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Abstract

Land competition between grain and cotton crops has become a serious issue nowadays. To optimize
the available resource allocation and achieving niche complementarity, the cotton intercropping by
has become an important strategy to enhance the overall benefits of farmland. In literature, it has
been reported that intercropping of cotton with leguminous and oilseed crops can significantly im-
prove soil productivity through interspecies beneficial effects such as the better utilization of light
and heat resources, the soil fixation of nitrogen by leguminous crops can synergistically promote cot-
ton nutrient absorption; hence, improving cotton’s photosynthetic performance and water use effi-
ciency. In terms of soil microecology, the intercropping of cotton with leguminous crops may enhance
microbial diversity, promote organic matter accumulation and nutrient cycling, thereby effectively
improving the soil health and maximize the yield potential per unit area.
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1. 518

WAL IRBAE RGUE N AR S HOT & . IR AL ERE ML OTFR, CERNIMES FERKX
PAFIAESCHRF . DAEILITHRZE SR OB, B X HRAE A K IE K 5 K BRARAR 4 b o) 5, TN 2 5IN
TANEMACEAER AL RIS BN AE . £ BRI X, fEAEARE(6:4 17L0) B I—T T Lk
PRE 2] A, HETRFRMRAL. NZMRACSE R, MTEr = BRIk Ty 2 —, XL
R T RAETEE SR AN BT I 1. A, A AZRETREMIE, XTI EEDR
AR ZEDF H5AERFIE], WAV R BAREED B 28 FRHE S, 20T BB Fh A @
A AR AR ELANFT IE AR ELAE F SEI0 R BRI A BRI TH[3] . A SO A T PPIR I T AR A FH RV B E RGBS
KB AEBBRL, ARAFRE S PR AR S
2. X RF &

AW TR G B 1 1L TL4F(2020~2025 £F) | N A AL ) B AR AR 9SSR o STk BL AR [ &0 R (CNKTD Y
WU e R 28 R B ) R AR iR AR IR A ™ MR 250k 4% s S 3 ki it Science Direct. New Phytologist.
Google 2= AR 2, Ll “cotton intercropping” . “land equivalentratio” Jy><4#ia], %k AT A felr H B A
SRR R o WIIE 71 SCHER AR AE S A RIVERIIRIE R 532K, e 2 B ARGV I 9N SRR 783
BRIL 26 %, A EBRTITL S 21 0, REREEMEEEE RSN AT TAMLE S ZHER H B8R L.
3. WIEEMERG LT
3.1. i LB FRIRFI AL

311 AR SRERRNE
Fi A B R B RO & MR BE A S8 TR B [4] [5]. MRAEAE 1, R HA RIS, 5 MC
HALE, CB ALFH(3:3 FCE) (k™ B LT T 23.20% (Kb i) M1 32.46% (H1RH &), RIS Bk A% BTt 1
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22.21%% 28.85% [4]. ZLIERHAIE— PRI, WAL - K [AE(CS L) FIARAE - H 2 {E(CP 4b2E)
AR = B IE A T 18.6%%) 43.0% 2 18], Hh CP ALFE(HRAE - HE) W= Efm, HIEX 43.0% [5]. X
— 48 B RAKTAE 2R G5 10 2L B i A R R X Bl R KR R b (X KR T s T TR AR S
FoAb: AR, RAERSIER O AR TS, LA, RBLT SR R ML R E O
1), BRAY - WAL R G0 B T SR A A B Th BE6].

Table 1. Impact of intercropping systems on cotton net photosynthetic rate and yield

= 1 ARG R ILEAERR S ERRNT

b ¥ HL AR KRR~ AR BRI A
AL HAE(MC) S i ZMEIX
Mite - XS IA{E(CB) +6.25%~6.29%" +23.20%~32.46%" SN TS|
Fi1E - HZR{E(CP) Ktk +22.0%~45.4%" ARSI
E: U CBE RTHP<0.05), BT HEMTE R, CMAATLHIIE - TR Pn 5 MC EREZER, (HBRAHH

