Industry
Research and Development Institute (FIRDI), situated at 331 Shih-Pin Road, Hsinchu, 300 Taiwan, for
generously supplying the photosynthetic bacteria (Research number PSB32) utilized in this research.

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



Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 21 of 26

References
1. Khush, G.S. Strategies for Increasing the Yield Potential of Cereals: Case of Rice as an Example. Stud. Plant Sci. 2013, 132, 433–436.

[CrossRef]
2. Kumar, N.; Chhokar, R.S.; Meena, R.P.; Kharub, A.S.; Gill, S.C.; Tripathi, S.C.; Gupta, O.P.; Mangrauthia, S.K.; Sundaram, R.M.;

Sawant, C.P.; et al. Challenges and Opportunities in Productivity and Sustainability of Rice Cultivation System: A Critical Review
in Indian Perspective. Cereal Res. Commun. 2022, 50, 573–601. [CrossRef]

3. Nguyen, N.; Ferrero, A. Meeting the Challenges of Global Rice Production. Paddy Water Environ. 2006, 4, 1–9. [CrossRef]
4. Prasad, R.; Shivay, Y.S.; Kumar, D. Current Status, Challenges, and Opportunities in Rice Production. In Rice Production

Worldwide; Chauhan, B.S., Jabran, K., Mahajan, G., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2017; pp. 1–32,
ISBN 978-3-319-47516-5.

5. Baweja, P.; Kumar, S.; Kumar, G. Fertilizers and Pesticides: Their Impact on Soil Health and Environment. In Soil Health; Giri, B.,
Varma, A., Eds.; Soil Biology; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; pp. 265–285, ISBN 978-3-030-44364-1.

6. Prashar, P.; Shah, S. Impact of Fertilizers and Pesticides on Soil Microflora in Agriculture. In Sustainable Agriculture Reviews:
Volume 19; Lichtfouse, E., Ed.; Sustainable Agriculture Reviews; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2016;
pp. 331–361, ISBN 978-3-319-26777-7.

7. Sharma, N.; Singhvi, R. Effects of Chemical Fertilizers and Pesticides on Human Health and Environment: A Review. Int. J. Agric.
Environ. Biotechnol. 2017, 10, 675. [CrossRef]

8. Srivastav, A.L. Chapter 6—Chemical Fertilizers and Pesticides: Role in Groundwater Contamination. In Agrochemicals Detection,
Treatment and Remediation; Prasad, M.N.V., Ed.; Butterworth-Heinemann: Oxford, UK, 2020; pp. 143–159, ISBN 978-0-08-103017-2.

9. Berg, H. Rice Monoculture and Integrated Rice-Fish Farming in the Mekong Delta, Vietnam—Economic and Ecological Consider-
ations. Ecol. Econ. 2002, 41, 95–107. [CrossRef]

10. Goulart, R.Z.; Reichert, J.M.; Rodrigues, M.F. Cropping Poorly-Drained Lowland Soils: Alternatives to Rice Monoculture, Their
Challenges and Management Strategies. Agric. Syst. 2020, 177, 102715. [CrossRef]

11. He, D.; Zhan, J.; Xie, L. Problems, Challenges and Future of Plant Disease Management: From an Ecological Point of View. J.
Integr. Agric. 2016, 15, 705–715. [CrossRef]

12. Dadhich, R.K.; Meena, R.S.; Reager, M.L.; Kansotia, B.C. Response of Bio-Regulators to Yield and Quality of Indian Mustard
(Brassica Czernj. and Cosson) under Different Irrigation Environments. J. Appl. Nat. Sci. 2015, 7, 52–57. [CrossRef]

13. Kakraliya, S.K.; Singh, U.; Bohra, A.; Choudhary, K.K.; Kumar, S.; Meena, R.S.; Jat, M.L. Nitrogen and Legumes: A Meta-Analysis.
In Legumes for Soil Health and Sustainable Management; Meena, R.S., Das, A., Yadav, G.S., Lal, R., Eds.; Springer: Singapore, 2018;
pp. 277–314, ISBN 9789811302534.

14. Karlen, D.L.; Wollenhaupt, N.C.; Erbach, D.C.; Berry, E.C.; Swan, J.B.; Eash, N.S.; Jordahl, J.L. Long-Term Tillage Effects on Soil
Quality. Soil Tillage Res. 1994, 32, 313–327. [CrossRef]

15. Kumar, S.; Meena, R.S.; Datta, R.; Verma, S.K.; Yadav, G.S.; Pradhan, G.; Molaei, A.; Rahman, G.K.M.M.; Mashuk, H.A. Legumes
for Carbon and Nitrogen Cycling: An Organic Approach. In Carbon and Nitrogen Cycling in Soil; Datta, R., Meena, R.S., Pathan,
S.I., Ceccherini, M.T., Eds.; Springer: Singapore, 2020; pp. 337–375, ISBN 9789811372643.

