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Abstract  Topsoil removal (TSR) is a management 
option performed before rewetting drained agricul-
tural peatlands to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions and remove nutrients. Currently, its com-
mon practice to remove 30 to 60 cm of topsoil, which 
is labor-intensive, costly, and highly disruptive. 
However, optimal TSR depth for mitigating carbon 
emissions from rewetted peat soils has neither been 
determined nor linked to soil biogeochemical fac-
tors driving carbon emissions. We performed two 

mesocosm experiments to address this. In experiment 
1, we removed the topsoil of two contrasting drained 
peat soils before rewetting (i.e., extensively managed, 
acid peat and intensively managed, near-neutral peat) 
with a 5 cm interval up to 25 cm TSR. In experiment 
2, we combined TSR with the presence and absence 
of Typha latifolia on intensively managed, near-neu-
tral peat soil. The experiments ran for 22 and three 
months, respectively, in which we measured carbon 
dioxide (CO2) and methane (CH4) emissions and 
porewater chemistry. Our experiments reveal that 
(i) 5  cm TSR greatly reduced CH4 and CO2 emis-
sions irrespective of peat nutrient status during the 
22-month experiment, and (ii) the presence of T. 
latifolia further reduced CH4 emissions during the 
3-month experiment. Specifically, CH4 emissions 
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were six to 10-times lower with 5 cm TSR compared 
to 0  cm TSR. Peak CH4 emissions occurred after 
three months with 0 cm TSR and strongly decreased 
thereafter. Random forest analyses highlighted that 
variation in CH4 emissions could mainly be explained 
by cumulative root biomass and porewater alkalin-
ity. Furthermore, 5  cm TSR reduced porewater val-
ues of pH, alkalinity, CH4, and ammonium. The 
effectiveness of TSR in preventing the build-up of 
phosphorus, iron, and sulfur in porewater was site-
specific. Our results show that only 5 to 10 cm TSR 
may already effectively prevent the adverse effects of 
rewetting former agriculturally peatlands by reduc-
ing undesirable CH4 emissions and avoiding nutri-
ent release. Further, we argue that target setting and 
site-specific assessments are crucial to optimize the 
amount of TSR to reduce carbon emissions while 
minimizing disturbance and costs.

Keywords  Greenhouse gas emissions · 
Paludiculture · Climate mitigation · Topsoil removal · 
Typha · Nutrients

Introduction

Although peatlands cover only 3% of the global land 
area, they store 30% of global soil carbon (Yu 2012; 
Leifeld and Menichetti 2018; Chaudhary et al. 2020). 
Historical drainage for agriculture or peat extrac-
tion has turned large areas of peatlands into carbon 
sources, accounting for 5% of the global anthropo-
genic carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions (Cobb et  al. 
2017; Chaudhary et  al. 2020; IPCC 2021). To miti-
gate carbon emissions from peatlands and restore 
their function as carbon sinks worldwide, peatland 
rewetting is proposed as an important measure (IPCC 
2021; Evans et al. 2021; Temmink et al. 2022). While 
increasing water levels in drained peatlands reduces 
CO2 emissions, it is known to stimulate methane 
(CH4) emissions (Evans et al. 2021). In the long-term, 
however, rewetting degraded peat benefits the climate 
despite CH4 emissions (Günther et al. 2020).

In natural peat soils, a high-water table leads to 
anoxic conditions due to continued oxygen (O2) con-
sumption and near-absent O2 intrusion (Laanbroek 
1990; Rydin and Jeglum 2013; Conrad 2020). Rewet-
ting of peat results in rapid depletion of O2 availabil-
ity and initiates the reduction of alternative electron 

acceptors, preferentially in the sequence of nitrate, 
manganese, ferric iron, and sulfate before CH4 pro-
duction starts (Glaser and Chanton 2009; Rydin 
and Jeglum 2013; Conrad 2020). CH4 production is 
mainly substrate-limited (Segers 1998; Drake et  al. 
2009), and pathways of CH4 production in peatlands 
are primarily the reduction of acetate (more than 
70%) and CO2 (Smolders et  al. 2002; Artz 2009). 
Therefore, CH4 production is suppressed as long as 
concentrations of methanogenic substrates (e.g., H2, 
acetate) are limited by the presence of alternative 
electron acceptors (Estop-Aragonés and Blodau 2012; 
Conrad 2020). Rewetting often leads to a shift from 
drainage-based CO2-emissions to CH4-dominated 
emissions (Wilson et  al. 2016a; Renou-Wilson et  al. 
2019; McNicol et al. 2020).

Topsoil removal (TSR) has recently been shown as 
an effective measure to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions prior to rewetting drained and agricultur-
ally used peatlands (Harpenslager et  al. 2015; Huth 
et al. 2020). TSR affects GHG emissions through two 
main pathways. First, the high labile carbon content 
in the topsoil (e.g., shoots, roots, and humic soil) is 
largely removed with TSR, which prevents the rapid 
decomposition of the peat and subsequent release of 
CO2 (aerobic) or CH4 (anaerobic) to the atmosphere 
(Segers 1998; Drake et al. 2009; Conrad 2020). Sec-
ond, TSR removes high nutrient concentrations in the 
topsoil that have accumulated during agricultural use, 
which reduces CH4 emissions by limiting production 
and favoring oxidation, both directly and indirectly 
via microbial activity (Schrier-Uijl et al. 2011; Med-
vedeff et al. 2014; Nijman et al. 2022). However, the 
nutrient concentrations at different depths and, thus, 
the amount of topsoil to be removed are still difficult 
to predict. As such, the application of TSR strongly 
depends on the land-use history (e.g., type of agri-
culture, fertilization) and would be most suitable on 
agriculturally used peat rather than on peat extrac-
tion sites. The latter is an extreme form of TSR from 
natural peatlands in which large amounts of peat are 
removed, resulting in a high carbon footprint and 
environmental impacts (Graf and Rochefort 2016). 
For post-extraction peatlands, the active restoration 
technique applied in Canada – moss layer transfer 
–  reduces carbon emissions and the time needed for 
the rewetted peatland to become a carbon sink (Graf 
and Rochefort 2016; Nugent et al. 2019).
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Since it is currently unknown which layers still 
include labile carbon and higher nutrient concentra-
tions, the standard practice of TSR for peatland res-
toration or paludiculture (i.e., the cultivation of crops 
on wet or rewetted peatlands), is to remove 30 to 
60 cm (Allison and Ausden 2004; Harpenslager et al. 
2015; Gaudig et al. 2017; Huth et al. 2020). Most of 
the material can be used to fill in ditches, thereby pre-
venting CH4 point sources (Cooper et al. 2014; Köhn 
et al. 2021). In the case of paludiculture, the removed 
topsoil is frequently applied next to the field to raise 
the soil level, allowing heavy mowing machinery 
to work around the waterlogged fields (e.g., Gaudig 
et  al. 2017). Besides causing a substantial alteration 
to the environment, TSR is a costly practice and may 
thus put a large constraint on the applicability of this 
technique to restore peatlands on a large scale (Klim-
kowska et  al. 2010; Zak et  al. 2018; Convention on 
Wetlands 2021). Therefore, more understanding is 
needed for optimal removal depths to minimize envi-
ronmental impacts and reduce costs. Moreover, fac-
tors controlling CH4 emissions in peatlands are not 
fully known (Fenner et al. 2011), such as the role of 
vegetation (Yavitt and Knapp 1998; Fritz et al. 2011; 
Agethen et  al. 2018). For instance, Typha has been 
reported to reduce CH4 emissions due to increased 
oxidation in the root zone, but also to increase CH4 
emission via direct transportation to the atmosphere 
by roots (i.e., the shunt effect) and the provision of 
labile organic substrate (Lawrence et al. 2017; Vroom 
et al. 2018). The discrepancy based on vascular plants 
may come from varying transport mechanisms and 
growth stages (Vroom et al. 2022a) or the duration of 
the experiment and, thus, the amount of lateral carbon 
input (Geurts and Fritz 2018).

To unravel the contribution of different soil layers 
and the presence of vascular plants to GHG emis-
sions, we performed two mesocosm experiments 
where we rewetted agricultural-used drained peat. In 
the first experiment, we removed topsoil from 5  cm 
up to 25  cm. The second experiment focused on 
the effect of vegetation coupled with TSR on GHG 
fluxes. We selected Typha latifolia as model species, 
as it is a common wetland and paludiculture species. 
With these experiments, we aimed to address the fol-
lowing research questions for agriculturally used and 
formerly drained peat:

1.	 What is the mitigation potential of minimal TSR 
(i.e., compared to the standard practice) and the 
presence of T. latifolia on the GHG emission of 
rewetted peat?

2.	 How is the nutrient availability of rewetted peat 
affected by minimal TSR and the presence of T. 
latifolia?

3.	 What are the main drivers of CH4 emissions from 
rewetted peat?

Our hypotheses are: (1) we expect higher CH4 
emission in the 0  cm TSR treatment due to the 
higher availability of labile carbon and nutrients. 
In addition, we expect higher CH4 emissions in the 
presence of T. latifolia due to the increased trans-
portation of CH4 from the soil to the atmosphere 
(shunt effect). (2) We expect reduced nutrient con-
centrations with TSR due to direct nutrient removal. 
In addition, we expect lower nutrient concentrations 
with the presence of T. latifolia due to plant uptake. 
(3) We expect the labile carbon to be the biggest 
driver of CH4 emissions from rewetted peat soils by 
limiting or supporting methanogenesis.

Materials and methods

Sampling

At two sites in the Netherlands, 72 peat soil cores 
with a depth of 30 cm were taken using 15 cm diam-
eter PVC-pipes (Vroom et al. 2022b). The first site 
is an extensively managed agricultural peat meadow 
in Bûtefjild (coordinates: 53°15’N, 5°57’E), which 
has acid peat, and it will be referred to as EA (i.e., 
extensively managed and acid peat) (Table  1); 24 
cores were extracted from this site. The second 
site is a drained, intensively managed agricultural 
peat meadow in Zegveld (coordinates: 52°08’N, 
4°50’E), which has near-neutral peat, and it will 
be referred to as IN (i.e., intensively managed and 
near-neutral peat) (Table 1); 48 cores were extracted 
from this site. We sampled these contrasting sites to 
assess the site and history influence on GHG fluxes 
and nutrient removal (i.e., different agricultural 
history, nutrient availability, and pH). These cores 
were used for two separate experiments. For experi-
ment 1, both peat types were investigated, while for 
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experiment 2, only IN peat was used due to logisti-
cal constraits.

