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Abstract: Rice (Oryza sativa L.) is the main staple food of more than 50% of the world’s population.
However, global production may need to increase by more than 70% before 2050 to meet global
food requirements despite increasing challenges due to environmental degradation, a changing
climate, and extreme weather events. Rice production in Ecuador, mainly concentrated in lowland
tropical plains, declined in recent years. In this paper, we aim to calibrate and validate Kobayashi’s
‘Very Simple Model’ (VSM) and, using downscaled corrected climate data, to quantify the potential
impact of climate change on rice yields for Ecuador’s two main rice-growing provinces. The negative
impact is expected to be highest (up to −67%; 2946 tons) under the Representative Concentration
Pathway (RCP) 8.5, with a lower impact under RCP 2.6 (−36%; 1650 tons) yield reduction in the
Guayas province. A positive impact on yield is predicted for Los Ríos Province (up to 9%; 161 tons)
under RCP 8.5. These different impacts indicate the utility of fine-scale analyses using simple models
to make predictions that are relevant to regional production scenarios. Our prediction of possible
changes in rice productivity can help policymakers define a variety of requirements to meet the
demands of a changing climate.

Keywords: agricultural modeling; rice; climate change; RCPs; yield gaps

1. Introduction

Rice (Oryza sativa L.) is the main staple food for more than 50% of the world’s
population [1,2]. Estimates vary with respect to the requirements for increased rice produc-
tion to meet the world’s growing human population. In areas of intensive rice production
in Asia, estimates of up to 2% annual increases in production have been proposed to meet
regional demands [3]; globally, production may need to increase by over 70% before 2050 to
meet the food requirements associated with global population and economic expansion [4].
Meeting these global requirements for rice production is, however, increasingly challenged
by environmental degradation [5], a changing climate, and extreme weather events [6].

Rice production in Ecuador is concentrated mainly in the lowland tropical plains,
where there are marked wet (December–May) and dry (June–November) seasons. This
region produces up to 1.5 million tons of rice grain annually. Much of this production
occurs in the Provinces of Guayas (235 K ha—54%) and Los Ríos (115 K ha—33%). Rice is
also produced in Manabí Province (12 K ha; 7.15%), Loja (5–6 K ha, 0.47%), El Oro (2–3 K ha;
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0.37%), Esmeraldas (<100 ha; 0.54%), and other provinces 3.37% [7–9]. In Ecuador, the
area dedicated to rice production declined in recent years [10] from an average of about
400,000 ha before 2015 to 301,853 ha in 2018 [11,12].

This downward trend is associated with the production of alternative crops, including
upland crops such as maize (Zea Mays L.) and soybean (Glycine max (L) Mirr.). The abandon-
ment of rice due to production constraints (including pests) and production costs alarmed
the government because rice production plays a vital role in Ecuador’s food security and is
a prevalent activity that secures rural livelihoods in many parts of the country [13].

Ensuring that rice production is maintained and productivity increases over the com-
ing decades will be important to ensure the long-term sustainability of rural communities
and possible rice self-sufficiency for Ecuador in the face of projected environmental changes,
including projected increases in atmospheric CO2 concentrations. The effects of elevated
CO2, which results mainly from the burning of fossil fuels, on global rice productivity
have been difficult to predict because different aspects of climate change affect rice crops
differently and predominant farming practices may largely determine production responses
to future climates [14]. However, estimating regional production responses to predicted
changes in atmospheric CO2 and climate, which is likely to be more accurate, may be useful
in directing government policies to secure national food production. Predicting the future
of rice production requires models that combine details of crop growth dynamics, fluctuat-
ing environmental conditions—including climatic conditions—and prevailing production
practices [4,15].