16. Adelana, A.; Aduramigba-Modupe, V.; Oke, A.; Are, K.; Ojo, O.; Adeyolanu, O. Soil Quality Assessment under Different
Long-Term Rice-Based Cropping Systems in a Tropical Dry Savanna Ecology of Northern Nigeria. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2022, 42,
312–321. [CrossRef]

17. Huang, M.; Tian, A.; Chen, J.; Cao, F.; Chen, Y.; Liu, L. Soil Bacterial Communities in Three Rice-Based Cropping Systems Differing
in Productivity. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 9867. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Kumar, R.; Mishra, J.S.; Rao, K.K.; Mondal, S.; Hazra, K.K.; Choudhary, J.S.; Hans, H.; Bhatt, B.P. Crop Rotation and Tillage
Management Options for Sustainable Intensification of Rice-Fallow Agro-Ecosystem in Eastern India. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 11146.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Kantachote, D.; Nunkaew, T.; Kantha, T.; Chaiprapat, S. Biofertilizers from Rhodopseudomonas Strains to Enhance Rice Yields and
Reduce Methane Emissions. Appl. Soil Ecol. 2016, 100, 154–161. [CrossRef]

20. Sundar, L.S.; Chao, Y.-Y. Potential of Purple Non-Sulfur Bacteria in Sustainably Enhancing the Agronomic and Physiological
Performances of Rice. Agronomy 2022, 12, 2347. [CrossRef]

21. Kantha, T.; Kantachote, D.; Klongdee, N. Potential of Biofertilizers from Selected Rhodopseudomonas Strains to Assist Rice (Oryza
Subsp. Indica) Growth under Salt Stress and to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Ann. Microbiol. 2015, 65, 2109–2118. [CrossRef]

22. Wong, W.-T.; Tseng, C.-H.; Hsu, S.-H.; Lur, H.-S.; Mo, C.-W.; Huang, C.-N.; Hsu, S.-C.; Lee, K.-T.; Liu, C.-T. Promoting Effects of a
Single Rhodopseudomonas Inoculant on Plant Growth by Brassica under Low Fertilizer Input. Microbes Environ. 2014, 29, 303–313.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Hsu, S.; Lo, K.; Fang, W.; Lur, H.; Liu, C. Application of phototrophic bacterial inoculant to reduce nitrate content in hydroponic
leafy vegetables. Crop Environ. Bioinform. 2015, 12, 30–41.

24. Xu, J.; Feng, Y.; Wang, Y.; Luo, X.; Tang, J.; Lin, X. The Foliar Spray of Rhodopseudomonas Grown under Stevia Residue Extract
Promotes Plant Growth via Changing Soil Microbial Community. J. Soils Sediments 2016, 16, 916–923. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1111/pbr.1991
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42976-021-00214-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10333-005-0031-5
https://doi.org/10.5958/2230-732X.2017.00083.3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(02)00027-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2019.102715
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(15)61300-4
https://doi.org/10.31018/jans.v7i1.562
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-1987(94)00427-G
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chnaes.2021.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66924-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32555234
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-67973-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32636432
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2015.12.015
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12102347
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13213-015-1049-6
https://doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME14056
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25130882
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-015-1269-1


Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 22 of 26

25. Xu, J.; Feng, Y.; Wang, Y.; Lin, X. Effect of Rhizobacterium Rhodopseudomonas Inoculation on Stevia Plant Growth and Soil Microbial
Community. Pedosphere 2018, 28, 793–803. [CrossRef]

26. Hua, J.-F.; Feng, Y.-Z.; Bai, J.-F.; Yin, Y.-L.; Lin, X.-G. Co-Inoculation with Am Fungus Glomus and the Photoheterotrophic Purple
Nonsulfur Bacterium Rhodopseudomonas Results in Mutual Inhibition and Lower Arsenic Accumulation of Nicotiana in an Arsenic
Contaminated Soil. Fresenius Environ. Bull. 2014, 23, 867–874.

27. Su, P.; Tan, X.; Li, C.; Zhang, D.; Cheng, J.; Zhang, S.; Zhou, X.; Yan, Q.; Peng, J.; Zhang, Z.; et al. Photosynthetic Bacterium
Rhodopseudomonas GJ-22 Induces Systemic Resistance against Viruses. Microb. Biotechnol. 2017, 10, 612–624. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Han, J. The Influence of Photosynthetic Bacteria Treatments on the Crop Yield, Dry Matter Content, and Protein Content of the
Mushroom Agaricus bisporus. Sci. Hortic. 1999, 82, 171–178. [CrossRef]

29. Yin, Z.P.; Shang, Z.W.; Wei, C.; Ren, J.; Song, X.S. Foliar Sprays of Photosynthetic Bacteria Improve the Growth and Anti-Oxidative
Capability on Chinese Dwarf Cherry Seedlings. J. Plant Nutr. 2012, 35, 840–853. [CrossRef]

30. Batool, K.; tuz Zahra, F.; Rehman, Y. Arsenic-Redox Transformation and Plant Growth Promotion by Purple Nonsulfur Bacteria
Rhodopseudomonas CS2 and Rhodopseudomonas SS5. BioMed Res. Int. 2017, 2017, e6250327. [CrossRef]

31. Harada, N.; Nishiyama, M.; Otsuka, S.; Matsumoto, S. Effects of Inoculation of Phototrophic Purple Bacteria on Grain Yield of
Rice and Nitrogenase Activity of Paddy Soil in a Pot Experiment. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2005, 51, 361–367. [CrossRef]

32. Iwai, R.; Uchida, S.; Yamaguchi, S.; Sonoda, F.; Tsunoda, K.; Nagata, H.; Nagata, D.; Koga, A.; Goto, M.; Maki, T.; et al. Effects
of Seed Bio-Priming by Purple Non-Sulfur Bacteria (PNSB) on the Root Development of Rice. Microorganisms 2022, 10, 2197.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Khuong, N.Q.; Kantachote, D.; Thuc, L.V.; Huu, T.N.; Nhan, T.C.; Nguyen, P.C.; Thu, L.T.M.; Van, T.B.; Xuan, N.T.; Xuan, L.N.T.;
et al. Use of Potent Acid Resistant Strains of Rhodopseudomonas Spp. in Mn-Contaminated Acidic Paddies to Produce Safer Rice
and Improve Soil Fertility. Soil Tillage Res. 2022, 221, 105393. [CrossRef]