TR

3.1.2. BEZMMILS PAR &3 1HiBIE

e J2 45 R Y B A AR DO BE VR s ROR F IR DG B BA YT, L HE SRE T IO & a5 (PAR) I I 25 43
fio. FERMERSGN, @AEVELE X 24T, e BRI e s S R CE . T
At R AR AT, X IE R RS ERTEAR HRE I EAR 2RI, (R RGTE ST L R
[] PN AR BRI A0 B 22 O B3]

W2 2, EMEE RGP TR, [MEELAL(LL M3 LbEE ], BIFE AR 0.5 KAFIAE 6 1THIAE)
A E PAR 0 Ai[7]. Btk A 2R EH 2 SO Y () SR EYI (AR AE) 2 7]
TSN AN, BEIO6TES, 42 PAREZE LA 5[8]. ARFAEM S, WKy BT 5
TR BCERR (A AL b), 9k T RGifaE .

AR FE B (LA R RALE 2GR 1A% O fa b . P AUH (RIS E SR [4], 7ERRERIN, AR AR
AW HEAE - 25 CB AFR) ) LAI B s T HAE(MC),  H LAl WE(E 5 7R BRI AR B e I AH — 28,
S A R - AL .

M2 3 B (SPAD E)E N ERER SRR I B AR bR, TERIE RS FIAE RIIRTHES B IR,
[ AL PR () SPAD 155 FVERS N 4.17% (0 M3 4LBE SPAD N 52, 4 CK 4y 50), M8 76 R % I
A TE[7]

Table 2. Canopy parameters and light utilization effects in intercropping systems

2. [EERABESH SR B

24 b3 AR AL FEE (B A MC) A E W

T AR FE AL (LAL) WTE - G A1 (CB3:3) 22.30% REEA T
T AR S B (LA FRAE - S S AI1E(CB4:2) 28.70% R
JeEH GRS (PAR) AHFAIE(M3) SIS, VEMERE(L 10.0%  AEF
HtAHE (Pn) WTE - SE G HIfE(CB) +6.25%~6.29% REEAHA
4% & £ 5 (SPAD {H) AU E] 1 (M3) 4.17% BT

WAEDZENAE, 2 A SR TS se ek BHR BLAb . R RN, 1R £
HARMIE N “Z )RR R 450, IXALBENS I o6 A T B0 REIR 9% (151 L AW R 388 57 ] R A A6 (1
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MHIILR), A B TiEESHEELpI[8], MMMt E AR . NESYEZEE L&, ZHUHIIER
AL . ARAAEIEI (] 5 A () 4 R EARGLA PR, A RIS A Rl e n i . HFR TR
Ja A ROE S (PAR) S Br A1 32 21U 5 L3 R I —— 0 A /E 37 58 1 2 XCRlI6 nl, BUm AR &
FTBEINR PAR N[7], X tHFEIL T 2O B AR B R AR (0 F AT X ML R s A

3.13. MTIRB SR HMEMEERE R G RHAE SR

PERG T, (VIR I 2 AR A LK ELAMAE SC I BV 1 i BRI, T B4 TR A1 A Bl 2 i 5 ) i
ML, UEIEAHHMRZEERGONE], HOCRIU AT I R 482 LIS B[], e N4
FHAEK S, K 5~7 FIRORR B S R el R A A AT 1], MM ARG N SHRAE, A R A LR K]
KOFRTE. Atk RF, BITRBENERE SR R EZAMALH], RFTT I R Kt X
B SETHLAT IE LI 3R BE ) o

AL EAMERE T IEAE RS RPN, I AT RS O SR RER AR RO H LI . BT TR
WY, eRIA IR AT LU B R ik, BR sl 1 IaAT DEIERIG.  POKTT AR X (R TE - 525 (CB) &
giul, £ 33 APIRECE T, LATHRIER M R e RN, Bb s B A (MC) &2 ET1H[4].