Experiment 1: topsoil removal every 5 cm

In the first experiment, we investigated the effects 
of TSR on GHG emissions and nutrient availability 
by removing the topsoil of the collected peat cores 
at 5 cm intervals up to 25 cm, resulting in six differ-
ent TSR depths (Fig. 1 A). In the 0 cm TSR, only the 
aboveground grass biomass was removed. The exper-
iment was performed using four replicates distributed 
randomly in a dark climate chamber of the Radboud 
University in the Netherlands with an air temperature 
of 15 °C and relative humidity of 70%. The peat cores 
were placed in slightly larger cylinders and inundated 
with 5 cm of demineralized water (average ± standard 
deviation of pH: 6.5 ± 0.1). The water level was kept 
constant throughout the experiment by the regular 
addition of demineralized water. In total, we used 48 
cores for this experiment (four replicates for each of 
the twelve TSR-site combinations). The experiment 
ran for 22 months, from March 2016 until December 
2017.

Experiment 2: interaction between topsoil removal 
and presence of T. latifolia

In the second experiment, we investigated the effects 
of TSR coupled with the presence of T. latifolia, a 
typical paludiculture and wetland species, on CH4 
emissions and nutrient availability. Only IN soil was 
used due to logistical constraints to use multiple soils, 
since the vegetated experiment required more space. 
We created three TSR depths (0, 5, and 15  cm) in 
the presence and absence of T. latifolia (Fig. 1B). In 
contrast to experiment 1, in the 0 cm TSR the above-
ground grass biomass was not trimmed back. The 
cores were placed in a temperature-controlled water 
bath at 14 °C in the Radboud University greenhouse 
facilities after they were closed at the bottom with 
a PVC cap and placed in a plastic bag (open at the 
top). The temperature was slightly lower than in the 
previous experiment because the water needed extra 
cooling to compensate for incoming radiation and 
higher air temperature in the greenhouse. Each core 
was inundated up to the peat surface using rainwa-
ter. For each TSR treatment, five cores were planted 
with three T. latifolia seedlings (± 5  cm each) (on 
day 0; total n = 15). Seedlings were raised in the 
greenhouse from seeds collected at Deurnese Peel 

Table 1   Soil characteristics 
of the collected peat types 
averaged over the entire 
depth (0–30 cm). Values 
represent average ± standard 
error (n = 4). Source: 
Vroom et al. (2022b), 
atmospheric deposition 
from TNO (2020)

Peat type Intensively 
managed, near-
neutral soil (IN)

Extensively managed, acid soil (EA)

Location Zegveld Bûtefjild
Composition Fen Bog
Agricultural history Actively ferti-

lized, grazed 
by cattle, 
limed

Artificial fertilization and liming ceased 1995, 
grazed by sheep and grass-cutting occasion-
ally

Atmospheric nitrogen deposi-
tion (kg N ha− 1 yr − 1)

24–30 18–24

Peat depth (m) 6 1.5
H2O-pH 5.57 ± 0.05 4.36 ± 0.24
 C:N (g g− 1) 11.16 ± 0.14 18.15 ± 0.88
 C (%) 20.2 ± 0.8 19.9 ± 2.9

Organic matter (%) 44.5 ± 1.8 48.6 ± 5.7
Wet bulk density (g L− 1) 790 ± 16.5 948 ± 22.5
Dry bulk density (g L− 1) 314 ± 12.4 448 ± 29.3
Total nitrogen (mmol L− 1) 405 ± 10.9 348 ± 38.7
Total potassium (mmol L− 1) 20.3 ± 1.64 5.04 ± 0.52
Total phosphorus (mmol L− 1) 20.4 ± 1.3 15.4 ± 1.3
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in the Netherlands (coordinates: 51°25’N, 5°52’E). 
Three cores per TSR treatment were not vegetated 
and served as controls (total n = 9). The unvegetated 
cores were covered by a polypropylene ground cover 
mesh to avoid algae growth. For brevity, the treat-
ments with T. latifolia are called ‘Typha’, and unveg-
etated controls are called ‘unvegetated’, hereafter. 
Twelve days after planting the seedlings, the water 
table in all cores was raised to 5  cm above the peat 
surface and kept steady throughout the experiment 

by the regular addition of rainwater. This experiment 
was supplied with rainwater instead of demineral-
ized water because it was not available in sufficient 
amounts at the greenhouse (i.e., to water the plants). 
In total, there were 24 cores for this experiment (five 
Typha replicates and three control replicates for each 
of the three TSR treatments). The experiment ran for 
three months, from April to June 2018.

Fig. 1   Overview of the 
experimental setup of 
experiments 1 (A) and 
2 (B). The soil depth of 
all cores was 30 cm after 
topsoil removal (TSR).
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Measurements

CH4 and CO2 fluxes were measured six times dur-
ing experiment 1 (months 1, 2, 3, 10, 19, and 22) and 
three times during experiment 2 (months 1, 2, and 
3). Gas measurements were carried out using a dark 
PVC chamber (15  cm inner diameter), which was 
connected to a Los Gatos Greenhouse Gas Analyzer 
(GGA-24EP, Los Gatos Research, Mountain View, 
CA, USA) for experiment 1 and to an Ultraportable 
Greenhouse Gas Analyzer (UGGA-30EP, Los Gatos 
Research, Mountain View, CA, USA) for experi-
ment 2. For experiment 2, the chambers enclosed the 
plants. A battery-driven fan allowed constant airflow 
in the chamber. The measurements lasted for 180  s 
and were repeated if ebullition was observed (i.e., in 
case of an abrupt increase in gas concentration). The 
air temperature was logged using a HOBO logger 
(Onset Computer Corporation, Bourne, MA, USA). 
CH4 and CO2 fluxes (mg m−2 d−1) were calculated 
following Almeida et al. (2016):

where F is CH4 or CO2 flux (mg m−2 d−1); V is cham-
ber volume (m3); A is chamber surface area (m2); 
slope is the slope of the relationship between CH4 or 
CO2 and time (ppm s−1); P is atmospheric pressure 
(kPa); F1 is the molecular weight (CO2: 44 and CH4: 
16 g mole−1); F2 is the conversion factor of seconds 
to days; R is the gas constant (8.3144 J K−1  mol−1); 
and T is the temperature in Kelvin (K).

CH4 in the porewater from the upper 10 cm of peat 
was sampled twice during experiment 1 (months 2 
and 3), and three times during experiment 2 (months 
1, 2, and 3). The porewater CH4 was collected using 
rhizon samplers (Rhizosphere Research Products, 
Wageningen, The Netherlands) attached with a nee-
dle to a pre-vacuumed 12 mL exetainer (Labco, Lam-
peter, UK) containing 1 mL of hydrochloric acid 
(0.1  M) to stop the biological activity. The samples 
were, then, analysed by equilibrating with the head-
space of ambient air immediately after sampling and 
measuring the gas phase on an HP 5890 gas chroma-
tograph equipped with a Porapak Q column (80/100 
mesh), and a flame ionization detector (GC-FID, 
Hewlett Packard, Palo Alto, CA, USA). Concentra-
tions were calculated using Henry’s law (Sander 
2015).

F =
V

A
∗ slope ∗

P ∗ F1 ∗ F2

R ∗ T

Porewater chemical composition from the upper 
10  cm of peat was determined from samples taken 
four times during experiment 1 (months 1, 2, 3, and 
10) and three times during experiment 2 (months 1, 
2, and 3) using the same rhizon samplers attached to 
a syringe under vacuum mentioned above. The sam-
ples were analysed following the approach described 
by Vroom et al. (2022b) to determine pH, alkalinity, 
ammonium (NH4

+), phosphorus (P), iron (Fe), and 
sulfur (S). The pH and alkalinity were determined 
using Ag/AgCl electrode (Orion Research, Bev-
erly, MA, USA) and a TIM 840 Titration Manager 
(Radiometer Analytical SAS, Villeurbanne, France). 
NH4

+ was determined by colorimetric methods 
(Auto Analyser III, Bran and Luebbe GmbH, Norder-
stedt, Germany). P, Fe, and S were determined using 
inductively coupled plasma emission spectrometry 
(ICP-OES, IRIS Intrepid II, Thermo Electron Corpo-
ration, Franklin, MA, USA).

For experiment 1, root samples were washed from 
additional cores that were not rewetted (n = 4). The 
15  cm diameter cores were sliced every 5  cm to a 
depth of 30 cm. The samples were thoroughly rinsed 
to retain the roots (living and dead), after which the 
material was weighed, dried at 70  °C for 96  h, and 
weighed again.

Statistical analyses

All GHG emissions were checked for extreme out-
liers, as these are most likely caused by CH4 bub-
bles that we have not visually detected during the 
measurement. As mentioned in the measurements, 
we focus only on diffusive fluxes, which is why we 
removed one extreme outlier (n = 1). GHG emissions 
were log-transformed before all analyses. To enable 
the inclusion of extremely low CH4 fluxes (± 1  mg 
m−2 day−1), these were set to 0 after the transforma-
tion. We did not filter fluxes based on their fit (R2). 
Negative fluxes (< -1  mg m−2  day−1; n = 7 for CH4 
from experiment 1, n = 0 for CH4 from experiment 2, 
and n = 15 for CO2 from experiment 2) were removed 
from all analyses, since this study focused on emis-
sions only.