34. Nookongbut, P.; Kantachote, D.; Megharaj, M.; Naidu, R. Reduction in Arsenic Toxicity and Uptake in Rice (Oryza L.) by
As-Resistant Purple Nonsulfur Bacteria. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2018, 25, 36530–36544. [CrossRef]

35. Yen, K.S.; Sundar, L.S.; Chao, Y.-Y. Foliar Application of Rhodopseudomonas Enhances the Rice Crop Growth and Yield under Field
Conditions. Plants 2022, 11, 2452. [CrossRef]

36. Wang, Y.; Peng, S.; Hua, Q.; Qiu, C.; Wu, P.; Liu, X.; Lin, X. The Long-Term Effects of Using Phosphate-Solubilizing Bacteria
and Photosynthetic Bacteria as Biofertilizers on Peanut Yield and Soil Bacteria Community. Front. Microbiol. 2021, 12, 693535.
[CrossRef]

37. Costa, M.P.; Chadwick, D.; Saget, S.; Rees, R.M.; Williams, M.; Styles, D. Representing Crop Rotations in Life Cycle Assessment: A
Review of Legume LCA Studies. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess 2020, 25, 1942–1956. [CrossRef]

38. Tanveer, A.; Ikram, R.M.; Ali, H.H. Crop Rotation: Principles and Practices. In Agronomic Crops: Volume 2: Management Practices;
Hasanuzzaman, M., Ed.; Springer: Singapore, 2019; pp. 1–12, ISBN 978-981-329-783-8.

39. Yu, T.; Mahe, L.; Li, Y.; Wei, X.; Deng, X.; Zhang, D. Benefits of Crop Rotation on Climate Resilience and Its Prospects in China.
Agronomy 2022, 12, 436. [CrossRef]

40. Hsu, S.-H.; Shen, M.-W.; Chen, J.-C.; Lur, H.-S.; Liu, C.-T. The Photosynthetic Bacterium Rhodopseudomonas Strain PS3 Exerts Plant
Growth-Promoting Effects by Stimulating Nitrogen Uptake and Elevating Auxin Levels in Expanding Leaves. Front. Plant Sci.
2021, 12, 93. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Jhang, C.F.; Sundar, L.S.; Wu, H.B.; Chao, Y.-Y. Exogenous Calcium Fertilizer Supplementation Regulates Production Period in
Djulis (Chenopodium Koidz.). Plant Prod. Sci. 2022, 25, 421–433. [CrossRef]

42. Sundar, L.S.; Chang, Y.-T.; Chao, Y.-Y. Investigating the Efficacy of Purple Non-Sulfur Bacteria (PNSB) Inoculation on Djulis
(Chenopodium Koidz.) Growth, Yield, and Maturity Period Modulation. Plant Soil 2023, 496, 289–317. [CrossRef]

43. Chao, W.-L.; Gan, K.D.; Chao, C.C. Nitrification and Nitrifying Potential of Tropical and Subtropical Soils. Biol. Fertil. Soils 1993,
15, 87–90. [CrossRef]

44. Chang, E.-H.; Chung, R.-S.; Tsai, Y.-H. Effect of Different Application Rates of Organic Fertilizer on Soil Enzyme Activity and
Microbial Population. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2007, 53, 132–140. [CrossRef]

45. Lee, S.-K.; Lur, H.-S.; Lo, K.-J.; Cheng, K.-C.; Chuang, C.-C.; Tang, S.-J.; Yang, Z.-W.; Liu, C.-T. Evaluation of the Effects of Different
Liquid Inoculant Formulations on the Survival and Plant-Growth-Promoting Efficiency of Rhodopseudomonas Strain PS3. Appl.
Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2016, 100, 7977–7987. [CrossRef]

46. Fan, W.; Jia, Y.; Li, X.; Jiang, W.; Lu, L. Phytoavailability and Geospeciation of Cadmium in Contaminated Soil Remediated by
Rhodobacter sphaeroides. Chemosphere 2012, 88, 751–756. [CrossRef]

47. Wu, J.; Wang, Y.; Lin, X. Purple Phototrophic Bacterium Enhances Stevioside Yield by Stevia via Foliar Spray and Rhizosphere
Irrigation. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e67644. [CrossRef]

48. Sundar, L.S.; Chen, G.S. Study on the Growth Performance of Lettuce (Lactuca) and Pak Choi (Brassica) in Different Aquaponic
Growing Systems. Horticulturae 2020, 6, 69. [CrossRef]

49. Sundar, L.S.; Lal, A.A.; Kumar, J.S.V. Growing Condition and Varietal Impact on Growth Performance and Yield of Yard Long
Bean (Vigna) Varieties Cultivated under Tropical Climate. Legume Res. 2021, 45, 39–45. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1002-0160(18)60043-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/1751-7915.12704
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28296178
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4238(99)00043-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2012.663439
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/6250327
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-0765.2005.tb00041.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms10112197
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36363789
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2022.105393
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-3568-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11192452
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2021.693535
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-020-01812-x
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12020436
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2021.573634
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33613595
https://doi.org/10.1080/1343943X.2022.2132965
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-023-06362-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00336423
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-0765.2007.00122.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7582-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2012.04.047
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0067644
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae6040069
https://doi.org/10.18805/LRF-649


Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 23 of 26

50. Sundar, L.S.; Lal, A.A. Effects of Plant Population Density on the Growth, Survival Rate and Yield of Common Beans (Phaseolus
Spp.) Cultivated under Tropical Climate. Legume Res. 2022, 45, 469–474. [CrossRef]

51. Bradford, M.M. A Rapid and Sensitive Method for the Quantitation of Microgram Quantities of Protein Utilizing the Principle of
Protein-Dye Binding. Anal. Biochem. 1976, 72, 248–254. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Nakano, Y.; Asada, K. Hydrogen Peroxide Is Scavenged by Ascorbate-Specific Peroxidase in Spinach Chloroplasts. Plant Cell
Physiol. 1981, 22, 867–880. [CrossRef]

53. Kato, M.; Shimizu, S. Chlorophyll Metabolism in Higher Plants. VII. Chlorophyll Degradation in Senescing Tobacco Leaves;
Phenolic-Dependent Peroxidative Degradation. Can. J. Bot. 1987, 65, 729–735. [CrossRef]

54. Foster, J.G.; Hess, J.L. Responses of Superoxide Dismutase and Glutathione Reductase Activities in Cotton Leaf Tissue Exposed to
an Atmosphere Enriched in Oxygen. Plant Physiol. 1980, 66, 482–487. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Paoletti, F.; Aldinucci, D.; Mocali, A.; Caparrini, A. A Sensitive Spectrophotometric Method for the Determination of Superoxide
Dismutase Activity in Tissue Extracts. Anal. Biochem. 1986, 154, 536–541. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Mauzerall, D.; Granick, S. The Occurrence and Determination of δ-Aminolevulinic Acid and Porphobilinogen in Urine. J. Biol.
Chem. 1956, 219, 435–446. [CrossRef]

57. de los Reyes, B.G.; Myers, S.J.; McGrath, J.M. Differential Induction of Glyoxylate Cycle Enzymes by Stress as a Marker for
Seedling Vigor in Sugar Beet (Beta vulgaris). Mol. Gen. Genom. 2003, 269, 692–698. [CrossRef]

58. Parent, B.; Turc, O.; Gibon, Y.; Stitt, M.; Tardieu, F. Modelling Temperature-Compensated Physiological Rates, Based on the
Co-Ordination of Responses to Temperature of Developmental Processes. J. Exp. Bot. 2010, 61, 2057–2069. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Yan, C.; Ding, Y.; Wang, Q.; Liu, Z.; Li, G.; Muhammad, I.; Wang, S. The Impact of Relative Humidity, Genotypes and Fertilizer
Application Rates on Panicle, Leaf Temperature, Fertility and Seed Setting of Rice. J. Agric. Sci. 2010, 148, 329–339. [CrossRef]

60. Rathnayake, W.M.U.K.; Silva, R.P.D.; Dayawansa, N.D.K. Assessment of the Suitability of Temperature and Relative Humidity for
Rice Cultivation in Rainfed Lowland Paddy Fields in Kurunegala District. Trop. Agric. Res. 2016, 27, 370–388. [CrossRef]

61. Lind, K.R.; Lee, N.; Sizmur, T.; Siemianowski, O.; Bruggen, S.V.; Ganapathysubramaniam, B.; Cademartiri, L. Plant Growth
Environments with Programmable Relative Humidity and Homogeneous Nutrient Availability. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0155960.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. O’Leary, J.W.; Knecht, G.N. The Effect of Relative Humidity on Growth, Yield, and Water Consumption of Bean Plants1. J. Am.
Soc. Hortic. Sci. 1971, 96, 263–265. [CrossRef]

63. Liu, Q.; Wu, X.; Chen, B.; Ma, J.; Gao, J. Effects of Low Light on Agronomic and Physiological Characteristics of Rice Including
Grain Yield and Quality. Rice Sci. 2014, 21, 243–251. [CrossRef]

64. Shafiq, I.; Hussain, S.; Raza, M.A.; Iqbal, N.; Asghar, M.A.; Raza, A.; Fan, Y.; Mumtaz, M.; Shoaib, M.; Ansar, M.; et al. Crop
Photosynthetic Response to Light Quality and Light Intensity. J. Integr. Agric. 2021, 20, 4–23. [CrossRef]

65. Jagdish Rice Cultivation in Greenhouse: A Profitable Business Plan for Sustainable Farming. Available online: https://www.
agrifarming.in/rice-cultivation-in-greenhouse-a-profitable-business-plan-for-sustainable-farming (accessed on 30 June 2023).

66. Huang, S.; Jacoby, R.P.; Shingaki-Wells, R.N.; Li, L.; Millar, A.H. Differential Induction of Mitochondrial Machinery by Light
Intensity Correlates with Changes in Respiratory Metabolism and Photorespiration in Rice Leaves. New Phytol. 2013, 198, 103–115.
[CrossRef]

67. Chen, H.; Wu, Y.-C.; Teng, C.-Y. Temporal Variation of the Relationships between Rice Yield and Climate Variables since 1925.
PeerJ 2023, 11, e16045. [CrossRef]

68. Stern, R.D.; Cooper, P.J.M. Assessing Climate Risk and Climate Change Using Rainfall Data—A Case Study from Zambia. Exp.
Agric. 2011, 47, 241–266. [CrossRef]