3.2. MTEBKAEFIRFI LS

3.2.1. KRG HEFIF SFEREL (E/ET)EHE

[AVE R G Ai Bk 7y (i S BRI, A 28R 2K I L (BVET, BIUARIAD 2% A i o5 2K IR EL ), BT di
TR R R (WUE) o W BB R X R 2 XS o, AT B AL, i A1 2 35 /D 78 b
(E/ET) [9]. BEAh7K o> b IF) 2580 5 (R4 R Gefe e PRI sEARMI & 2], WAESFHAESE, BHAE T “Praks
JEARUE” , BIEGRURPRMIFAEE T, MhlAEdtfE s o, i+ 5260 T IRME REE I AR R B AME E = &

AW PR AT RE— P B KRR RE ST, HIR T 2 LA e AL 3R LIRS, IR K R RE
TEF R AL SRR AE - BHSEAESLIR b, A APk (10 thm?)f, HEWR(EHE 7 #horibkit, i EhZeddma)
22.3% (DAARHMEADI R 1) BO AbEE 9 if); SR, & A (A0 100 thm?) s SB35 7r B, Pt
W FH 235 7E 10 thm? [10].

VRPN K I S B B A A B T2 5 4 - LA AE - U IIRME 8], 78 VAR B R (BRI 20 30 R),
K R THAE, T & FEK 1]

AU, FEZFERKRG N, KB RIS AR B 2% HAF A Bk - iRAE R G HIAT 7T
UESE, ROV AR T IR RN 73 R R BRI (6] 45 R 5 AR AR R 28 Bl bE 10 R A B
SCRF SR AE 7R T A A7 A Tt 2o 8 8 FH 8] /NS (U B R XU« 00 3 28 ) e AR AE AR IR HL AR
MR L33K, NSRRI 7 @ BoR o AR i “ e sh By ” X BdEH, RifE
Mg AR TS, K BRI EIER, WA SRR AT B8 th 38 S Ju e sk, W [ 4ERF R G0k 11l
WAl 3, KLEEHLHIFLRIME, BRI 1 IAME RGAET 4T F XH KA 5 . AR ZRL S & BRI EOR
(N 37K 73 A% B ) SE LA HH TA)VE 7K 70 B AR HE 428
Table 3. Impacts of intercropping patterns on water use efficiency (Compared with Monoculture systems)

e 3. EMERT K FI MBS (A RIER G AXTER)
ML KSR FETHIE £ (50 HEAR L) KIS BEE
Hramp bR, RIXEIT,

AR IAAE 2B L (EIET) B L BRA WUE % 4.43 kg-hm2-mm™! LSD K5 P < 0.05
VR SR R & WK G i Eh R Tt 22.3% (B10 4bFH) PR AR, e, 34 AR
[ 1E RGAR R & ZE R B D 2 [FR(P < 0.05) BT RRI) 28K
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3.2.2. T F S EIAEERFI AR AHLE 5347

A 2R Ge s B IRV ik A (¥ 22 A B A 2% e 2 Je 40, S B 3 A LB ) B 2 . TR MIHBIX
MHET RIS R, A HUIERE S S MBS RL, RFRTE 7 RIRA YL S &, HET NG AL A & A
bE BAAE S - [12]

TR W RUEA, AR KRR B MR T S5 K BT A . VL VE 203 S BT 487, fERRAE - K
GIAMERLER, g [ U SO O T 150%, [FIRT A ER B BR ARk A 1 F B R RS TR, kA
O AR TR AT IR (35 2 BRI (18] MRS PERIXRh G 3R, PLakSIPL— feEE T ik &
TS AR, AT & 1 AR R .

WA 4, WAL S SRHEIRIEE, — DR RN SRS) . Dfe HAMY 138 - Y - MY
BRI DAR o U] SRS B AN B2, RIS R0 48 05 s D e AR (1) dan =R ] 20
RE T MRAE IR AR ) , 3145 2R G AR Ty B8 I 5% 2H 23 a1 SR AR N, 717 s S 308 7 R 1A £ T S AN [3]
FEEAE RS, ERMEY SHUR R IR ZEAER], NERERRARE 7 —F ki, MEDRIREE,
A 55 ERMEMREM R K TR B VSR, XA A2 B H 7K, ] gLl te s i, B
AL EUE R & . & PO X AR08 R, KRAAEAE - M 64 AT LR s, LR E s
A BAERZE BT, R AR R R BUREUR, XUESEAEA R R R R [14]

Table 4. Nutrient management and effects in cotton-legume intercropping systems
F 4 RE - EREMERGF N EERSHN
Eizyiit TR AR AR (5 B AR EL) PRI