The effect of TSR depths and the effect of Typha 
on GHG emissions (Research Question 1) of rewet-
ted peat soils were assessed using three-way repeated-
measures ANOVAs. For experiment 1, differences 
in CH4 and CO2 emissions were separately assessed 
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using TSR treatment, peat type (EA vs. IN), time (the 
month into the experiment), and their interactions 
as independent variables. When statistical signifi-
cance was not shown between peat types, both sites 
were combined in the results (text and graphs). The 
results were kept separated in the supporting infor-
mation. We also averaged emission data over time, 
as this describes the overall treatment emission bet-
ter. For experiment 2, differences in CH4 emission 
were assessed using TSR treatment, plant presence, 
time (the month into the experiment), and their inter-
actions as independent variables. Since the response 
variables were not normally distributed according to 
the Shapiro-Wilk normality test, differences between 
individual treatments that proved significant in the 
ANOVA were tested using the non-parametric Wil-
cox paired samples post-hoc tests with Bonferroni 
correction of p values.

The effect of TSR depths and the effect of Typha 
growth on nutrient availability (Research Question 
2) of rewetted peat soils were assessed using three-
way repeated-measures ANOVAs. For experiment 1, 
differences in the grass and root biomass, porewater 
CH4 concentrations, and porewater nutrient concen-
trations were separately assessed using TSR treat-
ment, peat type (EA vs. IN), time (the month into the 
experiment), and their interactions as independent 
variables. For experiment 2, differences in porewater 
CH4 concentrations and nutrient concentrations were 
assessed using TSR treatment, plant presence, time 
(the month into the experiment), and their interac-
tions as independent variables. To test for differences 
between individual treatments that proved significant 
in the ANOVA, we used pairwise t-tests for porewater 
alkalinity, pH, P, and Fe and the non-parametric Wil-
cox paired samples test for porewater CH4, NH4

+, and 
S because these variables were not normally distrib-
uted. All post-hoc tests were performed with Bonfer-
roni correction of p values.

We performed two random forest analyses for both 
experiments to determine the main drivers of the miti-
gation potential for CH4 emissions (Research Question 
3). For experiment 1, measurements over months 1, 3, 
and 10 were used as they had complete measurements. 
The CH4 fluxes were the dependent variable, and CO2 
flux, cumulative CO2, cumulative root biomass, time 
(the month into the experiment), soil type, and pore-
water results (alkalinity, pH, NH4

+, Fe, S, and P) were 
used as independent variables. For experiment 2, CH4 

emissions were also used as the dependent variable, 
and time (the month into the experiment), vegetation 
treatment, and porewater results (alkalinity, pH, NH4

+, 
Fe, S, and P) as independent variables. Porewater CH4 
concentration was not included in the random forest 
because it was not measured during the whole experi-
ment 1 due to logistical constraints. Therefore, the rela-
tion between porewater CH4 concentrations and CH4 
fluxes were tested separately using linear regression.

The statistical analyses were conducted in R (R 
core team, 2016), where the random forest analysis 
was performed using the ‘RandomForest’ package 
(Liaw and Wiener 2002). Graphs were created using 
JPM (JMP 2021).

Results

Research question 1: mitigation potential of TSR and 
the presence of Typha on the GHG emission

Experiment 1: topsoil removal every 5 cm

CH4 emissions differed over time and with differ-
ent amounts of TSR, but not between peat types 
(Fig.  2A; Tables S1 and  S2). The highest CH4 
emissions were found in the 0  cm TSR treatments 
(average ± standard deviation: 395 ± 758  mg CH4 
m−2  day−1; two peat types were aggregated), and 
the emissions were 6-times lower with 5  cm TSR 
(67 ± 186  mg CH4 m−2  day−1). CH4 emissions fur-
ther decreased to 23 ± 67 mg CH4 m−2 day−1 at 10 cm 
TSR, 23 ± 122 mg CH4 m−2 day−1 at 15 cm TSR, and 
less than 1 mg CH4 m−2 day−1 at 20 and 25 cm TSR 
(Fig.  2 A). Emissions peaked after three months for 
the 0, 5, and 10 cm TSR and gradually declined after-
ward (Fig. 2 A).

CO2 emissions differed between TSR treatments 
and over time, but not between peat types (Fig.  2B; 
Table  S3). The highest CO2 emissions were found 
in the treatments with 0 cm TSR (average ± standard 
deviation: 6496 ± 9243 mg CO2 m−2 day−1; two peat 
types were aggregated). CO2 emissions decreased 
with an increase in TSR: 2655 ± 3798  mg CO2 
m−2 day−1 with 5 cm, 1967 ± 2468 mg CO2 m−2 day−1 
with 10  cm, 1309 ± 1685  mg CO2 m−2  day−1 with 
15 cm, 1423 ± 2469 mg CO2 m−2 day−1 with 20 cm, 
and 617 ± 885  mg CO2 m−2  day−1 with 25  cm. 
Despite water-logged conditions, TSR treatments 
caused CO2 emissions to differ by a factor of 10.
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Experiment 2: interaction between topsoil removal 
and presence of Typha

CH4 emissions differed over time, with different 
amounts of TSR and with the presence or absence 
of Typha (Fig. 3; Tables S4 and S5). The lowering 
effect of TSR on CH4 emissions remained when 
Typha was present. Vegetated mesocosms in com-
bination with TSR revealed the lowest CH4 emis-
sions (Fig. 3). In the presence of Typha, 5 cm TSR 
significantly reduced CH4 emissions by ~ 20 times, 
from 115 ± 113  mg CH4 m−2  day−1 at 0  cm TSR 
to 6 ± 10 mg CH4 m−2  day−1 at 5  cm TSR (Fig. 3; 
p < 0.001). In unvegetated treatments, 5  cm TSR 
significantly reduced CH4 emissions by more than 
8 times, from 523 ± 276 mg CH4 m−2 day−1 at 0 cm 
TSR to 64 ± 137  mg CH4 m−2  day−1 at 5  cm TSR 
(Fig. 3; p < 0.001). There was no further significant 
decrease in emissions from 5 to 15  cm TSR. CH4 

emissions appeared to increase over time, except for 
mesocosms with Typha at 0  cm TSR where emis-
sions appeared to decrease. However, none of these 
differences were significant (Tables S4 and S5). 
Typha attained a maximum height of 100 ± 15  cm 
after three months, with a biomass of 37 ± 8 g dry 
weight per mesocosm.

Research question 2: effects of TSR and the presence 
of Typha on nutrient availability

Experiment 1: topsoil removal every 5 cm

Grass and root biomass, our proxy for easily decom-
posable carbon, differed per TSR treatment and per 
peat type (p = 0.004; Fig. 4, Table S6). Overall, val-
ues were higher in the 0 cm TSR treatments and on 
IN peat (Fig. 4, Table S6).

Fig. 2   Data from experiment 1. Emissions of (A) meth-
ane (CH4; mg m−2  day−1) and (B) carbon dioxide (CO2; mg 
m−2 day−1) under water-logged conditions per topsoil removal 
treatment over time. The two peat types were aggregated 
because they were not significantly different. Bars represent 
the average and standard deviation (n = 8 for each TSR treat-

ment). Colors indicate the time of measurement (months into 
the experiment). Significant differences between TSR treat-
ments are indicated with the letters, and the * indicates the sig-
nificant difference in time (Tables S1 to S3). The result sepa-
rated by peat type is available in the supporting information 
(Fig. S1). Note: the x-axes are presented on a logarithmic scale
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Considering the results without interactions (i.e., 
only location, depth, or time), there was a differ-
ence between peat types for porewater pH, alkalin-
ity, P (Fig. 5), and NH4

+ (Fig. S2), but not porewa-
ter CH4 (Fig. 5), Fe and S concentrations (Fig. S2, 

Table  S7). TSR affected porewater values of CH4, 
pH, alkalinity, NH4

+, Fe, and S, except for P con-
centrations (Fig.  5, Fig. S2, Table  S7). Moreover, 
porewater values of pH, alkalinity, P, NH4

+, Fe, and 

Fig. 3   Data from experiment 2, where only one peat type (IN) 
was used. Methane (CH4) emissions (mg m−2  day−1) per top-
soil removal treatment. Distinctions have been made over time 
(months into the experiment, indicated by color) and between 
treatments (i.e., unvegetated and Typha). Bars represent the 
average and standard deviation (n = 5 for each TSR treatment 

with Typha, n = 3 for each unvegetated TSR treatment). Sig-
nificant differences between TSR treatments per vegetation are 
indicated with the letters, and the * indicates the significant 
difference in time (Tables S4 and S5). Note: CH4 fluxes are not 
shown on a logarithmic scale

Fig. 4   Data from experiment 1. Grass and root biomass per 
volume (kg dry weight m-3) per topsoil removal treatment in 
the extensively managed, acid peat (EA) and in the intensively 
managed, near-neutral peat (IN). Bars represent the average 
and standard deviation (n = 4 per TSR and peat type). The 

0 cm TSR treatment contained both aboveground biomass (leaf 
and shoot biomass) and belowground biomass (grass roots). 
Significant differences between TSR treatments per peat type 
are indicated with the letters, and the * indicates the significant 
difference in sites (Tables S6)
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S changed over time, except for CH4 concentrations 
(Fig. 5, Fig. S2, Table S7).

CH4 porewater concentrations declined with 
increasing TSR (Fig.  5  A, Table  S7). The high-
est CH4 concentrations were found in the treat-
ments with 0  cm TSR (EA = 665 ± 500 µmol L−1; 
IN = 1624 ± 1218 µmol L−1). The 5 cm TSR treat-
ment lowered CH4 porewater by 2 and 12-times 
(EA = 223 ± 312 µmol L−1; IN = 135 ± 236 µmol 
L−1). The decrease in pH with increasing TSR 
was more pronounced on EA peat, which lines up 
with the alkalinity being lower in EA at increased 
TSR compared to IN (Fig.  5B and C, Table  S7). 

Concentrations of P (only for EA) and Fe (for EA 
and IN) accumulated over time, showing higher 
concentrations in month 10 (Fig.  5D, Fig. S2B, 
Table  S7). Contrary to the other elements where 
concentrations decreased with increased TSR, the 
concentrations of S species (oxidized, reduced, 
and elemental sulfur) increased overall (Fig. S2C, 
Table S7).

