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Abstract: In order to quantify the biomass of monoculture rubber plantation and mixed rubber-tree plantations, three plots with a size
of 20 m X 25 m were established in each of four different rubber plantations, i.e., a monoculture rubber plantation and three mixed
rubber-tree plantations, respectively, in Xishuangbanna. The constructed biomass regression models of different tree species were used to
estimated their biomasses. The biomasses of monoculture rubber plantations were 69.636 thm?, 114.648 t-hm™ and 81.924 t-hm™ lower
than that of mixed Hevea brasiliensis + Camellia sinensis, Hevea brasiliensis + Coffea liberica and Hevea brasiliensis + multi plants
plantations, respectively. The biomass of living plants occupied 97.79% ~ 98.76% of total biomass in four different rubber plantations,
and dead plants only took up 1.24% ~ 2.21% . The results indicate that the plant species richness had positive effects on rubber biomass
and enhanced bio-productivity of integrated rubber-tree plantations.

Key words: rubber plantation; biomass; agro-forestry system; Xishuangbanna of Yunnan province
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PRSRAR T 5 A e i 1

1 B W Hevea brasiliensis Jj KX FHE Y, R
71 T S YN V. L b ] P Ay R AR, A
B IGAT STE R R, ARG b XOIE L R R A
IRENET 2 R b AREEARAE Jh Rt Ml X 222 A
THRMESRE, £ 2010 S ERER RSP0 [ (1 T
FCE L 10 000 77 hm?, SOEMEL AT 90 % BA_L;
Hh ] g M SRR R MR X e —, Hi R e
L 100 J7 hm? M. BRI AW, A
BT KRG RARMFR A M A% >, g
HRFHB A B R R DX ) LA — B 2l AR 32, H
FET T ERRMOK LR R IR ) 3R
A IR BE AL R AR W) 22 R P A A5 ) TR, R
I, SORFRR AW BRI T K B R B
AW RS — & B RS DRI RS
M E G AZ RGN — T RE SRR E AR
BRGKM, 23| THEZ%EN) iz,
BN AT AR H B3 AN R4 b A A 2 BoAN )
e, TR IR ORI A% IRgK L k.
HefF AN AS e s T HIGRed s RAE W AR
MZFEE. R IR B 6. AEETYE,
REAEBRGE WA= T, Jhah, HRRKE
GAESRFETEDZ S A ERCRBLET
A 2 FEE S AT RE X RN EEIEL,
YR8 A2 3 1 3 R R A 2 —, L AR
4 TR AR R TR AR I 24 %P, BURITAE SR VF £ 2
N T R A b D2 AN [7) bR 8 R0 I 3 R AR AR A )
BT TR B, (HIX S 5 0 = bR 1
— AR, XZ DR E S S RV R
PR D, U 425 T T AT () LU
AEMNTWAREYE . Hik, AW LLLE
JREAR SRy g B, o) D8 BRI Al 3 AN R I AR R A
RGN LY I BURF AT o0, R
B FEL) 22 A5 1 ) 9 o L A= 0 1 1 B A AR A I
DL R 33E — 20 Al ST AR 525 A2 2 AR 4 ) i 4
PR R, RN ZX AR E S AE RSN
RIFRMRF AR o

1 MIRWEXSHRAZE

1.1 BER

BIFFE b A T v [ R 2 B 7Y U RB A s R )
Bl 7 7 0 PR AR DX o 12 DX JaR V8 g Ay 2 R
W 560 m, —EF T R Z
37, 3~ 5 HAT#GE, KR, BERRD,

6 ~ 10 HAWZ, EEH, 44 85 % MM /KE
RS IIE s 1~ 2 oA, BoKERD, [
LR SE TR, RO AR 21.6 °C,
BMH (5 H) F¥AIE 253 °C, &AH (1 HD
PR 155 C, AFERPER R 1 557.0 mm, PSP
BIAHXIRBE 86 %, A H M4 1 828.0 h, fiZH
$173.7d, LAETHE, LHOAGaIRE, LEEE,
pH {H7E 4.4 ~ 5.5 2 Jil,