B N +HEE KL +15.49% (TE4EH),
1 - Wt 6:4 F{E 1A T+-92.65%, % §-+72,35%

S SR e 12.30%~31.28%

Mt - KEAME [ R B = +150%, I A S BG4 +53.3% LER 1.24~1.32, 4 N\ & ERF
B +22 B IR AL i THEHR B ER R, ORI R FZ it PE 22.0%~45.4%

323 READBEESMNI B

R AR EENEERGIZ 0N, FETAESM B, B EYR R A8 355 1 A
SO RSN ES, SEOEAME R R3]

TERRBAME RS, MAEHW R EEAED T 0~40 om 12, TR RIEik 60 cm LLF, iXfh#E g4k
AL B UK T 7K 5 5640 9] AEAIAR 2R (1 ] S8 1 o 97 5 0 8 5 S 3R S 1 /K oy IR Ay IZ R A,
i RGAEFE LK 5 6k PR RE 7.

FEGRIANE RS, HEIERR % (60~100 cm) 5 S RMEY) (Un164: 8K 5) AR 2 (0~30 cm)JE i H.%h,
PR TN A AEFR A I A RE . ISR I, ARAE 5 K G IE (L3 E)n] 2 2 38 0 I A A E v M [13]
IR, [AIAE A2 B SR At - S8 i % 1 (i SR SR . RE AN IR ), 254 X SR fh S B T A L AR 2R
GG R I 5

R (n A HURR « i 25) 8 i BREN A i v, %o 3 % o im AL RN P S T+ A 838 A gk 1
Fl o KT XAREE BoR, MR8 H IR [ VE (3:3 B a) e B BB v 1 -3l 4 A S B A
[4]. B33 o B QR AR MDA AR R, R S S 0 1 A i A o0 i AR AR S A e, T
R e (i BRI Ak, N A KR R R

IR ARA BN B IR IE T A R LS R BR A R AT fE . fEMRTE - SHEE IR & G0 it A4 9% (10
thm?))5, HIEEPUR S EE S FF 31.8%~135.8%, [HI pH {E (@A B ¥ 0~30 cm + )2 pH {EM
8.9 (% 8.6 LL'F), & MUMIIKREEA BT &M shist AL R hg[10].

{5
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B

Par
&

4.t HEIEMERIEEN

At FH ) A R B R Z AR L T b RO RS BEA R (46 58, AEBhIRIE B, 2 AR 2R IR 4 s
15 L BUER A RCR B R R R TE, RVAES RGRE M PR R, RGOSR TR,
[EMERE X Z TR A A B R R & R G SRMEMIIEAE  RARHED A LU i IR S R 201,
HAAR X 2B ] P XOBRAE . BB X LSRR E & RGN ES, SIS KT X
PLER SRR R HeIL s . 2% 5 wH, KRR 7 AR b e, anfe 7RG R
GizterESREtt, BARRIDN BRI UEE . MORRECE IS AR s K R > (5] [13]

Table 5. Cotton-based intercropping patterns and their distribution regions

5. WEEEMERARE S HiX

FA TF] {FASE 2 b X
HRTE - AR BEERT R AT BB
BT RES RS AT - %k B RER b 5
HRTE - Hhit I 3 X (K R))
A% - 4 AR YLPE; IR
B \ F NG BFR; (L
SRMEDIRIE B }
HTE - gt g Eyhdt; I
FilE - 25 R g, e E; Bl
FBE - FoK 7R VLPE; SHrEEA R
FARRAEMAE FAAE - IR
FiAE - Nz ECL 4 55 3 3
HAFE - PE)I INZRIEE Toklts B0 =AW
HRFE - i L ZR P
B AR I FRTE - Fh I ZRAEM s VLG
WAL - L SUITPRE - [F:AER - s
Mate - B &6k I

it BRI B AL S AL AN, A IR IS T TR . A A R A 2 R ) P[]
FEHE[15] SHTEEA DX IRIAR R IR (A . RboAn) 78 7 P28 e IR BHRTE 70, it R SR s BT
SRATAT IR B R AR S AR [ (AP ZE A . KA« OO ) WIS E D TLAMT R IR RS, R4t
R PEAS IO aE . AR T Fohn i S A A IR (AR A AR AR N, T I P X3l B A DA AR 2K
TSRS AR AL Ml S B YA 7 1 7T 45 8 0 Je
4.1, IREEMERENFMRBISHRATLEHL
411 ERMEMIEMERSG: BRERASIRMR