Several studies indicate that climate change has already had induced negative con-
sequences on agriculture and could reduce crop productivity in the future [16–18]. While
increasing atmospheric CO2 could benefit rice plants via increased photosynthesis (CO2
fertilization), a projected increase of 0.02 °C annually in mean global temperatures dur-
ing the coming two to three decades [19,20] could significantly affect rice production via
temperature stresses (particularly on flower sterility) and evapotranspiration [21]. Such
temperature-associated effects on rice productivity are likely to be most severe in lowland
tropical regions and, therefore, potentially threaten Ecuador’s future rice production capac-
ity. Suitable adaptation strategies can help mitigate such effects of climate change; therefore,
many integrated models have been developed to assess the impact of climate change on
agriculture [15].

Recently, advanced state-of-the-art climate projection datasets derived from global
climate models (GCM) have become widely available [19,22,23]. These datasets are asso-
ciated with four Representative Concentration Pathways (RCPs: 2.6 4.5, 6.0, and 8.5) [24]
identified by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPPC) as encompassing
future likely scenarios related to the burning of fossil fuels and consequent atmospheric
CO2 concentrations. These freely available datasets are customarily only distributed at
coarse resolution, which is adequate for casual weather and climate studies. However, to
support agricultural decision making, GCM datasets must be interpreted to the final users’
domain using various post-processing methods, including bias correction, adjustment, and
downscaling [25,26].

Crop growth simulation models are valuable tools for inferring from the results
of field experiments and projecting the differential effects of various crop management
practices over distinct climatic periods and environments. Such simulation models can
characterize the complex relationships between crop genotype, crop management practices,
and climate [27]. Furthermore, when sufficiently calibrated and validated, these crop
models represent a systems approach for evaluating potential crop management responses
to climate and the potential behavioral changes expected from stakeholders [28].

Despite their utility, crop models are frequently so complicated that they become
difficult to comprehend. Furthermore, some of the high-resolution input data may not be
accessible or is unavailable in some countries. To deal with these shortcomings, Kobayashi
(1994) developed a ‘Very Simple Model’ (VSM) to determine crop growth based on three
principal assumptions: (1) that the leaf area index (LAI) develops in a triangular manner,
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(2) that biomass is grown equitably with solar radiation interception, and (3) that crop yield
can be simply represented by total biomass at harvest multiplied by the harvest index. A
comprehensive description of the model is given by Kobayashi (1994) and Pirmoradian
and Sepaskhah (2006). The model assumes that rice is protected against pests and diseases
and does not consider productivity decreases due to these outer factors [29,30].

Since Ecuador lacks studies using rice crop modeling to establish climate impacts [31],
in this paper, we aim to perform the following: (a) validate the VSM; and (b) using
downscaled corrected data for RCPs, quantify potential impacts of the changing climate
on rice yields for Ecuador’s two main rice-growing regions (Guayas and Los Ríos). By
applying the VSM for rice production in Ecuador, we develop a useful baseline for future
crop-modeling studies.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The Rice Land Use and Land Cover (LULC) area, which comprises two main produc-
tive Ecuadorian provinces, Guayas (GP) (54%) and Los Ríos (LRP) (33%), was selected as
the study area (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Study region. Spatial distribution of rice crop [32]. The colored dots represent the national
percentage (hectares) of the main producing provinces.

2.2. Data and Methods
2.2.1. Description of the Very Simple Model (VSM)

Kobayashi (1994) presented a very simple model for determining crop growth. The
model can be expressed in one line; hence, VSM outputs are easy to interpret. The VSM
crop simulation model [29] was used to simulate rice growth and yields to analyze future
impacts of a changing climate. The VSM was run based on three assumptions: Firstly, that
LAI fluctuates in a triangular manner as follows:

L = 0 f or 0 < t ≤ T0

L = α(t− T0) = L f (t− T0)/(Tf − T0), f or T0 < t ≤ Tf

L = L f − β(t− Tf ) = L f [1− (t− Tf )/(Th − Tf )], f or Tf < t ≤ Th (1)

where L is the LAI; t is the period after emergence (in days (d)); α is the daily increase in LAI;
T0 is the period from emergence to linear increase in LAI (in d); L f is the maximum LAI in
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the flowering season Tf ; b is the daily decrease in LAI; Th is the period from emergence to
harvest (in d).