Fig. 5   Data from experiment 1. Porewater chemistry results of 
(A) methane (CH4; µmol L−1), (B) alkalinity (mEq L−1), (C) 
pH, and (D) phosphorus (P; µmol L−1) per topsoil removal 
treatment over time and per peat type. EA = extensively man-
aged, acid peat. IN = intensively managed, near-neutral peat. 
Bars represent the average and standard deviation (n = 4 for 

each TSR and peat type). Colors indicate the time of meas-
urement (months into the experiment). Significant differences 
between TSR treatments are indicated with the letters, and the 
* indicates the significant difference in time and sites (Tables 
S7)
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Experiment 2: interaction between topsoil removal 
and presence of Typha

Peat porewater chemistry was also affected by the 
presence of plants. Overall, porewater CH4 concentra-
tions were about 15 times lower in Typha treatments 
(48 ± 47 µmol L−1) than in unvegetated treatments 
(729 ± 386 µmol L−1; p < 0.001; Fig. 6 A). CH4 con-
centrations were higher in the 0  cm TSR treatments 
than 5 or 15  cm, with or without Typha (Fig.  6  A). 
The addition of Typha and the different TSR treat-
ments altered pH, alkalinity, P, NH4

+, and Fe values, 
but not S concentrations (Fig. 6, Fig. S3, Table S8). 
Only pH, NH4

+, Fe, and S values changed over time 
(Fig.  6, Fig. S3, Table  S8). We observed decreased 
porewater NH4

+, P, and Fe concentrations in the 
Typha treatments (Fig.  6, Fig. S3, Table  S8). The 
effect of TSR, independent of the presence of Typha, 
was observed for NH4

+ and P, with higher concentra-
tions in the treatments with 0 cm TSR. In unvegetated 

treatments, TSR had a positive effect on Fe concentra-
tions (p < 0.001) (Fig. S3B), while in both Typha and 
unvegetated treatments, S concentrations increased 
with increasing TSR (p < 0.001) (Fig. S3C).

Research question 3: main drivers of CH4 emissions

For experiment 1, the random forest analysis showed 
that cumulative root biomass and porewater alkalin-
ity were the most important determinants of CH4 
emissions (Fig.  7  A). For experiment 2, porewater 
alkalinity, P concentration and pH mostly explained 
CH4 emissions (Fig.  7B). Furthermore, porewater 
CH4 concentration showed a positive correlation with 
CH4 flux for experiment 1 (Fig. S4; EA: R2 = 0.293, 
p < 0.0001; IN: R2 = 0.402, p < 0.0001) and experi-
ment 2 (Fig. S4; Typha: R2 = 0.64, p < 0.0001; unveg-
etated: R2 = 0.16, p = 0.0157).

Fig. 6   Data from experiment 2, where only one peat type 
(IN) was used. Porewater chemistry results of (A) methane 
concentration (CH4; µmol L−1), (B) alkalinity (mEq L−1), (C) 
pH, and (D) phosphorus concentration (P; µmol L−1) per top-
soil removal treatment. Distinctions have been made over time 
(months into the experiment, indicated by color) and between 

treatments (i.e., unvegetated and Typha). Bars represent the 
average and standard deviation (n = 5 for each TSR treatment 
with Typha, n = 3 for each unvegetated TSR treatment). Signifi-
cant differences between TSR treatments per vegetation treat-
ment are indicated with the letters, and the * indicates the sig-
nificant difference in vegetation treatment and time (Tables S8)
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Discussion

We show in an experiment with detailed peat slicing 
(i.e., every 5 cm) that TSR has a strong effect on the 
availability of nutrients, (labile) carbon, and minerals, 
and the consequent emission of CH4 and CO2 from 
shallow rewetted, formerly drained agricultural peat. 
Specifically, the highest CH4 emissions occurred 
after three months with 0 cm TSR. Surprisingly, 5 cm 
TSR and 10 cm TSR largely reduced these high GHG 
emissions post-rewetting. Moreover, with increasing 
amounts of TSR, there was no additional significant 
reduction in GHG emissions. Furthermore, climate 
benefits from shallow TSR prevailed in mesocosms 
planted with Typha, a wetland plant associated with 
high CH4 emissions in wetlands. However, we stress 
that our vegetation experiment only lasted for three 
months when roots potentially allow for minimal 
oxidation of submerged peat, while root exudates 
and easily degradable plant litter of Typha can poten-
tially boost CH4 production and thus emissions over 
time. Optimal TSR depth with the goal of reduc-
ing nutrient availability requires the removal of at 
least 5 cm, while the inclusion of plants reduces the 
depth of peat that should be removed. Optimal TSR 

depth depends on the goal of rewetting the peatland, 
thus, a clear goal setting is vital to determine optimal 
TSR depth. Nevertheless, our results suggest that the 
standard 30–60 cm of TSR before shallow rewetting 
is not always necessary to gain climate benefits nor 
for nutrient reduction.

The mitigation potential of minimal TSR and Typha 
presence on GHG emissions

We show that a mere 5 to 10 cm of TSR can largely 
reduce CH4 and CO2 emissions from shallow flooded 
and rewetted, formerly drained agricultural peat-
lands. On average, for the two peat types used in this 
study, we show that 5 cm of TSR reduces CH4 emis-
sions by 1.9 tons of CH4 ha−1 yr−1 and an additional 
5  cm of TSR reduces emissions only further by 0.2 
tons of CH4 ha−1 yr−1. However, this does not include 
the carbon being released from the removed peat. 
Although TSR is already known to reduce GHG emis-
sions, previous studies applied at least 25 cm of TSR 
(Harpenslager et al. 2015; Zak et al. 2018; Huth et al. 
2020). Therefore, our results suggest that the standard 
practice of removing 30 to 60 cm of peat (Allison and 
Ausden 2004; Huth et al. 2020) exceeds what would 

Fig. 7   Data from experi-
ments 1 and 2. Importance 
of different variables in 
predicting CH4 emissions 
in the Random Forest 
analysis for experiment 1 
(A): MSE = 0.28, R2 = 0.75, 
and experiment 2 (B): 
MSE = 11,381, R2 = 0.75. 
Cumulative root volume 
was not included for 
experiment 2 due to a lack 
of data. For experiment 1, 
we included measurements 
from months 1, 3, and 10 
only since not all predic-
tors were measured at other 
times
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be required from a climate change mitigation perspec-
tive. Rewetting alone reduced CO2 emissions, which 
agrees with previous studies (Wilson et  al. 2016b; 
Günther et al. 2020; Huth et al. 2022). However, the 
rewetting of drained peatlands is found to favor CH4 
fluxes at the beginning (Wilson et  al. 2009; Evans 
et  al. 2021), while CH4 emissions decrease in the 
long-term (Günther et  al. 2020). This prior increase 
can be explained by the lag in CH4 production result-
ing from the availability of alternative electron accep-
tors and the time required for the growth of metha-
nogenic archaea and other anaerobic microorganisms 
(Hahn-Schöfl et al. 2011; Conrad 2020). In this study, 
CH4 emissions rose for three months, followed by a 
marked lowering in treatments where TSR was small 
or absent, which is likely to be the result of labile car-
bon depletion.

Besides the impact of TSR directly on the local 
environment and indirectly on costs, the removed 
peat needs to be considered in the carbon balance 
of rewetted peat soils. Huth et  al. (2022) found that 
TSR is a sustainable option for climate mitigation in 
nutrient-rich temperate bogs even when the carbon 
losses of worst or best-case topsoil decomposition 
scenarios were considered. According to the radiative 
forcing model applied in that study, rewetting coupled 
with TSR reduced the radiative forcing of GHG emis-
sions compared to intensive grasslands (Huth et  al. 
2022). However, the time needed for the peatland 
to experience climate benefits increased with larger 
TSR depths (Huth et al. 2022). This agrees with our 
findings that 5 cm TSR already greatly improves cli-
mate mitigation, even without considering the larger 
amounts of carbon emitted from the increased amount 
of removed peat and the translocation thereof.

Even though wetland vegetation is known to 
enhance CH4 emissions by the shunt effect, transport-
ing CH4 from the soil to the atmosphere (Fritz et al. 
2011; Agethen et al. 2018; Huth et al. 2020), our data 
show that climate gains by TSR are not offset by the 
presence of Typha in the first phase after rewetting. 
In our study, the presence of Typha decreased CH4 
emissions to the atmosphere, most likely due to rhizo-
sphere oxidation. Similar results were found in other 
short-term mesocosm experiments for Typha (Vroom 
et  al. 2018, Boonman et  al. 2022) and for a broad 
range of wetland plants (Kao-Kniffin et  al. 2010). 
However, over time, higher CH4 in  situ emissions 
in peatlands in the presence of  Typha  are observed 

(Wilson et  al. 2009). This may be explained by the 
effect of the growth stage on radial oxygen loss, 
as some species showed higher radial oxygen loss 
in young root tissues compared to old ones (Man-
zur et al. 2014). Contrastingly, some studies showed 
that the methane-oxidizing bacteria population size 
increased with the plant age (Vishwakarma and 
Kumar Dubey 2007). Therefore, young plants, such as 
those used in our study, could support CH4 oxidation 
by radial oxygen loss, but the methane-oxidizing bac-
teria population may still be underdeveloped. If so, 
the main explanation for the observed CH4 emission 
reduction may be the suppressing effect of oxygen on 
methanogenesis (Segers 1998). As such, future stud-
ies focusing on different plant growth stages may lead 
to a better understanding of the role of vegetation in 
CH4 production and oxidation over time. Overall, we 
suggest that Typha can be planted directly after rewet-
ting but should be harvested or removed before the 
onset of decay and thereby removing material to fuel 
methanogenesis.

Effect of minimal TSR and Typha presence on 
nutrient availability

In restoration projects of formerly drained and agri-
culturally used peatlands, TSR is also a promising 
practice to reduce internal eutrophication and pollu-
tion downstream by reducing, for example, P mobili-
zation (Allison and Ausden 2004; Harpenslager et al. 
2015; Zak et al. 2017; Zak et al. 2018). This reduc-
tion in nutrient availability can even be achieved 
with the minimal TSR approach, as we found that 
porewater NH4

+ and Fe concentrations reduced sig-
nificantly with 5 cm TSR. The presence of Typha fur-
ther decreased the porewater concentrations of NH4

+ 
and Fe. Although we did not find a clear reduction 
in porewater P concentration with minimal TSR, the 
presence of Typha did lower P mobilization. Peat type 
also had an influence on the effect of minimal TSR: 
near-neutral peat lowered P mobilization compared to 
the more acid peat type, but Fe concentrations only 
reduced on near-neutral peat with more than 15  cm 
TSR.