12 MRFAZE

1.2.1 PR eRE S oL
2011 4 1 JJAE H XA 24 ol fi By & B8 P )

(AR X B AT AH R AR08 (50 @) AU B W4k
Wern Mok 7y O BT A 4 AN TR R AR S Y

(B BIR + 4% Camellia sinensis. 55 + WiHE
Coffea liberica F % Jik + % P #E %) multi- plants 1F
PTG, FEAERE R AT 3 B AR R
A, HIHBE 500 m® (25 m X 20 m) o XHAFER
FEHL N BT 042 D = 2.0 cm MDA R BEAT B AR
WA, WESERNEE A3m) « WE. diEE
G, PR RmEER I IR (D) o [FI,
FHE0 AT A7 B AR I o 25 AR S R A s 1)
FEARRFIE L 1,

FT 1 FEEXARAA E AR LB A it B B AN HHE
Table 1 Plot characteristics of monoculture rubber
plantation and different mixed rubber-tree
plantations in Xishuangbanna

FRL R Hu 3 Yo W Wk MAT
S N E /°) 1 /m PE/m
[ -1 21°5524" 101°16'04" 0~5 NE 565 9X5

B 1 -2 21°5523.4” 101°16'04.2" 0~5 NE 565 9X5
[ -3 21°55'22.9" 101°16'03.5” 0~5 NE 565 9X5

Il -1 21°5524" 101°24'12" 0~3 SE 563 9X5

1%? Il -2 21°5523"  101°2425" 0~2 SE 563 9X5
I -3 21°5522"  101°24'34" 0~2 SE 563 9X5
~II-1 21955327 101°36'04”  0~2 SE 563 9X5
%ﬁi; [I-2 21°55'45” 101°36'07" 0~2 SE 563 9X5
[-3 21°54'09” 101°42'08” 0~2 SE 563 9X5
K ¢ V-1 21°5424"101°4624"  0~2 SE 560 9X5
R V-2 21°5427"  101°46'32"  0~5 SE 560 9X5
B 1y 3 21os408"  101°4634" 0-5 SE 557 9X5

122 FEA T 2R AR

R P A M A B8 T g0, 7E 4 TR AR R R
R, DU + 2 Mol o 41 & B G B
Wi ER, HAEKRZAET 40 ZMEY,
AR AHIAWE I, 0. 0D « FAE]
DL 1969 4R A I AZ A 0 3=, TR R T2 R )
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W Baccaurea ramiflora (1979 £ Ff 4 ) H R
W Parashorea chinensis. H# M % %% K Rauvolfia
vomitoria. T W ¥5 Ficus benjamana. K M 35
Carcinia xanthochvmus. /> W 1 ¥ Carcinia cowa
WM R, TR T 2 W2 VF 22 e K 1R 40 4%
L 53 HE K 22 7 Litsea liyuyingi. F§ VY42 Araucaria
cunninghamii. P51 ™ #§ Phoebe lanceolata.
¥ Ficus hirta 5 ; FERZ BEAFRRIMINE Coffea
robusta. KFLWNME Coffea liberica. HiHEAY Urena
lobata. 3¢ Sauropus androgynus. fhJE¥% Caryota
ochlandra. ¥ W J¥ Ifil. % Dracaena angustifolia %5
20 APy FARJE MW FEIL 30 KA, JfFLL
T 4 {i Homalomena occulta. 11 % 3 Pandanus
furacatus. K ik 3¢ Pteridium excelsum. ] 4 3%
Costus speciosus~ 7K H Polygpnum pinnatum.
¥ Alocasis macrorrhiza. ¥ K 7 ¥ Semnostachya
menglaensis 55 2 Fi ELARKE Y N E. IR + X
RS+ W i el 20 5 452 2R A i 4 AL 2 00 Tl
2, LERARNGR, FES AR Camellia
sinensis FIFRLMNMEE Coffea liberica; TiiAK I HH A
AR HE B, BT M, BRI ARG
AR
123 HYEilE