Second, the biomass is stored uniformly relative to the captured solar radiation
as follows:

dW/dt = εS[1− exp (−kL)] (2)

where dW/dt is the daily accumulation of biomass (g m−2 d−1); e is the light use efficiency
(g MJ−1); S is the shortwave solar radiation (MJ m−2 d−1); k is the light extinction coefficient.

The yield is denoted as the total biomass at harvest multiplied by the harvest index:

Y = Wh IH (3)

where Y is the grain yield (g m−2), Wh is the total dry weight at harvest (g m−2), and IH is
the harvest index as a grain fraction of the total biomass [30].

The total dry matter is calculated by integrating the daily biomass accumulation.
Considering the above assumptions, the integral can be simplified as follows [29]:

Wh =
∫ Th

0
εs[1− exp (−kL)]dt

≈ vεv

∫ Tf

0
[1− exp (−kL)]dt + rεr

∫ Th

t f

[1− exp (−kL)]dt

= vεv{1− [1− exp (−kαTv)]/(kαTv)}+ rεr{1− [1− exp (−kβTr)]/(kβTr)}
≈ 0.85vεvTv[1− exp (−0.55kαTv)] + 0.85rεrTr[1− exp (−0.55kβTr)]

≈ 0.85[1− exp (−0.55kL f )](vTvεv + rTrεr) (4)

where period Tv (days), which denotes the period from the beginning of the linear increase
in LAI to flowering, and period Tr (days), which denotes the period from flowering to
harvest, are given by Tv = Tf − T0 and Tr = Th − Tf , respectively; v and r are the daily mean
shortwave radiation before and after flowering (MJ m−2 d−1) for Tv and Tr, respectively;
εv and εr are the light-use efficiency (g MJ−1) for Tv and Tr, respectively; k is the light
extinction coefficient.

Simulations were carried out for a rain-fed rice season considering 16 December as
a fixed sowing date for both region’s yearly for reference period 1975–2005 and all RCPs
(2070–2100).

2.2.2. Input Data Processing

Ecuadorian rice paddy areas were extracted from the National LULC database pro-
vided by the Ecuadorian Ministry of Agriculture and Livestock [32]. With this map, we
filtered rice provincial areas from Guayas and Los Ríos. First, we extracted rice shape-
file masks and rasterized them in NetCDF format using the Geospatial Data Abstraction
Software Library (GDAL) [33].

Data from the Hadley Centre Global Environmental Model 2-Earth System (HadGEM2-
ES) model, one of the most used models for the IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5),
are used as boundary conditions to drive the Regional Climate Model (RCM) dynamic
downscaling [34,35].

Daily precipitation (mm d−1), incident visible solar energy flux (MJ m−2 d−1), u
component (west) of wind, v component (south) of wind, maximum and minimum air tem-
peratures (ºC), surface pressure (hPa), and specific humidity (kg kg−1) data for 1975–2005
(reference period) and 2070–2100 (future period) were obtained from the Regional Climate
Modeling System’s (RegCM4) [36,37] downscaled datasets for Ecuador. Regional simula-
tions with RegCM4 were generated in a domain centered over Ecuador, Northern South
America, with a latitude of projection origin at −1.5 and a longitude of projection origin
at −78. The extracted data were then regridded to the RCM dataset using the Climate
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Data Operators (CDO) software [38] remapbil command to ensure that the resolution was
equivalent. The daily climate data for both regions were then extracted using the National
Center for Atmospheric Research Command Language (NCL) [39].

Finally, we constructed a provincial database for the same climatic variables for the
daily climate reference period (RP) (1975–2005), and future period (FP) (2070–2100) for
3 possible climate change scenarios (RCPs: 2.6, 4.5, and 8.5) [40–42] representing greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions that can lead to radiative forcing levels up to 2.6, 4.5, and 8.5 (W m−2)
in that order [21].