This suggests that, depending on peat pH, more or 
less TSR might be required and that nutrient-specific 
goals will be needed to reduce efforts on TSR while 
simultaneously reducing internal eutrophication and 
nutrient leaching. This is especially relevant for S, 



78	 Biogeochemistry (2023) 163:65–84

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

since we found that porewater S concentrations only 
increased with minimal TSR, while peat type and 
vegetation had no influence. Our results further sug-
gest that vegetation growth for a short period of time 
after shallow rewetting may be a solution to limit 
nutrient availability on near-neutral peat, which is in 
line with earlier findings on near-neutral and acid peat 
(Vroom et al. 2022b).

Main drivers of CH4 emissions

TSR may directly affect factors known to drive CH4 
emissions, e.g., substrate availability (labile carbon), 
pH, alkalinity, porewater (micro)nutrients, and redox 
potential. These mechanisms can be categorized as 
CH4-production stimulating (e.g., pH and alkalin-
ity), CH4-production limiting (e.g., SO4

2-), or CH4 
consuming (e.g., anaerobic CH4 oxidation) (Table 1). 

Porewater alkalinity was strongly associated with CH4 
emissions in both experiments and to a lesser extent 
porewater pH. Minimal TSR decreased both porewa-
ter alkalinity and pH. Studies performed in peatlands 
indicate the suppression of CH4 production in acid 
conditions (Williams and Crawford 1984; Smold-
ers et al. 2002; Ye et al. 2011) and report an optimal 
pH for methanogenesis between pH 6.0 and pH 7.0 
(Williams and Crawford 1984; Blodau 2002; Nilsson 
and Öquist 2009). Therefore, the drop in pH due to 
TSR may have affected CH4 fluxes, but it is unlikely 
to be the dominant factor in the 10 cm TSR treatment 
(large emission reduction without a substantial drop 
in pH). Acid and poorly buffered conditions may also 
favour peat accumulation, meaning that low alkalin-
ity values, usually observed in less reactive systems, 
may hamper mineralization (Roelofs 1991; Smolders 
et al. 2006). This is supported by the simulated CH4 

Table 2   Summary of relevant CH4 flux mechanisms. The table was limited to the elements investigated in the present study

References 1 Williams and Crawford 1984; 2 Smolders et  al. 2002; 3 Ye et  al. 2011; 4 Roelofs 1991; 5 Smolders et  al. 2006; 6 
Harpenslager et al. 2015; 7 Segers 1998; 8 Conrad 1999; 9 Conrad 2007; 10 O’Neill and Wilkinson 1977; 11 King and Schnell 1994; 
12 Bodelier and Laanbroek 2004; 13 Currey et al. 2010; 14 Emsens et al. 2016; 15 Maillacheruvu et al. 1993; 16 Gauci et al. 2004; 
17 Gauci et al. 2005; 18 Blodau et al. 2007; 19 De Jong et al. 2020; 20 Smemo and Yavitt 2007; 21 Zhu et al. 2012; 22 Wegener 
et al. 2015; 23 Ettwig et al. 2016; 24 Cai et al. 2018; 25 Schrier-Uijl et al. 2011; 26 Medvedeff et al. 2014; 27 Nijman et al. 2022

Category Element(s) involved Mechanism Proof Supporting refs

CH4-production stimulating pH Optimal production at pH 6.0 
to 7.0

Similar trend to CH4 flux 
(i.e., pH decreased with 
increasing TSR)

1, 2, 3

Alkalinity Stimulates mineralization Similar trend to CH4 flux 
(i.e., alkalinity decreased 
with increasing TSR)

4, 5, 6

Labile C Substrate for methanogenesis Similar trend to CH4 flux 
(i.e., labile C decreased 
with increasing TSR)

2, 6, 7, 8, 9

NH4
+ Increases mineralization of 

labile carbon and limits 
CH4 oxidation by binding to 
receptors of methanotrophs

Similar trend to CH4 flux 
(i.e., NH4

+reduced with 
increasing TSR)

10, 11, 12, 13

Fe3+ Increased mobilization results 
in organic matter break-
down

Increasing concentrations 
over the first three months 
as the CH4 fluxes

14

CH4-production limiting SO4
2- Competitive advantage SO4

2- 
over CO2 reducers and 
sulfide toxicity

Opposite trend to CH4 flux 
(i.e., S increased with 
increasing TSR)

15, 16, 17, 18, 19

CH4-consuming SO4
2- and Fe3+ Enables anaerobic CH4 oxida-

tion
Different trends compared to 

CH4 flux (i.e., S increased 
with increasing TSR, and 
Fe concentrations were not 
affected as CH4 by TSR)

20, 21, 22, 23, 24

Ambiguous P Stimulates microbial growth 
(producers and oxidizers)

P concentrations were not 
affected as CH4 by TSR.

25, 26, 27
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production when bicarbonate is added to a system 
(Harpenslager et  al. 2015). After inundation, alka-
linity (bicarbonate) is generated internally due to the 
anaerobic mineralization of labile organic matter (van 
der Heide et al. 2010). Since porewater elements and 
nutrients seemed to be only loosely associated with 
CH4 emissions, it is suggested that substrate availabil-
ity seemed to be the dominant controller of methano-
genic activity in our study.

We found that cumulative root biomass, used 
here as a proxy for easily decomposable or labile 
carbon, was also highly associated with CH4 emis-
sions. Although root biomass data were not avail-
able for experiment 2, we assume that the rooting 
depth of grasses remained similar over the course of 
two years in the same paddock sampled for experi-
ment 1. Similarly, Pypker et  al. (2013) found that 
increased plant productivity observed in summer 
favored CH4 production due to the enhanced input of 
labile carbon. The top layer of the peat, which is typi-
cally oxic, receives most of the labile carbon (Artz 
2009; Hahn-Schöfl et  al. 2011; Hahn et  al. 2015). 
Especially decaying aboveground and belowground 
biomass have been associated with peak CH4 emis-
sions (Hahn-Schöfl et al. 2011; Sibiya and Muzenda 
2014; Franz et al. 2015). A similar result was found 
by Helfter et al. (2022), where the higher green veg-
etation and aboveground biomass during the summer 
resulted in higher CH4 emissions. Noteworthy, Gir-
kin et al. (2018) showed that the composition of root 
exudates can be more important as regulators of CO2 
and CH4 production than their input rate. In addition, 
when roots decay (i.e., loss of labile carbon), a rapid 
turnover to more recalcitrant compounds occurs (Artz 
2009; Glaser and Chanton 2009; Hahn-Schöfl et  al. 
2011). Accordingly, we argue that the reduction of 
CH4 emissions observed with TSR is mainly related 
to the removal of labile carbon from the system. The 
substrate argument is further supported by the ini-
tial increase followed by a decrease in GHG emis-
sions over time when less than 15 cm of topsoil was 
removed. Similarly, the highest CO2 emissions arise 
with 5  cm TSR suggesting high carbon turnover. In 
top layers, methanogenic and heterotrophic micro-
organisms could use the large carbon pool, whereas 
deeper TSR would result in a cut-off from the labile 
carbon resulting in suppression of CH4 emissions 
(Segers 1998). The CH4 emissions observed in the 
treatments with deeper TSR are probably related to 

very low substrate availability limiting methano-
gen activity deeper in the profile (Yrjälä et al. 2011; 
Urbanová and Bárta 2016).

Although low amounts of CH4 are still being emit-
ted after almost two years, we expect that high emis-
sions would occur if a new pool of fresh carbon enters 
the system, e.g., as a consequence of plant or algae 
growth (Hahn-Schöfl et al. 2011; Harpenslager et al. 
2015). That could be an important reason to remove 
the nutrient-rich layer rather than only the top 5 cm, 
resulting in largely lower productivity and, conse-
quently, biomass production and labile organic mat-
ter. However, we also showed that 5 cm TSR reduced 
nutrient concentrations in IN peat, and therefore, we 
argue that an assessment of labile carbon in the top 
peat layer prior to peat treatment (i.e., TSR and rewet-
ting) can save resources and reduce environmental 
impacts. This assessment can make use of porewater 
CH4 concentrations since it showed positive correla-
tions with CH4 emissions on both peat types and with 
and without the presence of Typha. In addition, both 
CH4 emissions and CH4 porewater were similarly 
affected by TSR. This suggests that the effects we 
observe on emissions are likely the result of increased 
CH4 production. In turn, differences in the transport 
mechanism and CH4 oxidation in the water layer are 
less likely to explain the TSR effect (Table 2).

Challenges for scaling up TSR for peatland rewetting

It is important to highlight that in our experiment, the 
water table was kept constant above the peat surface 
to generate anoxic conditions and mimicked extended 
summer flooding. In the field, not all rewetted peat-
lands will experience prolonged and continuous sum-
mer flooding due to the lack of irrigation infrastruc-
ture or water availability (Liu et al. 2020; Oestmann 
et al. 2022). In that light, water levels in field condi-
tions may lead to different GHG emission dynam-
ics (Koebsch et  al. 2020), because water table fluc-
tuations may affect oxidation and reduction processes 
by either stimulating CH4 production or oxidation 
(Estop-Aragonés and Blodau 2012; Koebsch et  al. 
2020). Active water table management to maintain 
shallow submergence would be ideal for reducing car-
bon emissions (Evans et al. 2021). At the same time, 
however, using carbon and/or nutrient-rich irriga-
tion water may also affect emissions and thus require 
further study prior to large-scale upscaling of TSR. 
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Moreover, we studied two sites from the Netherlands, 
which are characterized by high rainfall, high atmos-
pheric N deposition, and S concentrations in the peat 
(Table  1). This historic and environmental context 
may influence carbon dynamics by affecting miner-
alization rates, microbial competition, and anaerobic 
CH4 oxidation (Keller et al. 2005; Smemo and Yavitt 
2007; Zhu et al. 2012; De Jong et al. 2020). As such, 
sites located in other regions with different environ-
mental factors and microbial communities could lead 
to other results and warrant further study. To over-
come the historic and environmental dependency, 
a field investigation may aid in decision-making for 
optimal TSR depths by quantifying levels of labile 
carbon and nutrients in a depth profile. Finally, the 
interrelated effects of pH and alkalinity on CH4 pro-
duction and carbon turnover (CO2 vs. HCO3

- depend-
ing on pH and total inorganic carbon) warrant further 
investigation, especially in degraded peat soils with a 
history of liming and oxic peat decomposition.

