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Evaluation on Ecological and Economical Benefits of the Man-Made Rubber Tree-Tea Com-
munity. Long Yiming (Institute of Ecology, Academia Sinica, Kunming 650223) : Chinese
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Based on the measured data in pcrmanent experimental station of Tropical Botanical Incti

tute in Yunnan province, ecological and economical benefits of intercropping tea under tub-
ber trees are analysed. As the result indicates,the ecological and economical beneflits of the
intercropping are significantly better than those of purc rubber cr pure tea plantation, Tea
~-rubber intercropping fy:tem is valuable for popularization in tropical rcgions,
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Tab, 1 Influence of community structure on soil and water runoff
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Fig. 1 Comparison of soil temperature differerce

and cold-injury to rubber trces wuder dif-
ferent structural forests
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Tab, 3 Comparison of rubber tree growth for
different community structures
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Tub, ¢ Comparison of tea tree growth for
different community structures
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Tab, 5 Comparison of rubber production for
different community structures
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Tab, 6 Comparison of biochemical components of tea for different community structurcs
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Fig. 2 Comparison of economic benefit stability
for different community structures
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