Model initial configuration and VSM parametrization are described in Supplementary
Materials (Table S1) [43–45]. Annual model output files (NetCDF) were collected using
CDO to facilitate data exploration and visualization.

Wind speed (ws) was calculated as follows:

ws =
√
(u2 + v2 ) (5)

where u is the westerly component of the wind, and v is the southerly component of
the wind.

The relative humidity (RH) was calculated as follows:

RH =
Q ∗ P

0.622+0.378Q
es

∗ 100 (6)

where RH is the relative humidity, Q is the specific humidity, P is the surface pressure, and
es is the saturation vapor pressure. The saturation vapor’s pressure was estimated using
the Clausius–Clapeyron relation as follows:

es = es(T0)
( L

RW
( 1

To −
1
T )) (7)

where es(T0) = 6.11 hPa is the saturation vapor pressure at the reference temperature
T0 = 273.15 K, L is the latent heat of evaporation for water, and Rw is the specific gas
constant [46].

Bias correction was performed using the quantile mapping approach [47–49] with the
ERA5 dataset [50–52]. To this end, RCM outputs were re-gridded to the ERA5 grid. The
performance of bias-corrected data was tested against down-scaled data.

2.2.3. Climate Change Impact Assessment

VSM was set up and run covering Guayas and Los Ríos Provinces. The performance
of the model was evaluated by comparing the yield simulated by historical weather data
(1975–2005) with the RCM’s yield outputs. The reference period (1975–2005) was separated
into two databases for model calibration (1983–1993) and validation (1994–2005). We
excluded the 1975–1982 period since observed data were not available. Then, we used
graphical representations and statistical approaches to evaluate the performance of the
model in predicting biomass and yield.

The following goodness-of-fit measures (GOF) were used: coefficient of determina-
tion (R2), mean error (ME), mean absolute error (MAE), root mean square error (RMSE),
normalized mean square error (RMSEn), index of agreement (d), and modified index
of agreement (d) [53,54]. GOFs were calculated using the hydroGOF package [55] for
Rstudio [56] and plotted with the ggplot2 package [57,58]. The equations for the GOF
measures were as follows:
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MAE =
1
n

n

∑
i=1

(Pi −Q) (8)

RMSE = (
n

∑
i=1

(Pi −Qi)
2
n )

1
2 (9)

RMSEn =
∑n

i=1(Pi −Qi)
2
n )

1
2

M
∗ 100 (10)

d = 1− [
∑n

i=1(Pi −Qi)
2

∑n
i=1(|Pi| − |Qi|)2 ] (11)

where Pi and Qi refer to the predicted and calculated data, respectively, n is the number of
observations, M is the mean of the observed occurrence, and |Pi| = Pi −M and |Qi| = Qi −M.

After establishing the suitability of the VSM, future climate change impacts on rice
yield were examined by comparing simulated rice yields for the 30-year base period
(1975–2005) using RP RCM data for Guayas and Los Ríos Provinces with simulated rice
yield by using the RCM dataset for the three different RCP scenarios for the future period
(2070–2100). With this method, a total of 240 simulations were performed (30 years ×
4 periods × 2 provinces) by considering increased atmospheric CO2 for RCP 2.6, 4.5, and
8.5. Results were expressed as percentages.

3. Results
3.1. Projected Mean Change in Climatic Variables Based on RegCM4

Precipitation showed a marked pattern for the lowlands with less precipitation overall
(Figure 2). The total accumulated precipitation in Guayas is approximately 540 and 750 mm,
while in Los Ríos, it could be up to 2000 mm. The months from January to April are expected
to show a high accumulated precipitation of around 690 mm in Los Ríos and 400 mm in
Guayas. The monthly precipitation cycle for the lowlands showed that December, January,
and February are the months with higher values since they represent the rainy season.

Results showed that greater mean temperatures are observed in Guayas Province
than in Los Ríos. The aggregated mean temperature for Guayas is 26.01 °C, with January
and December being the months with lower mean temperatures of 25.27 and 25.18 °C,
respectively. For Los Ríos, the average mean temperature was 21.24 ºC (Figure 2C). A more
detailed provinces comparison is shown in Supplementary material Table S2.