69. Benestad, R.E.; Lussana, C.; Lutz, J.; Dobler, A.; Landgren, O.; Haugen, J.E.; Mezghani, A.; Casati, B.; Parding, K.M. Global
Hydro-Climatological Indicators and Changes in the Global Hydrological Cycle and Rainfall Patterns. PLoS Clim. 2022, 1, e0000029.
[CrossRef]

70. Rahman, M.A.; Kang, S.; Nagabhatla, N.; Macnee, R. Impacts of Temperature and Rainfall Variation on Rice Productivity in Major
Ecosystems of Bangladesh. Agric. Food Secur. 2017, 6, 10. [CrossRef]

71. Mainuddin, M.; Peña-Arancibia, J.L.; Karim, F.; Hasan, M.M.; Mojid, M.A.; Kirby, J.M. Long-Term Spatio-Temporal Variability and
Trends in Rainfall and Temperature Extremes and Their Potential Risk to Rice Production in Bangladesh. PLoS Clim. 2022, 1, e0000009.
[CrossRef]

72. Kumar, P.; Sahu, N.C.; Ansari, M.A.; Kumar, S. Climate Change and Rice Production in India: Role of Ecological and Carbon
Footprint. J. Agribus. Dev. Emerg. Econ. 2021, 13, 260–278. [CrossRef]

73. Dar, M.H.; Bano, D.A.; Waza, S.A.; Zaidi, N.W.; Majid, A.; Shikari, A.B.; Ahangar, M.A.; Hossain, M.; Kumar, A.; Singh, U.S.
Abiotic Stress Tolerance-Progress and Pathways of Sustainable Rice Production. Sustainability 2021, 13, 2078. [CrossRef]

74. Hussain, S.; Huang, J.; Huang, J.; Ahmad, S.; Nanda, S.; Anwar, S.; Shakoor, A.; Zhu, C.; Zhu, L.; Cao, X.; et al. Rice Production
Under Climate Change: Adaptations and Mitigating Strategies. In Environment, Climate, Plant and Vegetation Growth; Fahad, S.,
Hasanuzzaman, M., Alam, M., Ullah, H., Saeed, M., Ali Khan, I., Adnan, M., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham,
Switzerland, 2020; pp. 659–686, ISBN 978-3-030-49732-3.

75. Arai-Sanoh, Y.; Ishimaru, T.; Ohsumi, A.; Kondo, M. Effects of Soil Temperature on Growth and Root Function in Rice. Plant Prod.
Sci. 2010, 13, 235–242. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.18805/LRF-672
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-2697(76)90527-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/942051
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.pcp.a076232
https://doi.org/10.1139/b87-097
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.66.3.482
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16661460
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-2697(86)90026-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3089061
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9258(18)65809-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00438-003-0875-6
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erq003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20194927
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859610000018
https://doi.org/10.4038/tar.v27i4.8214
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0155960
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27304431
https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.96.3.263
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1672-6308(13)60192-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(20)63227-0
https://www.agrifarming.in/rice-cultivation-in-greenhouse-a-profitable-business-plan-for-sustainable-farming
https://www.agrifarming.in/rice-cultivation-in-greenhouse-a-profitable-business-plan-for-sustainable-farming
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12123
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.16045
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479711000081
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pclm.0000029
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40066-017-0089-5
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pclm.0000009
https://doi.org/10.1108/JADEE-06-2021-0152
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13042078
https://doi.org/10.1626/pps.13.235


Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 24 of 26

76. Ouda, S.; Zohry, A.; Noreldin, T. Crop Rotation Maintains Soil Sustainability. In Crop Rotation: An Approach to Secure Future
Food; Ouda, S., Zohry, A.E.-H., Noreldin, T., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2018; pp. 55–76,
ISBN 978-3-030-05351-2.

77. Li, Q.; Zhang, D.; Zhang, J.; Zhou, Z.; Pan, Y.; Yang, Z.; Zhu, J.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, L. Crop Rotations Increased Soil Ecosystem
Multifunctionality by Improving Keystone Taxa and Soil Properties in Potatoes. Front. Microbiol. 2023, 14, 1034761. [CrossRef]

78. Khuong, N.Q.; Kantachote, D.; Onthong, J.; Xuan, L.N.T.; Sukhoom, A. Enhancement of Rice Growth and Yield in Actual Acid
Sulfate Soils by Potent Acid-Resistant Rhodopseudomonas Strains for Producing Safe Rice. Plant Soil 2018, 429, 483–501. [CrossRef]

79. Khuong, N.Q.; Huu, T.N.; Thuc, L.V.; Thu, L.T.M.; Xuan, D.T.; Quang, L.T.; Nhan, T.C.; Tran, H.N.; Tien, P.D.; Xuan, L.N.T.;
et al. Two Strains of Luteovulum (Purple Nonsulfur Bacteria) Promote Rice Cultivation in Saline Soils by Increasing Available
Phosphorus. Rhizosphere 2021, 20, 100456. [CrossRef]

80. Huu, T.N.; Giau, T.T.N.; Ngan, P.N.; Van, T.T.B.; Khuong, N.Q. Potential of Phosphorus Solubilizing Purple Nonsulfur Bacteria
Isolated from Acid Sulfate Soil in Improving Soil Property, Nutrient Uptake, and Yield of Pineapple (Ananas Merrill) under Acidic
Stress. Appl. Environ. Soil Sci. 2022, 2022, e8693479. [CrossRef]

81. Khuong, N.Q.; Sakpirom, J.; Oanh, T.O.; Thuc, L.V.; Thu, L.T.M.; Xuan, D.T.; Quang, L.T.; Xuan, L.N.T. Isolation and Charac-
terization of Novel Potassium-Solubilizing Purple Nonsulfur Bacteria from Acidic Paddy Soils Using Culture-Dependent and
Culture-Independent Techniques. Braz. J. Microbiol. 2023, 54, 2333–2348. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

82. Taiz, L.; Zeiger, E.; Møller, I.M.; Murphy, A. Plant Physiology and Development, 6th ed.; Sinauer Associates Incorporated: Sunderland,
MA, USA, 2015; ISBN 978-1-60535-353-1.