EARMEYII R G, B BUARR B AR R, W IRTE R R R KT, LK 6,
TR SRR I TR s, AEARAE 5 KGR 2:3 AR E(RRAEPIAT, KE AT, SRR eI B
FrEAEIRTE, (HRERGUEE IR AN, (SRR R R R, RN IR RS BT AL 6:4
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E/E T EFHT 13.04% [16]. {4546 6:4 SEATIRME, T30 a0e & SRR 3 72.35% ([AIfEAfE A4
320.00 mg/kg, T EAE{N 185.67 mglkg), A WL & L 15.49%, X2 H T S RMEY B EAE ML
B, R FEEE, BT RR, A CRERILE” PLHI[14].

412, REREVIEWERS:: AAFIRMLSEEMIER

ARABHEYIGI I TR A 4, L SRR R AT A BEA AE T 200 & A Ra ST (PAR) ) 7
AikgJme WA 6, (ESETUERTM, HAES I FOKR 4:4 [AAERECHE 98 2.5 K)dl “9 1T4ikk” L&,
AMUERRAE - AR LERF AR, ICHOMGRMZEE R TOK, B —F =2, LR R BIR&E[17].
65 e S [ AE SR e B8 0 - e R 5 B, R RO & T 0.73% %2 6.13% [18]. o E 1
PR, RABHEVIRI R Z R R SIRAEHIR 2 IR AU EAS LA, RS 1 X eI BOR AR 2
527 [9]

4.1.3. TRRMERENERS:: e EHEMRORTE E4H

BN 28 555 BB AV R AR KRR, B 5 A AR AE I [R) AN 2 () B SCBl B85 Bab o W2 6, fERIR X,
T ARAEET N 2:1 [AERER(ATEE 50 JH2K), &= & nlik 25~35 Wi/ AW, [0 #e 487K 73 ) H 242 (WUE)
BERE 2L E[19]. &R XCRAMRE/AEE 2:1 IR E (98 2.82 k), fligtGr=2EiiT] 136.6 AT
87, SRERERIRIH 2 —EA[20]. ZIEAE 7 N F 2R A iR RSGREEATEY), oG8 T HIE XS
MREEAE, TR LRI R A, SEELT A] B A

414 BFHRRESRG: MEEHSKIHE

LPPMR, Bl . bk, 8 SR AL RS, BRI UK AR, Wk 6, Eid
UR 4 (2022) A BLAUR AR 0.5 m (M3 B MR AL AL AR i 18.2%, WUE & 4.43 kg-hm2-mm™*, [A
AURIARR 2 (>60 cm) S5 HEEIRAR 2 (0~40 cm)TE UK 7 LS AL H AR, Z8BL L (E/ET)BEAR 15% [7][9]. 255
(2021) B FER Y, MRARAE A By T m L B, [N BE ORI AR AR 2T 4E 1) it 5T [8]
Table 6. A comparison of configuration parameters and their effects in cotton intercropping systems
6. REEERGEESH SRR
FfEVEY) BCER  ATH/IEERE 0y

T o o AR A SR T R (11 4:6 3K 980.0 76/667 m? vs HL{F 1113.2 JT/667
NG HARIIE BN =23 o0 0 s st 0 i 6:4 JL{E 2T 13.049%

o . _ g TIEE AR T 72.35% ([RI{E4EA: 47 320.00 mg/kg vs #-f 185.67 mg/kg):
W AT ARAEEE =614 e e 400

SEROK TEIEAIR BTG ROK = A4EMRAREEAT N 20 2 0K, IR SRR B2

BN EERER 47EE50em TR 25~35 tthm?; #ifE WUE #271 50.4%

HR HEEA ARIAEE 0.5 m AREF BRI 18.2%; WUE ik 4.43 kg-hm=2-mm%; Z&H L (E/ET) P& 15%
AR
T -7 FORASCHE SR b AR AROE .