Mean seasonal changes under RCP2.6, 4.5 and 8.5 are indicated for rainfall in Figure 2B
and temperature in Figure 2D. The outcome of the model shows that precipitation is
expected to increase by 3 to 20%, 10–54%, and 20–40% in all zones by 2100 under RCP 2.6,
RCP 4.5, and RCP 8.5 scenarios, respectively. For precipitation, the lowlands showed a
positive mean monthly change of 20% (RCP 2.6), while for the rest of the country values of
50% in the same RCP are shown. Precipitation for RCP 4.5 showed equal RCP 2.6 shifts
for the central and western lowlands at −20%. Guayas and Los Ríos showed a mean daily
positive change of 1.75 (mm).

Mean temperatures are also predicted to increase by between 1 and 5 °C in all zones
under different climate scenarios. For RPC 2.6, the temperature will have a mean change of
1.61 and 1.68 ºC for the lowlands and highlands, respectively. The mean air temperature
values showed a strong trend for RCP 4.5 and RCP 8.5 across regions, with the western
part of the lowlands (part of Los Ríos) and the southern part indicated as increasing by 2.63
and 2.38 ºC, respectively.
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Figure 2. Annual precipitation (A) and mean air temperature (C) climatology. Seasonal mean change
in (B) rainfall (%) and (D) mean air temperature with respect to the base period (1975–2005) predicted
based on RegCM4 daily weather for 2070–2100 under RCP 2.6, 4.5, and 8.5 scenarios.

3.2. Model Suitability Confirmation

Figure 3 shows the correlations between the simulated and observed yields for the
calibration dataset: the correlation coefficients are 0.98 for Guayas (Figure 3A) and 0.81 for
Los Ríos (Figure 3B). A high level of precision was obtained in simulations with an RMSE
of 793 kg ha−1 and 298 kg ha−1 and an nRMSE of 55 kg ha−1 and 123 kg ha−1 (Table 1), for
Guayas and Los Ríos, respectively, representing good agreements between observed and
simulated tendencies.

Figure 3. Correlations between yearly simulated and observed (control) total yields corresponding to
the 1983–1993 calibration data set for Guayas (A) and Los Ríos (B) Provinces. The red lines represent
fitted linear regressions lines, and the gray-shaded areas represent 95% confidence intervals.

Furthermore, indices of agreement (d) were 0.90 (Guayas) and 0.67 (Los Ríos). The
percentage of biased data (PBIAS) was relatively low with 17 % and 6% for Guayas and
Los Ríos, respectively. The values were close to those observed during data validation
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(Figure 4). Observed and estimated data were highly correlated (R2 > 0.85), except for the
calibration data for Los Ríos (Table 1).

Table 1. Evaluation results for VSM yield simulations over the entire growing season for calibration
and validation datasets for Guayas and Los Ríos Provinces.

Dataset Site Control (SD) Sim (SD) α β R RMSE RMSEn MAE d PBIAS

Calibration Guayas 3789.83 (1323) 4452.57 (1012) 1576.00 0.76 0.98 739.36 55.90 66.62 0.90 17.50
Los Ríos 4247.81 (241) 4526.25 (183) 1627.39 0.68 0.81 298.01 123.6 278.44 0.67 6.6

Validation Guayas 3619.60 (1418) 4181.15 (1166) 1231.00 0.82 0.98 632.69 44.60 561.55 0.94 15.50
Los Ríos 4045.75 (291) 4295.21 (237) 1253.00 0.75 0.85 273.04 93.70 249.46 0.77 6.20

Figure 4. Correlations between yearly simulated and observed (control) total yields corresponding to
the 1994–2005 validation data set for Guayas (A) and Los Ríos (B) Provinces. The red lines represent
fitted linear regression lines, and the gray-shaded areas represent 95% confidence intervals.