83. Nookongbut, P.; Kantachote, D.; Khuong, N.Q.; Sukhoom, A.; Tantirungkij, M.; Limtong, S. Selection of Acid-Resistant Purple
Nonsulfur Bacteria from Peat Swamp Forests to Apply as Biofertilizers and Biocontrol Agents. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2019, 19,
488–500. [CrossRef]

84. Khuong, N.Q.; Kantachote, D.; Nookongbut, P.; Onthong, J.; Thanh Xuan, L.N.; Sukhoom, A. Mechanisms of Acid-Resistant
Rhodopseudomonas Strains to Ameliorate Acidic Stress and Promote Plant Growth. Biocatal. Agric. Biotechnol. 2020, 24, 101520.
[CrossRef]

85. Khuong, N.Q.; Kantachote, D.; Thuc, L.V.; Nookongbut, P.; Xuan, L.N.T.; Nhan, T.C.; Xuan, N.T.T.; Tantirungkij, M. Potential of
Mn2+-Resistant Purple Nonsulfur Bacteria Isolated from Acid Sulfate Soils to Act as Bioremediators and Plant Growth Promoters
via Mechanisms of Resistance. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2020, 20, 2364–2378. [CrossRef]

86. Rohdich, F.; Wungsintaweekul, J.; Eisenreich, W.; Richter, G.; Schuhr, C.A.; Hecht, S.; Zenk, M.H.; Bacher, A. Biosynthesis of
Terpenoids: 4-Diphosphocytidyl-2C-Methyl-d-Erythritol Synthase of Arabidopsis Thaliana. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97,
6451–6456. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Hsieh, M.-H.; Chang, C.-Y.; Hsu, S.-J.; Chen, J.-J. Chloroplast Localization of Methylerythritol 4-Phosphate Pathway Enzymes
and Regulation of Mitochondrial Genes in ispD and ispE Albino Mutants in Arabidopsis. Plant Mol. Biol. 2008, 66, 663–673.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Tripathy, B.C.; Pattanayak, G.K. Chlorophyll Biosynthesis in Higher Plants. In Photosynthesis: Plastid Biology, Energy Conversion
and Carbon Assimilation; Eaton-Rye, J.J., Tripathy, B.C., Sharkey, T.D., Eds.; Advances in Photosynthesis and Respiration; Springer:
Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2012; pp. 63–94, ISBN 978-94-007-1579-0.

89. Farhat, N.; Elkhouni, A.; Zorrig, W.; Smaoui, A.; Abdelly, C.; Rabhi, M. Effects of Magnesium Deficiency on Photosynthesis and
Carbohydrate Partitioning. Acta Physiol. Plant 2016, 38, 145. [CrossRef]

90. Harada, Y.; Murayama, Y.; Takamatsu, T.; Otsuji, E.; Tanaka, H. 5-Aminolevulinic Acid-Induced Protoporphyrin IX Fluorescence
Imaging for Tumor Detection: Recent Advances and Challenges. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 6478. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

91. Sun, T.; Wang, P.; Rao, S.; Zhou, X.; Wrightstone, E.; Lu, S.; Yuan, H.; Yang, Y.; Fish, T.; Thannhauser, T.; et al. Co-Chaperoning of
Chlorophyll and Carotenoid Biosynthesis by ORANGE Family Proteins in Plants. Mol. Plant 2023, 16, 1048–1065. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

92. Tan, S.; Cao, J.; Xia, X.; Li, Z. Advances in 5-Aminolevulinic Acid Priming to Enhance Plant Tolerance to Abiotic Stress. Int. J. Mol.
Sci. 2022, 23, 702. [CrossRef]

93. Sasaki, K.; Ikeda, S.; Nishizawa, Y.; Hayashi, M. Production of 5-Aminolevulinic Acid by Photosynthetic Bacteria. J. Ferment.
Technol. 1987, 65, 511–515. [CrossRef]

94. Nunkaew, T.; Kantachote, D.; Kanzaki, H.; Nitoda, T.; Ritchie, R.J. Effects of 5-Aminolevulinic Acid (ALA)-Containing Super-
natants from Selected Rhodopseudomonas Strains on Rice Growth under NaCl Stress, with Mediating Effects on Chlorophyll,
Photosynthetic Electron Transport and Antioxidative Enzymes. Electron. J. Biotechnol. 2014, 17, 4. [CrossRef]

95. Pierik, R.; Tholen, D.; Poorter, H.; Visser, E.J.W.; Voesenek, L.A.C.J. The Janus Face of Ethylene: Growth Inhibition and Stimulation.
Trends Plant Sci. 2006, 11, 176–183. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

96. Edelmann, H.G. Plant Root Development: Is the Classical Theory for Auxin-Regulated Root Growth False? Protoplasma 2022, 259,
823–832. [CrossRef]

97. Vessey, J.K. Plant Growth Promoting Rhizobacteria as Biofertilizers. Plant Soil 2003, 255, 571–586. [CrossRef]
98. Tsavkelova, E.A.; Klimova, S.Y.; Cherdyntseva, T.A.; Netrusov, A.I. Microbial Producers of Plant Growth Stimulators and Their