I T ST ) P AU AR . S b AR ) &
[ VSRR SRR R B R S B [ A= i Y JE
Suérez-Pascua (2002) P Fr g 7. (1 njn B A= 4
R THE U HER () 2B s TR + Z2MEY)
HewAhIie AR Ay s, WL AEYAS
SERFAE AR, SR SO S PSR A 2R T
PRI A B AT 5 B0 5 Rl B 1 2 4
[ AR DL 2

TiAh, AR + 22 B A A A S B B
Mo BENLECE 5 AN A 2 m X 2m MFE AT T m
X 1 m [A/NETT, SRR TR BT o it EA
MELARMD P EY AT WA #%2E, B
M AF KT, JFARECD &4 A 0 AR i, a7 Bl sE
W H BT P AR B, LR 2L BORTARAE 105 °C
HAE 75 C TR REEEHRTE. AREHRE T
2 LR & AL AR B
1.2.4 P& Borive R g

TERF RN BEHLBEE 10 4> 0.5 m® T TE
WCERHE. M 2011 4 1 HIRITUn5E H WM&,
7 [ SEAG X AVE A Aoy RIS /M. eSS
FRIEEE) AT BURE. (RIS R BE HORE b Py Bl
FLBE 54 Sm X 5mMFEd, HTBCERME K
e ONKERR =2 com) , SIEEDFERLE. 17

2 BEVRARRRHER S MEYE Y R ML IR
Table 2 Optimum biomass regression models of different
plants in different rubber plantations in

Xishuangbanna

R AN B INACIE o
ES W=0.050D>>" 0.987*

(37 Wy=0.015D>3 0.911%*
e 30 s W,=0.007D>*"% 0.955*
Jisd W,=0.108D" 2 0.971%*
B W=0.136D>*"1 0.989*

ES W=0.009 8(D,)* ¢ 0.957*

53 W5=0.004 9D,y 0.897*

* 18 s W,=0.005 8(D,)" " 0.730%

i W,=0.029 1(D,)"*'"**" 0.918*

P} W7=0.043 8(D,)* > 0.917*

w102 g DNCOT2IBTOGEING) g g
ES Wg=0.073 3D> ¥4 0.896*
e Tk 53 Wy=0.013 507124 0.731%*
Qem <D 46 s W,=0.039 4D 0.667*
< Sem) 1 W,=0.028D>21  0.826*
P} W.:=0.147 1D*+°%¢ 0.907*
ES W¢=0.108 6D>'¢ 12! 0.915%
e I5a W,=0.018 6D**326] 0.861%*
Gem<D 55 i W,=0.0455D" % ¢ 0.767*
= 20 cm) i W=0.024 2D**°C4) 0.935%
o Wy=0.181 5D*¥** 2 0.959*
= W=0.0401D>" 1 0.966*
Sk 53 Wy=0.0829D* "1 0.913*
(20 cm 22 i W,=0.0979D" 442! 0.797*
<D R W,=0.0111D>0 11201 0.968*
P} W=0.0932D>322¢ 0.968*

T p<0.01.

WHILE 75 C R, AR REAE 105 °C MR E )
PRI

FAEHRI PR RVE KB AR + 2 Bl
P A 5 A 2 RE A RN B A 1) 74 0 e 3 AR A T
LA H I AR A A (K R

1.3 HEYESHMENGRME= DMt E A E

1EH 3 PP AR A A SRR IR A 1 5 Al i
WA R 2 L, TR IR A A B Hoe
LERY/DORF S East/idiig =AU N o Py S F

D=(OrE)/E.

P DR (W DAE, O i MR 4 & A
LB E, E AR AEY) . N—%F
E MM A GRS, D> 0 UiB @ M RAE
WP IR LSRR BB [0 A2 7 0 B TE N,
D=0 Ut W i B AR b () 2 e A BB 1)
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P IIBA TN, D, < 0 WIZRHIRR A 1 BBk
ARV A AR 52 BR8] 58 4 1) BRI EL TR A SE A
]S

1.4 HEEAE

BT A5 $o4 A8 1 SAS 8.1 #4748 it 0, i8]
Microsoft Excel #E4TE0R AN ., SR AR 2 5 24y
Br (ANOVA) Flig /)3 7 ik (LSD) HATR
LRSS, W MEKERE N a=0.05.