The data fit was better for Guayas than Los Ríos. The RMSE found in this study is
superior to those found for the productivity of hybrid rice adjusted to ORYZA version
3, with an RMSE of 175 kg ha−1 [2]. However, the RMSE values between simulated
and observed data were lower than the standard deviation of the observed data, which
according to Gaydon et al (2017) [59] demonstrates that the model simulates the observed
behavior within the limits of experimental error.

3.3. Model Results

Rice yield was simulated and averaged for RP (1975–2005) (Figure 5A) and FP
(2070–2100) for RCP 2.6, 4.5, and 8.5 (Figure 5B–D) for the Provinces of Guayas and Los Ríos
for influence analysis. The simulated yields for Guayas indicate that the predicted future
climatic variables (temperature, precipitation, and solar radiation) will cause a decrease in
yields under all three RCPs.

The spatial yield-change differed between Guayas and Los Ríos. It is clear from
Figure 5A that all RegCM4-VSM simulations for Guayas depict a negative impact on yields
under all climate scenarios (Table 2). This negative impact is expected to be highest (i.e.,
up to −67%; 2946 tons) under RCP 8.5, with a lower impact under RCP 2.6 (i.e., −36%;
1650 tons) yield reduction. A positive impact on yield is predicted for the Los Ríos Province
(i.e., up to 9%; 161 tons) under RCP 8.5 (Figure 5D, blue lines).
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Figure 5. Percent change in rice yields estimated from the RegCM4 RP VSM output (A) for the
Provinces of Guayas (gray) and Los Ríos (blue) with corresponding changes over the time pe-
riod under RCP 2.6 (B), RCP 4.5 (C), and RCP 8.5 (D) as related to the yields of the base period
(1975–2005). The lines represent changes in yield over time. Grey shaded areas in (B–D) represent
95% prediction confidence.

Table 2. Percentage yield, harvest day, and biomass change with respect to RP (1975–2005).

Yield Harvest Day Biomass

Guayas * −0.3658 −0.1902 −0.3014
RCP 2.6 −0.1236 −0.0765 −0.1168
RCP 4.5 −0.2982 −0.1477 −0.2494
RCP 8.5 −0.6756 −0.3463 −0.5380

Los Rios * +0.0598 −0.0773 +0.0131
RCP 2.6 +0.0294 +0.0235 −0.0148
RCP 4.5 +0.0563 −0.0667 +0.0146
RCP 8.5 +0.0935 −0.1889 +0.0395

* Rows represent RCPs ensemble means.

Changes in total rice biomass had the same patterns as yield projections for Guayas
and Los Ríos (Figure 6). On average, Guayas presents a mean RF biomass of 11,151 tons,
whereas for Los Ríos it is 8715 tons (Figure 6A). Negative trends will occur for Guayas
under all RCPs (Figure 5B–D). A mean negative 30% (3511 tons) and a maximum negative
53% for the RCP 8.5 (Table 2) are predicted. For Los Ríos, a biomass increase is expected,
but to a lesser degree (about 0.013%; 53 tons). Based on temperature and solar radiation
projections, these changes are predicted to be greater in Los Ríos.

For harvest days, that is, total cycle days (Figure 7), predicted average RCPs resulted
in a 20% reduction in the crop cycle for Guayas (22 days) but an increase of 0.07% (13 days)
is expected for Los Ríos. The projection of RCP 8.5 resulted in a 34% reduction for Guayas
while an 18% reduction was observed for Los Ríos.
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Figure 6. Percent change anomalies in rice total biomass projected from the RegCM4 RP VSM
production (A) for the provinces of Guayas (gray) and Los Ríos (blue), with corresponding changes
over the time period under RCP 2.6 (B), RCP 4.5 (C), and RCP 8.5 (D). The lines represent the annual
changes in yield. Grey-shaded areas in (B–D) represent 95% prediction confidence.