Practical Use: A Review. Appl. Biochem. Microbiol. 2006, 42, 117–126. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1034761
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-018-3705-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rhisph.2021.100456
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/8693479
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42770-023-01069-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37507640
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42729-019-00044-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcab.2020.101520
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42729-020-00303-0
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.97.12.6451
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10841550
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-008-9297-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18236010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-016-2165-z
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23126478
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35742921
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molp.2023.05.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37202926
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23020702
https://doi.org/10.1016/0385-6380(87)90109-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejbt.2013.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2006.02.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16531097
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00709-021-01697-z
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026037216893
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0003683806020013


Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 25 of 26

99. Bending, G.D.; Rodríguez-Cruz, M.S.; Lincoln, S.D. Fungicide Impacts on Microbial Communities in Soils with Contrasting
Management Histories. Chemosphere 2007, 69, 82–88. [CrossRef]

100. Kaymak, H.C. Potential of PGPR in Agricultural Innovations. In Plant Growth and Health Promoting Bacteria; Maheshwari, D.K.,
Ed.; Microbiology Monographs; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2011; pp. 45–79, ISBN 978-3-642-13612-2.

101. Wani, S.H.; Kumar, V.; Shriram, V.; Sah, S.K. Phytohormones and Their Metabolic Engineering for Abiotic Stress Tolerance in
Crop Plants. Crop J. 2016, 4, 162–176. [CrossRef]

102. Talukdar, M.; Swain, D.K.; Bhadoria, P.B.S. Effect of IAA and BAP Application in Varying Concentration on Seed Yield and Oil
Quality of Guizotia Abyssinica (L.f.) Cass. Ann. Agric. Sci. 2022, 67, 15–23. [CrossRef]

103. Bose, A.; Gardel, E.J.; Vidoudez, C.; Parra, E.A.; Girguis, P.R. Electron Uptake by Iron-Oxidizing Phototrophic Bacteria. Nat.
Commun. 2014, 5, 3391. [CrossRef]

104. Spaepen, S.; Vanderleyden, J.; Remans, R. Indole-3-Acetic Acid in Microbial and Microorganism-Plant Signaling. FEMS Microbiol.
Rev. 2007, 31, 425–448. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

105. Mujahid, M.; Sasikala, C.; Ramana, C.V. Production of Indole-3-Acetic Acid and Related Indole Derivatives from L-Tryptophan
by Rubrivivax benzoatilyticus JA2. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2011, 89, 1001–1008. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

106. Kang, Z.; Zhang, J.; Zhou, J.; Qi, Q.; Du, G.; Chen, J. Recent Advances in Microbial Production of δ-Aminolevulinic Acid and
Vitamin B12. Biotechnol. Adv. 2012, 30, 1533–1542. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

107. Wu, Y.; Jin, X.; Liao, W.; Hu, L.; Dawuda, M.M.; Zhao, X.; Tang, Z.; Gong, T.; Yu, J. 5-Aminolevulinic Acid (ALA) Alleviated
Salinity Stress in Cucumber Seedlings by Enhancing Chlorophyll Synthesis Pathway. Front. Plant Sci. 2018, 9, 635. [CrossRef]

108. Wang, J.; Zhang, J.; Li, J.; Dawuda, M.M.; Ali, B.; Wu, Y.; Yu, J.; Tang, Z.; Lyu, J.; Xiao, X.; et al. Exogenous Application of
5-Aminolevulinic Acid Promotes Coloration and Improves the Quality of Tomato Fruit by Regulating Carotenoid Metabolism.
Front. Plant Sci. 2021, 12, 683868. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

109. Zhang, Y.; Yu, C.; Lin, J.; Liu, J.; Liu, B.; Wang, J.; Huang, A.; Li, H.; Zhao, T. OsMPH1 Regulates Plant Height and Improves Grain
Yield in Rice. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0180825. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

110. Li, R.; Li, M.; Ashraf, U.; Liu, S.; Zhang, J. Exploring the Relationships Between Yield and Yield-Related Traits for Rice Varieties
Released in China From 1978 to 2017. Front. Plant Sci. 2019, 10, 430305. [CrossRef]

111. Ye, T.; Li, Y.; Zhang, J.; Hou, W.; Zhou, W.; Lu, J.; Xing, Y.; Li, X. Nitrogen, Phosphorus, and Potassium Fertilization Affects the
Flowering Time of Rice (Oryza L.). Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2019, 20, e00753. [CrossRef]

112. Shankar, T.; Malik, G.C.; Banerjee, M.; Dutta, S.; Praharaj, S.; Lalichetti, S.; Mohanty, S.; Bhattacharyay, D.; Maitra, S.; Gaber, A.;
et al. Prediction of the Effect of Nutrients on Plant Parameters of Rice by Artificial Neural Network. Agronomy 2022, 12, 2123.
[CrossRef]

113. Tian, G.; Gao, L.; Kong, Y.; Hu, X.; Xie, K.; Zhang, R.; Ling, N.; Shen, Q.; Guo, S. Improving Rice Population Productivity by
Reducing Nitrogen Rate and Increasing Plant Density. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0182310. [CrossRef]

114. Zha, M.; Zhao, Y.; Wang, Y.; Chen, B.; Tan, Z. Strigolactones and Cytokinin Interaction in Buds in the Control of Rice Tillering.
Front. Plant Sci. 2022, 13, 837136. [CrossRef]