2 HRESR
2.1 ARMEZERNERMYEYERELEE HE

AR B b O A B, A2 TR 2 PRI 1Y

x3 BEWNRATFEBZE

Ay s R VA AR 2R T B A RO o AR AR (1) A )
(R3), RER: EBI+ R g ke
B ) AR v T AR AR 23.45%  (p < 0.05) 5 M
TERIR + ZR AR + 22 Tk 2 9 Ao =X b AR g
AR W) 553 0l v T2l AR 13.47% F1 6.09% (p >
0.05) o AN[FZGHEXAGIRI % 2% T 1 AP 5 DR
Jie + oneEA X R, AR + Rk, Al R Ak
e fle HA R + e & A8 B AR R W
m T AR S BN AR (p <0.05) (K3 .
TEANFIREA T, RGN AH [F) 2% B (1) A 4 4 P LA
BN, AF 1%, HLLZERT & Bk (67.23%
~ 67.87%) , HKiEt (17.81 % ~ 17.92 %) ,
Iy Le i/ (2.18% ~ 2.24%) . KM Z
FEME XRS5 48 B I A W) i R, Tk &%
BE LR 2 FL LA R S /N

FRAEEMIREYE

Table 3 Biomass allocation of living plants and its various organs in monoculture rubber plantation and different rubber-

trees intercrop plantations in Xishuangbanna t-hm™
e X = (5 nt Ui )

gk A GRS 1% Ayt 1% R % R % G 1%

B BB 304.7141+20.040 67.23 80.723+5.185 17.81 10.170£0.502 2.24 57.621+2.308 12.71 453.227+27.846 100
Bk 347.878+30.727 66.77 91.968+7.995 17.65 11.333£0.825 2.18 63.093+3.951 12.11 514.272+43.452 98.71
%{gg M 2.921£0.633 0.52 1.441+£0.312 026 0.446+0.076 0.08 1.899+0.312 0.34 6.707+1.334  1.19

Gl 350.779£31.321 67.33 93.409£8.289 17.93 11.780£0.898 2.26 64.9924+4.258 12.47 520.9801+44.713 100
B 379.740+58.708 67.32 100.251+15.350 17.77 12.1924+1.679 2.16 67.312+8.504 11.93 559.495+84.214 99.18
%Eﬁ; o — — —_— — — — —— 4609+ 1.142 082
Gl 379.740£58.708 67.32 100.251£15.350 17.77 12.192£1.679 2.16 67.3121+8.504 11.93 564.104183.789 100
X B 323.4424+18.705 6121 85.661+£5.079 16.21 10.7694+0.803 2.04 60.973+5.257 11.54 480.846+29.836 90.91
%%ﬂl’j%ﬁ-;ﬁ} HeHY) 30353+£3.458 574 6.639+0.496 126 2.3941+0.462 0.45 8.688+0.234 1.64 48.074%2.650 9.09
Gt 353.279£18.034 66.90 92.300£5.195 17.46 13.679£1.038 2.48 69.661x£5.211 13.17 528.920130.948 100

1T £ bR

22 AREAEGRAPEEEVMNEMERESRE
S

TERRIE + WmHE, 8 + ZRFIRIR + ZFiEY)
Brh (3D, 2RI A ) A W HEAR R
A 10.43 (550 7.17 £, 04 28 5 AED
T E WA, 22 B ) U 2T T L
TR AT LR (8 19.59%) , F. TR
FR BT 7 () L 380 /N 250 (o307 7.68% 1.68%
F110.24%) o HEIREY)A S 38 B 1B & 57
P BE Pl A A ) 22 R K, (R &8s B AR &
i MER T D NANTA S SR ES s Bl B K DI

EBIR + Z R, ZMaEdY e
TeAR BERRBAR 3TN (K3, HphH
EIRARMEYE (45329 thm™) 20 5l T 8K
43.799 thm™ FIHA 44.113 thm”. M %&% 88 B LY