Figure 7. Percent change anomalies in rice harvest day projected from RegCM4 RP VSM output (A)
for Guayas (gray), and Los Ríos (blue) Provinces with corresponding changes over the time period
under RCP 2.6 (B), RCP 4.5 (C), and RCP 8.5 (D). The lines represent the annual changes in yield.
Grey shaded areas in (B–D) represent 95% prediction confidence.

4. Discussion

To date, rising global temperatures have been accompanied by considerable changes
in human and natural systems, including more frequent droughts, floods, and other ex-
treme weather events; sea-level rise; and biodiversity loss [60]. These changes will bring
extraordinary risks for vulnerable people and cultures, including populations located along
coastlines or in low-lying coastal areas [41]. Many of the most affected people live in low-
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and middle-income countries, such as Ecuador, some of which are already experiencing
declining food security.

These hazards from climate change vary with the scale and degree of warming,
geographic location, levels of development, and vulnerability and on the adoption and
application of adaptation and mitigation measures by governments [61]. For coastal and
highland regions, these trends could result in yield reductions of maize, rice, wheat, and
potentially other cereal crops, affecting smallholder farmers with little or zero adaptation
or mitigation measures [62].

Our estimates of yield reductions are higher than those from similar predictive studies
for rice production regions in Asia. Using the same meteorological variables, Dinh et al
(2020) [63] evaluated the spatial variations in rice yield losses in China using the CSM-
CERES-Rice model of the Process-Based Decision Support System for Agrotechnology
Transfer (DSSAT), using different combinations of the GCM, and predicted yield decreases
of 22–22.7% in agroecological zones similar to Ecuador.

Furthermore, from the Coordinated Regional Climate Downscaling Experiment
(CORDEX) [64], using three RCMs Chun et al (2016) [65] evaluated rice productivity
using a multiscale crop model (GLAM-Rice and CERES-Rice) for Southeast Asia. These
authors predicted that yield reductions under projected climate changes will be the greatest,
nearly 45% in the 2080s under RCP 8.5, relative to their selected baseline period (1991–2000).
Despite this, it is estimated that areas for rice will actually increase in the tropics under
RCP 4.5 and RCP 8.5 scenarios [66]

Our results are similar to predictions by Su et al (2021) [66] based on field experiment
data and the novel ORYZA version 3 [2,67]. These authors suggested that increased
temperatures and/or changes in precipitation could reduce mean rice yields by 9.4% under
RCP 4.5 and by 47.9% under RCP 8.5 for the 2080s scenario. In contrast, Arunrat et al
(2018) [68] studied the predicted local-scale impact of climate change on rice yields to
suggest that all rice yields under RCP 6.0 (2080–2090) will tend to increase by 0.7%, while
under RCP 8.5, rice yields will decrease by 8.4%. Increasing rice yields under a changing
climate are predicted to occur in response to carbon fertilization under higher future CO2
levels [69].

Using a Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) with HadGEM2-ES model data,
Mandal et al (2021) [70] assessed the impact of climate change on hydrological regimens
and biomass yields of the Subarnarekha tropical river basin (north-east corner of Peninsular
India). The authors found that the basin was likely to experience a loss of crop biomass
(rice, wheat, and maize) of 2 to 3% due to climate change.

Based on temperature and solar radiation projections, our model suggests that these
changes (delta anomalies) are expected to be greater in Los Ríos, and a higher atmo-
spheric intensity of CO2 (RCP 8.5) could increase photosynthesis, biomass accrual and
production [71,72]. Therefore, the impact of climate change on rice crop yields could be
positive in some agricultural provinces and adverse in others [73].

Our model projection under RCP 8.5 predicted a 34% reduction for Guayas and an
18% reduction for Los Ríos. The authors of Li et al (2017) [67] showed that the magnitude
of the reduction in the length of the rice-growing season varies between single, early, and
late rice genotypes when exposed to changes in temperatures and high-humidity periods.
An increase in nighttime temperatures can accelerate the crop cycle due to greater thermal
sum accumulation [74], but it can also affect spikelet ferility, resulting in higher levels of
sterility and reduced grain filling or final grain quality [75].