115. Zhou, W.; Yan, F.; Chen, Y.; Ren, W. Optimized Nitrogen Application Increases Rice Yield by Improving the Quality of Tillers.
Plant Prod. Sci. 2022, 25, 311–319. [CrossRef]

116. Bauer, B.; von Wirén, N. Modulating Tiller Formation in Cereal Crops by the Signalling Function of Fertilizer Nitrogen Forms. Sci.
Rep. 2020, 10, 20504. [CrossRef]

117. Wang, Y.; Wang, D.; Shi, P.; Omasa, K. Estimating Rice Chlorophyll Content and Leaf Nitrogen Concentration with a Digital Still
Color Camera under Natural Light. Plant Methods 2014, 10, 36. [CrossRef]

118. Xiong, D.; Chen, J.; Yu, T.; Gao, W.; Ling, X.; Li, Y.; Peng, S.; Huang, J. SPAD-Based Leaf Nitrogen Estimation Is Impacted by
Environmental Factors and Crop Leaf Characteristics. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, 13389. [CrossRef]

119. Mehrabi, F.; Sepaskhah, A.R. Leaf Nitrogen, Based on SPAD Chlorophyll Reading Can Determine Agronomic Parameters of
Winter Wheat. Int. J. Plant Prod. 2022, 16, 77–91. [CrossRef]

120. Elbadry, M.; Elbanna, K. Response of Four Rice Varieties to Rhodobacter at Seedling Stage. World J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 1999, 15,
363–367. [CrossRef]

121. Koprna, R.; Humplík, J.F.; Špíšek, Z.; Bryksová, M.; Zatloukal, M.; Mik, V.; Novák, O.; Nisler, J.; Doležal, K. Improvement of
Tillering and Grain Yield by Application of Cytokinin Derivatives in Wheat and Barley. Agronomy 2021, 11, 67. [CrossRef]

122. Kaohsiung District Agricultural Research and Extension Station Lab of Agronomic Crops. Available online: https://www.kdais.
gov.tw/en/ws.php?id=5559 (accessed on 19 January 2023).

123. Zhang, J.; Li, G.; Song, Y.; Liu, Z.; Yang, C.; Tang, S.; Zheng, C.; Wang, S.; Ding, Y. Lodging Resistance Characteristics of
High-Yielding Rice Populations. Field Crops Res. 2014, 161, 64–74. [CrossRef]

124. Liu, S.; Huang, Y.; Xu, H.; Zhao, M.; Xu, Q.; Li, F. Genetic Enhancement of Lodging Resistance in Rice Due to the Key Cell Wall
Polymer Lignin, Which Affects Stem Characteristics. Breed Sci. 2018, 68, 508–515. [CrossRef]

125. Shah, L.; Yahya, M.; Shah, S.M.A.; Nadeem, M.; Ali, A.; Ali, A.; Wang, J.; Riaz, M.W.; Rehman, S.; Wu, W.; et al. Improving
Lodging Resistance: Using Wheat and Rice as Classical Examples. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 4211. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

126. Guo, Z.; Liu, X.; Zhang, B.; Yuan, X.; Xing, Y.; Liu, H.; Luo, L.; Chen, G.; Xiong, L. Genetic Analyses of Lodging Resistance and
Yield Provide Insights into Post-Green-Revolution Breeding in Rice. Plant Biotechnol. J. 2021, 19, 814–829. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2007.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cj.2016.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aoas.2022.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4391
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2007.00072.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17509086
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-010-2951-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20972782
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2012.04.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22537876
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00635
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2021.683868
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34220904
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180825
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28708834
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00543
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2019.e00753
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12092123
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0182310
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.837136
https://doi.org/10.1080/1343943X.2022.2061538
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-77467-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4811-10-36
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep13389
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42106-021-00172-2
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1008923600036
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11010067
https://www.kdais.gov.tw/en/ws.php?id=5559
https://www.kdais.gov.tw/en/ws.php?id=5559
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2014.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.18050
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20174211
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31466256
https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13509
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33159401


Agriculture 2024, 14, 758 26 of 26

127. Luo, X.; Wu, Z.; Fu, L.; Dan, Z.; Yuan, Z.; Liang, T.; Zhu, R.; Hu, Z.; Wu, X. Evaluation of Lodging Resistance in Rice Based on an
Optimized Parameter from Lodging Index. Crop Sci. 2022, 62, 1318–1332. [CrossRef]

128. Tsugawa, S.; Shima, H.; Ishimoto, Y.; Ishikawa, K. Thickness-Stiffness Trade-off Improves Lodging Resistance in Rice. Sci. Rep.
2023, 13, 10828. [CrossRef]

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/10.1002/csc2.20712
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-37992-3

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Experimental Design and Setup 
	Preparation and Application of PNSB 
	Crop Management Practices 
	Field Data Collection 
	Antioxidant Enzyme Activity Analysis 
	Analysis of 5-Aminolevulinic Acid 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Growing Environmental Conditions 
	Antioxidant Enzyme Activity 
	Soil Nutrient Change 
	Below-Ground Environment Conditions 
	Analysis of 5-Aminolevulinic Acid 
	Above-Ground Plant Performance 
	Below-Ground Plant Performance 
	Yield Components and Grain Metrics 
	Grain Yield and Resource Allocation 

	Discussion 
	Growing Environmental Conditions 
	Soil Nutrient Change 
	Synergetic Effects on Rice Growth and Yield 

	Conclusions 
	References