Conclusions and implications for peatland 
management

The present study clearly showed that (i) there is a 
large variation in GHG emissions depending on TSR 
and time since shallow flooding; (ii) 5 to 10 cm TSR 
may be sufficient to greatly reduce GHG emissions 
upon rewetting; (iii) these climate benefits are not 
offset by introducing wetland vegetation (i.e., Typha), 
which actually further reduce emissions in the first 
period after rewetting and bypasses CH4 emission 
peaks three months after rewetting; and (iv) 5  cm 
TSR may not be enough to reduce nutrient availabil-
ity. Our results indicate that costs can be reduced by 
minimizing TSR prior to peatland rewetting (e.g., 
transport, labor, machines), when reducing GHG 
emissions and minimizing soil subsidence is the main 
goal. Topsoil should largely be recycled on-site (e.g., 
by infilling ditches). In this light, current standard 
TSR practices of 30–60  cm are not required from a 
climate perspective but will, in many cases, be neces-
sary from a nutrient perspective (Van Diggelen et al. 
2020). As GHG emission after rewetting is largely 
driven by labile carbon, we suggest rapid rewetting 
after TSR to prevent the establishment of vegetation 
that enriches the topsoil with easily decomposable 

carbon. Moreover, before determining TSR depth, 
clear targets need to be set for the site, targeting cli-
mate, nutrients, or both. Further research may develop 
a tool to easily predict optimal TSR depth to reduce 
GHG emissions for all types of peatlands (e.g., differ-
ing in nutrient/mineral status) in temperate and boreal 
climates.

Acknowledgements  We are grateful to Raoul Luijten, Rein-
der Nouta, Peter Cruijsen, Roy Peters, and Tom Heuts for their 
help during the sampling, emission measurements, and labora-
tory analysis. We thank Sebastian Krosse of the General Instru-
mentation for ICP analysis. We thank Karel van Houwelingen, 
KTC Zegveld and Romke Kinderman (Bûtefjild, Better Wetter) 
for the permission to take soil cores on the farmland.

Author contributions  CF, RJEV, JJMG, and AJPS partici-
pated in the conception and design of the study. RJEV, JJMG, 
STJW, and CF participated in the sampling and experiments. 
GRQ, CCFB, and RJEV analyzed the data. GRQ and CCFB 
prepared the figures. GRQ, CCFB, RJEV, RJMT,  and CF, 
wrote the first draft of the manuscript. All authors contributed 
to the interpretation of the data, revised the manuscript criti-
cally for important intellectual content, and approved the ver-
sion of the manuscript to be published.

Funding  C.F. was funded by Wet Horizons (Horizon Europe 
GAP-101056848). C.C.F.B. received funding from NWE-Inter-
reg Carbon Connects.

Data Availability  Data available via Archiving and Net-
worked Services (DANS) EASY:  https://​doi.​org/​10.​17026/​
dans-​z2r-​8av6.

Declarations 

Competing interest  The authors have no relevant financial or 
non-financial interests to disclose.

References

Agethen S, Sander M, Waldemer C, Knorr KH (2018) Plant 
rhizosphere oxidation reduces methane production and 
emission in rewetted peatlands. Soil Biol Biochem. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2018.​07.​006

Allison M, Ausden M (2004) Successful use of topsoil removal 
and soil amelioration to create heathland vegetation. Biol 
Conserv. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2004.​02.​017

Almeida RM, Nobrega GN, Junger PC et al (2016) High pri-
mary production contrasts with intense carbon emission in 
a eutrophic tropical reservoir. Front Microbiol. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​3389/​fmicb.​2016.​00717

Artz RR (2009) Microbial community structure and carbon 
substrate use in northern peatlands. Washington DC. 
American Geophysical Union Geophysical Monograph 
Series 184:111–129

https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-z2r-8av6
https://doi.org/10.17026/dans-z2r-8av6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2018.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2004.02.017
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00717
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00717


81Biogeochemistry (2023) 163:65–84	

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

Blodau C (2002) Carbon cycling in peatlands: a review of pro-
cesses and controls. Environ Rev. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1139/​
a02-​004

Blodau C, Mayer B, Peiffer S, Moore TR (2007) Support for 
an anaerobic sulfur cycle in two canadian peatland soils. J 
Geophys Res G Biogeosci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1029/​2006J​
G0003​64

Bodelier PL, Laanbroek HJ (2004) Nitrogen as a regulatory 
factor of methane oxidation in soils and sediments. FEMS 
Microbiol Ecol https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0168-​6496(03)​
00304-0

Boonman CC, Heuts TS, Vroom RJ, Geurts JJ, Fritz C (2022) 
Wetland plant development overrides nitrogen effects on 
initial methane emissions after peat rewetting. Aquat Bot. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​aquab​ot.​2022.​103598

Cai C, Leu AO, Xie GJ, Guo J, Feng Y, Zhao JX, Tyson GW, 
Yuan Z, Hu S (2018) A methanotrophic archaeon cou-
ples anaerobic oxidation of methane to Fe (III) reduction. 
ISME J. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41396-​018-​0109-x

Chaudhary N, Westermann S, Lamba S, Shurpali N, Sannel 
ABK, Schurgers G, Miller PA, Smith B (2020) Model-
ling past and future peatland carbon dynamics across the 
pan-arctic. Glob Chang Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​gcb.​
15099

Cobb AR, Hoyt AM, Gandois L, Eri J, Dommain R, Salim KA, 
Kai FM, Su’ut NSH, Harvey CF (2017) How temporal 
patterns in rainfall determine the geomorphology and car-
bon fluxes of tropical peatlands. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​17010​90114

Conrad R (1999) Contribution of hydrogen to methane produc-
tion and control of hydrogen concentrations in methano-
genic soils and sediments. FEMS Microbiol Ecol https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1574-​6941.​1999.​tb005​75.x

Conrad R (2007) Microbial ecology of methanogens and meth-
anotrophs. Adv Agron. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0065-​
2113(07)​96005-8

Conrad R (2020) Methane production in soil environments—
anaerobic biogeochemistry and microbial life between 
flooding and desiccation. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​micro​
organ​isms8​060881. Microorganisms

Convention on Wetlands (2021) Global guidelines for peatland 
rewetting and restoration. Ramsar Technical Report No. 
11. Gland, Switzerland: Secretariat of the Convention on 
Wetlands

Cooper M, Evans C, Zielinski P, Levy P, Gray A, Peacock M, 
Norris D, Fenner N, Freeman C (2014) Infilled ditches 
are hotspots of landscape methane flux following peat-
land re-wetting. Ecosystems https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10021-​014-​9791-3

Currey PM, Johnson D, Sheppard LJ, Leith ID, Toberman H, 
Van Der Wal R, Dawson LA, Artz RR (2010) Turnover 
of labile and recalcitrant soil carbon differ in response 
to nitrate and ammonium deposition in an ombrotrophic 
peatland. Glob Chang Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​
1365-​2486.​2009.​02082.x

De Jong AE, Guererro-Cruz S, van Diggelen JM, Vaksmaa A, 
Lamers LP, Jetten MS, Smolders AJP, Rasigraf O (2020) 
Changes in microbial community composition, activ-
ity, and greenhouse gas production upon inundation of 
drained iron-rich peat soils. Soil Biol Biochem. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2020.​107862

Drake HL, Horn MA, Wüst PK (2009) Intermediary ecosystem 
metabolism as a main driver of methanogenesis in acidic 
wetland soil. Environ Microbiol Rep. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1111/j.​1758-​2229.​2009.​00050.x

Emsens WJ, Aggenbach CJ, Schoutens K, Smolders AJ, Zak D, 
van Diggelen R (2016) Soil iron content as a predictor of 
carbon and nutrient mobilization in rewetted fens. PLoS 
ONE. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​01531​66

Estop-Aragonés C, Blodau C (2012) Effects of experimental 
drying intensity and duration on respiration and methane 
production recovery in fen peat incubations. Soil Biol 
Biochem. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2011.​12.​008

Ettwig KF, Zhu B, Speth D, Keltjens JT, Jetten MS, Kartal B 
(2016) Archaea catalyze iron-dependent anaerobic oxida-
tion of methane. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA  https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1073/​pnas.​16095​34113

Evans CD, Peacock M, Baird AJ et  al (2021) Overrid-
ing water table control on managed peatland green-
house gas emissions. Nature. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
s41586-​021-​03523-1

Fenner N, Williams R, Toberman H, Hughes S, Reynolds B, 
Freeman C (2011) Decomposition ‘hotspots’ in a rewet-
ted peatland: implications for water quality and carbon 
cycling. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​011-​0733-1. 
Hydrobiologia

Franz D, Koebsch F, Larmanou E, Augustin J, Sachs T 
(2016) High net CO2 and CH4 release at a eutrophic 
shallow lake on a formerly drained fen. Biogeosciences 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​5194/​bg-​13-​3051-​2016

Fritz C, Pancotto VA, Elzenga JT, Visser EJ, Grootjans AP, 
Pol A, Iturraspe R, Roelofs JGM, Smolders AJ (2011) 
Zero methane emission bogs: extreme rhizosphere oxy-
genation by cushion plants in Patagonia. New Phytol. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1469-​8137.​2010.​03604.x