HOECEL B T T R, BRI TR R 2SRRI oy
EEA 23 Sl A E AR IR 1.46 £55F0 1.47 £, AFAR I iy
f7 EL9 U LU JBE AR 10.30% 1 14.64%. e TR AR
VEAR S 28 5 AR 1) 2 Be L35 DL S de i (64.43%
F144.09%) , HLRER (17.36% F1 32.00%) ,
BT EE B N (3.89% A 14.19%) o 1) S A KE
W25 2% B AW ) 43 T B A5 DL 25 AT 1 g oK
(38.84%) , Mk (34.07%) , MK (27.09%) »
VLIRSS + 2 FiAE 4 %5415 16 A= 40 8 S H Ay T L
B AR P b 2 (R AN [l T AR AR A K 22 5

23 ARMERNEFEDEENERELFZE FE

AN ) PR A X TS A ) R 1 S AR ) B A )
PRI AT & AMIE (£ 3) , LLaiigdhim 2k
YR G (453.227 thm™) , MBI + 45 BIK
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%2 34

+ INHERR IR + Z e 3 A SR A
B AR 115, 1.24 A1 117 15, MR
I % AR A 15 S ) A4 A2 ) 1) 32 A G
2%, B EBlIE 90.01% ~ 99.18%; & AHMIFT
FEIBAR, Ak 0.82% ~ 9.09%. &tk M5
(P2 B o PR IR A I MR fIK (GR 3D o 78 3 iR
ME BB, KR4 DA + ol Xt e
(379.740 thm™) , HUGEEIL + Z A4 (353.279
thm?) , B+ 5% (350.779 thm™) 5 k4
Pyt LIS + iR = (100,251 thm™)
AHKEBIE + 25 (93.409 thm™) , ALK BIR
+ ZRREY (92300 thm™) 5 - EAE Y& DU
+ ZMREA AR K (13.679 thm™) , HIXEK
B+ Z5#EE (11,780 thm™) , B + nhimEd = i
ik (12,192 thm™) ; WAYEMHBL ST E Y
AN, IR AR + 2 R > 805 + o
ME> 50 + %% (K 3) o BB TR R R —
AR DT LA SRR A I A A A
YRR N, AR 2%, SRS
+ Z MY R LR A A AR VAR
YR A ) L 2 AR (29 5%) o

24 AREMERNXITTEYFENERHLASHE

AN R RE AR X SE R P 1 i AR i R L&A Gy
(10 A= 40 8 241 A TR, L I A ol A P 8 o i 38 o ) A
(R o HARME, B+ % Bk +
. BRI + 2RI 3 R AR 4 S R B R
P18 2B 4 o 3 S 2 2 B AR 1.33 fi5. 1.66 5 Al
2.09 fi5 (p < 0.05) o FEICAEK KA 5 (0 EY)
EAP, CUEEYI R R s o, H
W AL AR AR (95.42%) , HOR IR + 4%
gLoia (95.31%) , BB + Z R SR
BA% (81.13%) ,  BHAH A 2 K1 1R 384 i 9 2>
I A 94 KRG 1) A2 ) T oy b g/ (5.26% ~
18.87%) , FFLAALRM A AR (5.26%) , BIK +
LR (12.94%) (£ 4) , LIHHE
R 22 B (1 168 v 254 Jm P R 34

25 AEMERANSENE

ANV SR AR AR 2 1) e A 4 e B AR A P R B
(P3N S 00 SE 3G BRI A (RS, DR
Ji -+ e AR R OK (573.581 thm™)
AR 1.25 1% (p < 0.05) , B+ 25/
B + 2RI L, SR SRR 115 £ 0
118 1% (p>0.05) . EMEYRERSA DT, W