Our results are also in agreement with those reported by Ding et al (2017) [76]; they
used a length calculation method model and a daily water balance to detect spatial patterns,
resulting in shortened trends in historical and future periods by up to 10 days in the 2080s
under the RCP 8.5 scenario.

Based on the findings, changing planting dates and adapting to new rice cultivars
can be beneficial for the adaptation of rice cultivation under climate change scenarios in
Ecuadorian rice areas [77,78]. Resulting yield forecasts of crop models based on various
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GCMs and RCPs can deliver more consistent climate change impact evaluations [79,80].
Therefore, future projections for economically important Ecuadorian crops should consider
using several model databases.

Furthermore, to adapt to the effects of climate change on rice production, a dynamic
cropping calendar, the development of irrigation schemes, and combined plant nutrient
management could be established for agribusiness practices based on our preliminary
results in the study area [70]. Our analysis is not only the first assessment of the impact of
climate change on rice yields but it also highlights current deficiencies in rice production
that risk Ecuadorian food security.

The amount and distribution of precipitation and temperature anomalies are impera-
tive for crop production [23], and it is difficult to accurately predict the potential volumes
and distribution of rainfall, and indexes based on temperature, monitoring, and observed
assessments are necessary to detect these projections [22].

To facilitate agrometeorological management more, improved agro-meteorological
stations need to be set up in Ecuador based on cropland covers. Therefore, close monitoring
and evaluation for detecting the direction of future changes together with the development
of flexible adaptation strategies are essential to deal with climate change [16]. The predicted
effects of projected RCPs on rice production vary between studies according to region
and crop production practices. Our study indicates largely distinct impacts of projected
future climates on rice production in Guayas and Los Ríos. Under two of the RCPs, rice
biomass accumulation and yields are predicted to decline in Guayas but increase in Los
Ríos. Similarly, while crop durations are expected to decrease in Guayas, durations may
increase in Los Ríos.

These different impacts indicate the utility of fine-scale analyses using simple models
to make predictions that are relevant to regional production scenarios [25]. The distinct
biomass and yield responses for the two regions are mainly derived from increasing
temperatures and solar radiation in the warmer lowlands of Guayas, which reduce rice
productivity by shortening the crop cycle. Crop duration is one of the main drivers of rice
yields. However, changes in crop duration could also affect the impact of diseases and
insect pests on rice [2]. For example, longer-duration varieties are exposed to field pests
for longer and are, therefore, more vulnerable to insect attacks [81]. Therefore, a decline
in pest incidences could be predicted in Guayas but they are predicted to increase in Los
Ríos independently of the effects on herbivore voltinism (i.e., the number of generations
per crop season [82]) associated with higher temperatures.

Our prediction of possible changes in rice productivity can help policymakers define a
variety of requirements to meet the demands of future climates. However, the predicted
effects of CO2 on yields, as indicated in this study, should also encourage policymakers to
find alternatives to the burning of fossil fuels for energy production.

5. Conclusions

The findings in this research show that projected RCPs on rain-fed rice production
vary between sites based on regional conditions and crop production practices, resulting
in largely distinct impacts of projected future climate on rice production in Guayas and
Los Ríos.

Under several RCPs, rice biomass accumulation and yields are predicted to decline
in Guayas but they are predicted to increase in Los Ríos. The distinct biomass and yield
responses for the two regions mainly derive from temperature and precipitation anomalies
in the warmer lowlands of Guayas that have a negative impact on rice productivity in
the region.

Crop duration was also predicted to change with duration increasing in the Los Ríos
region, but decreasing in the Guayas region.

Our analysis, the first assessment of the impact of climate change on rice yields in
Ecuador, indicates the importance of fine-scale analyses using simple models to make
predictions that are relevant to regional production scenarios. The utility of using climate
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data to make predictions about crop yields should incentivize the further setting up of
good-quality agro-meteorological stations based on cropland covers for Ecuador.
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