Gauci V, Matthews E, Dise N, Walter B, Koch D, Granberg 
G, Vile M (2004) Sulfur pollution suppression of the 
wetland methane source in the 20th and 21st centuries.  
Proc Natl Acad Sci USA  101:12583–12587. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​04044​12101

Gauci V, Fowler D, Chapman SJ, Dise NB (2005) Sulfate 
deposition and temperature controls on methane emis-
sion and sulfur forms in peat. Biogeochemistry https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10533-​004-​9681-4

Gaudig G, Krebs M, Prager A et al (2017) Sphagnum farm-
ing from species selection to the production of growing 
media: a review. Mires Peat 20:1–30. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
19189/​MaP.​2018.​OMB.​340

Geurts JJM, Fritz C(2018) Paludiculture pilots and experi-
ments with focus on cattail and reed in the Netherlands-
Technical report-CINDERELLA project FACCE-JPI 
ERA-NET Plus on Climate Smart Agriculture

Girkin NT, Turner BL, Ostle N, Craigon J, Sjögersten S 
(2018) Root exudate analogues accelerate CO2 and CH4 
production in tropical peat. Soil Biol Biochem 117:48–
55. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2017.​11.​008

Glaser PH, Chanton JP (2009) Methane accumulation and 
release from deep peat: measurements, conceptual mod-
els, and biogeochemical significance. Wash DC Am 
Geophys Union Geophys Monogr Ser 184:145–158. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1029/​2008G​M0008​40

https://doi.org/10.1139/a02-004
https://doi.org/10.1139/a02-004
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JG000364
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JG000364
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-6496(03)00304-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-6496(03)00304-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2022.103598
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-018-0109-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15099
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15099
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1701090114
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6941.1999.tb00575.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6941.1999.tb00575.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2113(07)96005-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2113(07)96005-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms8060881
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms8060881
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-014-9791-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-014-9791-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02082.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02082.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.107862
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.107862
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-2229.2009.00050.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-2229.2009.00050.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0153166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2011.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1609534113
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1609534113
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03523-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03523-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-011-0733-1
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-13-3051-2016
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2010.03604.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0404412101
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0404412101
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-004-9681-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-004-9681-4
https://doi.org/10.19189/MaP.2018.OMB.340
https://doi.org/10.19189/MaP.2018.OMB.340
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2017.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GM000840


82	 Biogeochemistry (2023) 163:65–84

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

Graf MD, Rochefort LINE(2016) A conceptual framework 
for ecosystem restoration applied to industrial peatlands. 
Peatland restoration and ecosystem services: science, 
policy and practice 192–212. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​
CBO97​81139​177788.​012

Günther A, Barthelmes A, Huth V, Joosten H, Jurasinski 
G, Koebsch F, Couwenberg J (2020) Prompt rewetting 
of drained peatlands reduces climate warming despite 
methane emissions. Nat Commun 11:1–5. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1038/​s41467-​020-​15499-z

Hahn J, Köhler S, Glatzel S, Jurasinski G (2015) Methane 
exchange in a coastal fen in the first year after flooding-a 
systems shift. PLoS ONE 10:e0140657. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​01406​57

Hahn-Schöfl M, Zak D, Minke M, Gelbrecht J, Augustin 
J, Freibauer A (2011) Organic sediment formed dur-
ing inundation of a degraded fen grassland emits large 
fluxes of CH4 and CO2. Biogeosciences 8:1539–1550. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​5194/​bg-8-​1539-​2011

Harpenslager SF, van Den Elzen E, Kox MA, Smolders AJ, 
Ettwig KF, Lamers LP (2015) Rewetting former agri-
cultural peatlands: Topsoil removal as a prerequisite 
to avoid strong nutrient and greenhouse gas emissions. 
Ecol Eng. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ecole​ng.​2015.​08.​002

Helfter C, Gondwe M, Murray-Hudson M, Makati A, Lunt 
MF, Palmer PI, Skiba U (2022) Phenology is the domi-
nant control of methane emissions in a tropical non-
forested wetland. Nat Comm. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
s41467-​021-​27786-4

Huth V, Günther A, Bartel A, Hofer B, Jacobs O, Jantz N, 
Meister M, Rosinski E, Urich T, Weil M, Zak D, Jura-
sinski G (2020) Topsoil removal reduced in-situ meth-
ane emissions in a temperate rewetted bog grassland 
by a hundredfold. Sci Total Environ. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​scito​tenv.​2020.​137763

Huth V, Günther A, Bartel A, Gutekunst C, Heinze S, Hofer 
B, Jacobs O, Koebsch F, Rosinski E, Toon C, Ullrich 
K, Jurasinski G (2022) The climate benefits of topsoil 
removal and Sphagnum introduction in raised bog res-
toration. Restor Ecol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​rec.​13490

IPCC (2021) Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science 
Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change [Masson-Delmotte V, Zhai P, Pirani A 
(Eds)]. Cambridge University Press. In Press

JMP® V Pro 14.0.0.SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC,1989–2021
Kao-Kniffin J, Freyre DS, Balser TC (2010) Methane dynam-

ics across wetland plant species. Aquat Bot. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​aquab​ot.​2010.​03.​009

Keller JK, Bridgham SD, Chapin CT, Iversen CM (2005) 
Limited effects of six years of fertilization on carbon 
mineralization dynamics in a Minnesota fen. Soil Biol 
Biochem. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2004.​11.​018

King GM, Schnell S (1994) Ammonium and nitrite inhibition 
of methane oxidation by Methylobacter albus BG8 and 
Methylosinus trichosporium OB3b at low methane con-
centrations. Appl Environ Microbiol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1128/​aem.​60.​10.​3508-​3513.​1994

Klimkowska A, Dzierża P, Brzezińska K, Kotowski W, 
Mędrzycki P (2010) Can we balance the high costs of 
nature restoration with the method of topsoil removal? 

Case study from Poland. J Nat Conserv. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​jnc.​2009.​09.​003

Koebsch F, Gottschalk P, Beyer F, Wille C, Jurasinski G, 
Sachs T (2020) The impact of occasional drought peri-
ods on vegetation spread and greenhouse gas exchange 
in rewetted fens. Philos Trans R Soc B. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1098/​rstb.​2019.​0685

Köhn D, Welpelo C, Günther A, Jurasinski G (2021) Drain-
age ditches contribute considerably to the CH4 Budget 
of a drained and a Rewetted Temperate Fen. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s13157-​021-​01465-y. Wetlands

Laanbroek HJ (1990) Bacterial cycling of minerals that affect 
plant growth in waterlogged soils: a review. Aquat Bot. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0304-​3770(90)​90101-P

Lawrence BA, Lishawa SC, Hurst N, Castillo BT, Tuch-
man NC (2017) Wetland invasion by Typha × glauca 
increases soil methane emissions. Aquat Bot. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​aquab​ot.​2016.​11.​012

Leifeld J, Menichetti L (2018) The underappreciated poten-
tial of peatlands in global climate change mitiga-
tion strategies. Nat Comm. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
s41467-​018-​03406-6

Liaw A, Wiener M (2002) Classification and regression by 
Random Forest. R News 2:18–22

Liu W, Grootjans AP, Everts H, Fritz C, Vries ND (2020) Esti-
mation of greenhouse gas emission reductions based on 
vegetation changes after rewetting in Drentsche Aa brook 
valley. https://​doi.​org/​10.​19189/​MaP.​2019.​OMB.​StA.​1767

Maillacheruvu KY, Parkin GF, Peng CY, Kuo WC, Oonge ZI, 
Lebduschka V (1993) Sulfide toxicity in anaerobic sys-
tems fed sulfate and various organics. Water Environ Res 
65:100–109

Manzur ME, Grimoldi AA, Insausti P, Striker GG (2014) 
Radial oxygen loss and physical barriers in relation to root 
tissue age in species with different types of aerenchyma. 
Funct Plant Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1071/​FP140​78

McNicol G, Knox SH, Guilderson TP, Baldocchi DD, Silver 
WL (2020) Where old meets new: an ecosystem study of 
methanogenesis in a reflooded agricultural peatland. Glob 
Chang Biol 26:772–785

Medvedeff CA, Inglett KS, Inglett PW (2014) Evaluation of 
direct and indirect phosphorus limitation of methanogenic 
pathways in a calcareous subtropical wetland soil. Soil 
Biol Biochem. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2013.​11.​
018

Nijman T, Amado AM, Bodelier PL, Veraart AJ (2022) Relief 
of phosphate limitation stimulates methane oxidation. 
Front Environ Sci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fenvs.​2022.​
804512

Nilsson M, Öquist M (2009) Partitioning litter mass loss into 
carbon dioxide and methane in peatland ecosystems. 
Carbon cycling in northern peatlands. Washington DC 
American Geophysical Union Geophysical Monograph 
Serieshttps://​doi.​org/​10.​1029/​2008G​M0008​19

Nugent KA, Strachan IB, Roulet NT, Strack M, Frolking S, 
Helbig M (2019) Prompt active restoration of peatlands 
substantially reduces climate impact. Environ Res Lett 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​1748-​9326/​ab56e6?

Oestmann J, Tiemeyer B, Düvel D, Grobe A, Dettmann U 
(2022) Greenhouse Gas Balance of Sphagnum Farming on 

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139177788.012
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139177788.012
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15499-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15499-z
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140657
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140657
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-8-1539-2011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2015.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-27786-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-27786-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.137763
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.137763
https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13490
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2010.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2010.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2004.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.60.10.3508-3513.1994
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.60.10.3508-3513.1994
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnc.2009.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnc.2009.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0685
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0685
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-021-01465-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-021-01465-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(90)90101-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2016.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2016.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03406-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03406-6
https://doi.org/10.19189/MaP.2019.OMB.StA.1767
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP14078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2013.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2013.11.018
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2022.804512
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2022.804512
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GM000819
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab56e6?