R4 EWRNFREHERFEEEEYE
Table 4 Biomass of dead plants of monoculture rubber
plantation and different mixed rubber-tree

plantations in Xishuangbanna t-hm™
S D I H- DN ps)
P I
s % EwE % MR /%
. 5.444a 0.261a 5.705a
B 0.630) 95.42 0.200) 458 (0.555) 100
S 7.233b 0.356a 7.589b
B + 4% (0.426) 95.31 (0299 4.69 (0223) 100
. 8.528¢ 0.950a 9.478¢
o 4 i
RRIBE + (0.422) 89.98 0.707) 10.02 (0323) 100
L 10.392d 1.545a 11.937d
Bk + Z e (0.598) 87.06 (1422) 12.94 (1258) 100

T 95T WEME N FREZE(n=3);  [RIFUA /NG FRER R & IR 2 1] 22
SEFE (»p<0.05) ;5 Fl,
YR A S MR A AR s R gy, S
B 7 L ik 97.79 % ~ 98.76 %, IR HIBERIY)
Z PR B I AR A FERYAA ) A= P P
dT I EL RSN, A 1.24 % ~ 2.21 %. {HIEAY
T v LA BEAR 40D 22 R P ) 184 i 38 o

£S5 EWRAFRGERALEGRENE
Table 5 Total biomass of monoculture rubber plantation
and different mixed rubber-trees plantations in

Xishuangbanna t-hm™
S TR TERI 1 &k

EE % AR % AEE %

I + el ig;‘:;gg? 98.35 (9(';‘37285 1.65 5(22;?35‘ 100

S SR s B SR

TS B AR (n=3).

2.6 1EYB XGRS R

M3 Tl AR A B AR A D B ) LR
(B 1D, BERAE 3 Bl AR AL & B 1) D
BIRT 0o UEEBHTE BANMINIAER T, AR AT 2%
PR AL A 55 5 T 7 2 e b LA i 1) % R
FREIFIAEKARFA, MAFESE “@r=” L%, H
& AR A BRI 0 D A 5, AR
Ko TEANFFIFIARN L, BB + ZFE0E + i
WEPR AR SIS D (20l e 5 i + 2R
1) 2.21 f5H0 3.85 £, RIEALE [R]— K 2 ALK
by BB+ W HEAR S AR AN 1R D B AR AR +
R 171 £l R &AL A B AR R
(09 A2 7= D) AN Z e RBE S R R B i s e, T
HLIRZ R 2H 1 )5
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Fig.1 Effects of plant diversity on biomass of rubber trees
3 9% it

3.1 HEYSHEMNARRMERENEY SN

W Z R SRS RGN KR 2 H
BT AEZS 22 T L I 0 1) 2 — 1270, AR
VFZ WU A D) 2 Ak REWS (e E VK 10 )
AR B RE HAR S AR LI I R R AR /A
L N e N TP Vs £ VARE R | N SV 111 = ¢
Jiz 7 B H AR A HAME B, AR
S B AFE v RE 0 3 3oL ) b ) 1) T A 2801 488 v
AT, BAEAN R 2 FEEACT ) &/ — 2
FEVEAKE P, AR A AR B R T,
ARSI PR 2 AR R, 3L
BE L L A A B N, X L )
AR A R G TR srmk e B R PIA
(U I e TP E VAN G S TR SE N £ SUR S
B AEREVEHE LAY, SRRSO 2 PR A
EEENUA, i B I T RS 2R A A TN A T
g nE B AT g R, KA WA Y F
PUER AR, LB R T2k, Bos
H R 400 20 0 P TR AR 9 A7 0 IR TE RN R AR
HAERME S AEERGE T, WFh 2 FETEX & L
PRI FIAEARAR (5 ~ 10 F) ) i ik B 3k 3
VA B DRI, RO AR D IR AN BB R £
FEVEROSE N JE PR BT S BOMRE VR R S
LB IR Ik, DA R0 1) Zh RE st Az AN R, &
122 18] ¥ FL AN AL A R MR A 2 AR L 1K A7 g Bt
Y2 FEPER G i g n, DR + R AR +
I (4SS RS EE 7/~ i a4 o MRS EE 7/ SR E
B R P SR A B (K T, AR ARE v A REL ) 11
Toft P L Foft ) 5 4 TR, AT 55 1 0 2 R X
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