Kl

4.2, EEEERHBISIEMEMEER : EBMSUSHIFETIRE R

AE R GEJR T —Fa] FRR R Sl  JEERRERIE TAE A M0 5 SR A B AME, AT (& B)
2 A B EDR A . . K TR SEBHEAORI D 20, IITA S “ s R 7 5 “ P RIE 20 13k
o N ICK HSEHIYENLH S VR YRE R 22 57 LA YR T )ik
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421 HMEHSH: FESVFIAMESFEELM

FEATIFES R E RGOt Ak N, 7EVEIR - Me4ElaE R G, 7o AR A Ak
HI(Z 100 R)FIF- 26 AIRE 7 H LA), DRI TR I(7~8 A7) R Km g, MmiEizK
rEEgr[21]. AN, I FZE SR A YA B A S0 [9], VRN R W EY, TRl K&
R, BRI T AR AR R K 2 B 78 B o TR A 1 Ja A I i £ 34 (T 70~80 JBEK) 4 v IR LB I
R iR, RAIAIE R G 2 G AR B A T T RE[22] .

MR R AR S FLAN IO U S 25 1 5 T IRy R R . B, SRMEYI (e . oK) iE i AR B [ U1
A, R BEACED TR SR, T RIEE A M. MIESEQ021) 7T ow, Mpfe/{eA:(a]
VERLETR, 262 MR T B e VR 2 78 85.7%~150.0% (P < 0.05), S BIAR R /- M bRk | 2, it
HONEAE FH B ks> 19%~26%. HARIERZEM R (F 04T 60~100 JFK 1 )2) 584K Z % (0~30 JEK)
TEEB R, AR T REFSM TG [4]. R R Z FIR T XHEYIE SR ERR S, 15 Fh
() ELAHH B L PR R JZ A R 0 5 R ) F R JE A R A 558 7R M o e Rl v

4.2.2. ZERHE: EYEENTRER

(1) SRHED: BERFE S84 AU

SRHEYIRAA AR E B FTERE RGP BRI RGEEE L OE . (R SRR AL 5 K 2 AR
B R, KT AR T [ U L R T 150%, 34 A B AN 13.04% (P < 0.05), ML HbR AL
t EF sz — L E[16]. (H ERHEYI AN AT g S HEAE 57K 5 s W% (2022) K I, fERAE/IK S — Y=
WV, KEAEHIRI R T KM B S M i I &, AN 2 I (3 S K BT H I R K & 60%), Hifess
N FE 3.01% [20]. (HAT DUEEAHIREC B (A0 4:6 1T L) KRS8, LR R 640 R, WA Rk
Iy a4 [14].

(2) MIRAED: e G 5 HERH RN

A5 P SR 420 0 T A 3 22 e J2 Y 0 AT 52 BMR SR AR 42 () G 280 ) JEE T 1 S22 3 5 . il AR 45 A
(2022) A FE R B, 4 &MIRIEE Y 0.5 KN, i FH KA 2 5 (PAR) L A /EREAIK 1 10.0% (P < 0.05),
K MEARAE G A6 (Pn) T RE[7]. oAl ) o 5 4 32 BEUR AU S5 bR R AE et /2 0 B 2 A
SR R/ 2R 40 P38 3k A7 R B (A AR TR 3 Kk B A0 G T A% SE, 3P A R P 4R T 3 L
Ji & [9]

(3) BN AE: Ko P IF 5 AT

TSR (451 Dy bt TR 76 ) S5 A A6 3 3o ) 4 5 B SEEK 20 (R B R R0 o T PR AR 2R (0~20 em) TR
TERIRAR RARAE AR IS 2RI RS, TTBRAR T e R« Biki7(2022) IR Fudia i, A JINIRIVE R4t
1 78 5 18 (Tr) R BE 12.5%,  [EIR 7K 431 FH 240% (WUE) b+ 22.3% [21]. JISHE &5 (19 7 253064 80 T 2
B, HETTHIE BRSO A B [19]. MWAEF ARSI T, TREM mE s KT TR E
B, WG T KA R, TR B SR TR U S e o KR B R
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