83Biogeochemistry (2023) 163:65–84	

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

highly decomposed Peat at former Peat extraction Sites. 
Ecosystems https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10021-​021-​00659-z

O’Neill JG, Wilkinson JF (1977) Oxidation of ammonia by 
methane-oxidizing bacteria and the effects of ammonia on 
methane oxidation. Microbiology 100:407–412

Pypker TG, Moore PA, Waddington JM, Hribljan JA, Chimner 
RC (2013) Shifting environmental controls on CH 4 fluxes 
in a sub-boreal peatland. Biogeosciences https://​doi.​org/​
10.​5194/​bg-​10-​7971-​2013

R Core Team (2016) R: A Language and Environment for Sta-
tistical Computing. R Foundation for Statistical Comput-
ing, Vienna, Austria. https://​www.R-​proje​ct.​org/

Renou-Wilson F, Moser G, Fallon D, Farrell CA, Müller C, 
Wilson D (2019) Rewetting degraded peatlands for cli-
mate and biodiversity benefits: results from two raised 
bogs. Ecol Eng. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ecole​ng.​2018.​
02.​014

Roelofs JGM (1991) Inlet of alkaline river water into peaty 
lowlands: effects on water quality and Stratiotes aloides L. 
stands. Aquat Bot. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0304-​3770(91)​
90004-O

Rydin H, Jeglum JK (2013) The biology of peatlands. Oxford 
University Press, USA

Schrier-Uijl AP, Veraart AJ, Leffelaar PA, Berendse F, 
Veenendaal EM (2011) Release of CO2 and CH4 from 
lakes and drainage ditches in temperate wetlands. Bioge-
ochemistry https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10533-​010-​9440-7

Segers R (1998) Methane production and methane consump-
tion: a review of processes underlying wetland methane 
fluxes. Biogeochemistry    https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​
10059​29032​764

Sibiya NT, Muzenda E (2014) A review of biogas production 
optimization from grass silage. In: International Confer-
ence on Chemical Engineering and Advanced Computa-
tional Technologies, 24–25

Smemo KA, Yavitt JB (2007) Evidence for anaerobic CH4 
oxidation in freshwater peatlands. Geomicrobiol J. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01490​45070​16720​83

Smolders AJ, Tomassen HB, Lamers LP, Lomans BP, Roe-
lofs JG (2002) Peat bog restoration by floating raft for-
mation: the effects of groundwater and peat quality. J 
App Ecol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1046/j.​1365-​2664.​2002.​
00724.x

Smolders AJP, Lamers LPM, Lucassen ECHET, Van der 
Velde GJGM, Roelofs JGM (2006) Internal eutrophica-
tion: how it works and what to do about it—a review. 
Chem Ecol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​02757​54060​05797​
30

TNO innovation for life (2020) Nitrogen deposition in the 
Netherlands: the application of lotos-euros indicates 
similar results on the sector contributions, but with a 
larger foreign contribution. June 2020. Accessed on 23 
September 2022

Temmink RJ, Lamers LP, Angelini C, Bouma TJ, Fritz C, 
van de Koppel J, Lexmond R, Rietkerk M, Silliman B, 
Joosten H, van der Heide T (2022) Recovering wetland 
biogeomorphic feedbacks to restore the world’s biotic 
carbon hotspots. Science. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​
ce.​abn14​79

Urbanová Z, Bárta J (2016) Effects of long-term drainage 
on microbial community composition vary between 

peatland types. Soil Biol Biochem. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​soilb​io.​2015.​09.​017

Van der Heide T, Smolders AJ, Lamers LP, Van Katwijk 
MM, Roelofs JG (2010) Nutrient availability correlates 
with bicarbonate accumulation in marine and freshwater 
sediments–empirical evidence from pore water analyses. 
Appl Geochem. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​apgeo​chem.​
2010.​09.​009

Vishwakarma P, Kumar Dubey S (2007) The effect of soil 
type and plant age on the population size of rhizospheric 
methanotrophs and their activities in tropical rice soils. 
J Basic Microbiol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jobm.​20061​
0282

Vroom RJ, Xie F, Geurts JJ, Chojnowska A, Smolders AJ, 
Lamers LP, Fritz C (2018) Typha latifolia paludiculture 
effectively improves water quality and reduces green-
house gas emissions in rewetted peatlands. Ecol Eng 
124:88–98. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ecole​ng.​2018.​09.​
008

Vroom RJE, van den Berg M, Pangala SR, van der Scheer 
OE, Sorrell BK (2022a) Physiological processes affect-
ing methane transport by wetland vegetation-a review. 
Aquat Bot. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​aquab​ot.​2022.​
103547

Vroom RJE, Geurts JJM, Nouta R, Borst ACW, Lamers 
LPM, Fritz C (2022b) Paludiculture crops and nitro-
gen kick-start ecosystem service provisioning in rewet-
ted peat soils. Plant Soil. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11104-​022-​05339-y

Wegener G, Krukenberg V, Riedel D, Tegetmeyer HE, Boe-
tius A (2015) Intercellular wiring enables electron 
transfer between methanotrophic archaea and bacteria. 
Nature. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​natur​e15733

Williams RT, Crawford RL (1984) Methane production in 
Minnesota peatlands. App Environ Microbiol. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1128/​aem.​47.6.​1266-​1271.​1984

Wilson D, Alm J, Laine J, Byrne KA, Farrell EP, Tuittila ES 
(2009) Rewetting of cutaway peatlands: are we re-creat-
ing hot spots of methane emissions? Restor Ecol. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1526-​100X.​2008.​00416.x

Wilson D, Farrell CA, Fallon D, Moser G, Müller C, Renou-
Wilson F (2016a) Multiyear greenhouse gas balances at 
a rewetted temperate peatland. Glob Chang Biol. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/​gcb.​13325

Wilson D, Blain D, Couwenberg J, Evans CD, Murdiyarso 
D, Page SE, Renou-Wilson F, Rieley JO, Sirin A, Strack 
M, Tuittila ES (2016b) Greenhouse gas emission factors 
associated with rewetting of organic soils. Mires Peat. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​19189/​MaP.​2016.​OMB.​222

Yavitt JB, Knapp AK (1998) Aspects of methane flow from 
sediment through emergent cattail (Typha latifolia) 
plants. New Phytol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1046/j.​1469-​
8137.​1998.​00210.x

Ye R, Jin Q, Bohannan B, Keller JK, McAllister SA, 
Bridgham SD (2012) pH controls over anaerobic car-
bon mineralization, the efficiency of methane produc-
tion, and methanogenic pathways in peatlands across an 
ombrotrophic–minerotrophic gradient. Soil Biol Bio-
chem. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​soilb​io.​2012.​05.​015

Yrjälä KIM, Tuomivirta T, Juottonen H, Putkinen A, Lappi 
K, Tuittila ES, Penttila T, Minkkinen K, Laine J, 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-021-00659-z
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-7971-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-7971-2013
https://www.R-project.org/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(91)90004-O
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(91)90004-O
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-010-9440-7
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005929032764
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005929032764
https://doi.org/10.1080/01490450701672083
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2664.2002.00724.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2664.2002.00724.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540600579730
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540600579730
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abn1479
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abn1479
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2015.09.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2015.09.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2010.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2010.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/jobm.200610282
https://doi.org/10.1002/jobm.200610282
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2022.103547
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2022.103547
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-022-05339-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-022-05339-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature15733
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.47.6.1266-1271.1984
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.47.6.1266-1271.1984
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-100X.2008.00416.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-100X.2008.00416.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13325
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13325
https://doi.org/10.19189/MaP.2016.OMB.222
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.1998.00210.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.1998.00210.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2012.05.015


84	 Biogeochemistry (2023) 163:65–84

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

Peltoniemi K, Fritze H (2011) CH4 production and oxi-
dation processes in a boreal fen ecosystem after long-
term water table drawdown. Glob Chang Biol. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1365-​2486.​2010.​02290.x

Yu ZC (2012) Northern peatland carbon stocks and dynam-
ics: a review. Biogeosciences. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5194/​
bg-9-​4071-​2012.

Zak D, Meyer N, Cabezas A, Gelbrecht J, Mauersberger 
R, Tiemeyer B, Wagner C, McInnes R (2017) Topsoil 
removal to minimize internal eutrophication in rewet-
ted peatlands and to protect downstream systems against 
phosphorus pollution: a case study from NE Germany. 
Ecol Eng. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ecole​ng.​2015.​12.​030

Zak D, Goldhammer T, Cabezas A, Gelbrecht J, Gurke R, 
Wagner C, Reuter H, Augustin K, Klimkowska A, McI-
nnes R (2018) Top soil removal reduces water pollution 
from phosphorus and dissolved organic matter and low-
ers methane emissions from rewetted peatlands. J Appl 
Ecol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​1365-​2664.​12931

Zhu B, van Dijk G, Fritz C, Smolders AJ, Pol A, Jetten MS, 
Ettwig KF (2012) Anaerobic oxidization of methane in a 
minerotrophic peatland: enrichment of nitrite-dependent 
methane-oxidizing bacteria. App Environ Microbiol. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1128/​AEM.​02102-​12

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with 
regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) 
holds exclusive rights to this article under a publishing 
agreement with the author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author 
self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article 
is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement 
and applicable law.

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02290.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02290.x
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-4071-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-4071-2012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2015.12.030
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12931
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02102-12

	Removing 10€cm of€degraded peat mitigates unwanted effects of€peatland rewetting: a€mesocosm study
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Materials and€methods
	Sampling
	Experiment 1: topsoil removal every 5€cm
	Experiment 2: interaction between topsoil removal and presence of T. latifolia
	Measurements
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Research question 1: mitigation potential of TSR and the presence of Typha on the GHG emission
	Experiment 1: topsoil removal every 5€cm
	Experiment 2: interaction between€topsoil removal and€presence of€Typha

	Research question 2: effects of TSR and the presence of Typha on nutrient availability
	Experiment 1: topsoil removal every 5€cm
	Experiment 2: interaction between€topsoil removal and€presence of€Typha

	Research question 3: main drivers of CH4 emissions

	Discussion
	The mitigation potential of minimal TSR and Typha presence on GHG emissions
	Effect of minimal TSR and Typha presence on nutrient availability
	Main drivers of CH4 emissions
	Challenges for scaling up TSR for peatland rewetting

	Conclusions and€implications for€peatland management
	Acknowledgements 
	References




