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Abstract: Crop rotation and intercropping are important ways to improve the utilization efficiency of agri-
cultural resources and crop productivity. The balanced and coordinated root-shoot relationship is the guar-
antee for the normal growth and development of crops and the formation of yield and quality. Crop rota-
tion can increase the content of soil nutrients and organic matter, improve soil structure, change soil
microbial diversity and ecological function, affect root morphology and function, and then regulate the
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growth and development of aboveground canopy and the formation of yield and quality. On the one hand,
intercropping changes the underground micro ecology and affects the root morphology and function
through the exchange and interaction between root systems. On the other hand, intercropping changes the
canopy microclimate, affects the characteristics of plant architecture and population structure, and regu-
lates the aboveground canopy photosynthetic production, assimilate partitioning and crop yield formation.
Intercropping and crop rotation can break the original root-shoot relationship by changing the physiologi-
cal ecology of root and shoot, and realizes the re-balancing of root-shoot relationship through root-shoot
interaction to regulate the formation of yield and quality. The new alternate intercropping model character-
ized by wide-stripe intercropping and interannual exchange of planting position in two crops has double
functions of rotation and intercropping, which can more effectively adjust and re-balance the root-shoot
relationship and promote the formation of crop yield. This paper puts forward the viewpoint of root-shoot
relationship re-balancing, and discusses the effects and mechanisms of intercropping, especially those of
alternate intercropping to promote the yield formation.
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[E)AE A2 22 /0 P R AR A L () 0 B[R] 2= P A T B
JSCHT AR MR, F0 A 2 AE [ — B E 5S4 fh i A
FERIVEDD . [AVEREAERESR Mot 7K. L3RS ot
V5 ) FH 2503 A0 A2 77 7 (Pelech252021; Tan%52020),
Hee R E il REE, IEEEL S EMEeAE
FEnls b R e SRk AR ARV E ) YE IR A AR Bn
(EEDA=RER: AySL S RO I DAGIFCEE T S W N &
(VR AL AR B OL R, 38 7= R B D 5% H (Chi%§2019;
Cheriere%52020; Li%%2021).

FLH TEE S AE a5t E 2L S R fEHh b
HB, M EH EEAK KB M s, Bk
BN OGVE M R E A, Rl AR R 52 1 BAE,
1M ELBE & 73 1B W 22 BORAE AR R A Pt 5 v (1)
N, WA E R R R AR B AR S FHE B T —
AR . AR SURIE A W AL dkiE, 456 %4 A
KWL, B AR 7ot A8 A0 AR Tt OC 28 P~ 47 1 A
FE RS VIR T AR a) A A o 1] R B 2008, Je FEAL
L, DU E I E SRR K iR 2% .

1 EESEAERYE = H1F03a

1.1 EMEREAERE =D

A= D) A EAR Y AR AR AR L 5 e
PR BN, FERAEYT R AT RS
HFIF Web of Science 1M E 5] | 19804F 224 %
YED TR VR AN AR B T i, LA 2 oA 5¢ SOk

49 598%5, Horhja|fE 14 98255 . #:1E34 6105 . #:
RrlafE6 ks . 72 B AERIE S, B/ 5 78.2%. 17~
53.2%. 87 171.9% KW L7 E 1) 1716.7%; 1E
BAERIE T, 877 586.7% ™ 15 1.2%  8773.1%-
RV B = 21 5 9%; AR AT [ /R SCHR AR, 4 a1
B AL g (Al 1 7= (B 1 F12)
Li%5(2020) % G 37 1 SCHEUE 2 4y i 15 50, AE
Wy lal /R AR (7 P A3 AT 500 kg-hm ™, 3
2B G (LER) - #4) 91.22~1.30, Hirh87% ) ¥ dis &
INIERAN o i — 20 76 A [ P AL X 2 A i 9T 3R
B, MREAED S G RMED R B AE P 336 77 22%
(Li%52021), 4 T(Setaria italica)//4¢. ¥ (Arachis hy-
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Fig. 1 Literatures on intercropping and rotation from
1980 to 2020
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Fig. 2 Proportion of different crops under intercropping (the left) and rotation (the right) mode

pogaea)[AfE RG] L2 LB 1.1~1.24, HFAETR1E
I10%~24% (1) -y [f A3 A Bk 1) 5 (a4 AH =] (1 7
B (2 E i 552022); Wit (Gossypium hirsutum)5 51
o (Vigna unguiculata) 1:1[F4FF12: 110 {F 1 b 24 &
LMD LARNL3, BAE—ERE L EFEAR 7 AL &,
{RET &= S (3G 0 2 DUyR MR AL = E Bk, 2
B EE/NAR R FR AP 1 1% (RusinamhodziZ$2006) .
ANEEYD A G UL AN [R) 25 6] A7 Jy B 7= B 2 AN [+
HAr £ K(Zea mays) & BEAERIEAELEDD, WA £ K
f ] A A 2 T LA $2 100 kg hm 2, /28
oK 445 (Li%5E2020), W1 E K/ K E (Glycine max)
[FIYE, BEEAE 7y I3 77 38.2%~111.8%F122.2%~31.4%
(I HEE2022); £ oK/ E 7 (Medicago sativa) Al {E
TERESEW A 71, ABAE = JI KNSR FE 5
Wi o ANFERBUVEVIANE, Rl 2. Mids SR
VEWTRIAE, 5 BE 4 e B o7 [ AR L 3 i A7 7,
(LG 7 M S8 52 R 0L 0 0 R A R 6 R 2 ) S
(ZEH0 M £ 952022)

[ — b P B Foh e [m] — AR o r= AR AR R RS,
FEOIT . B, REUREE B R AR ] B o b
5i#EEMLL, £K—->KERAERBE NG ™5%~8% (I
R IH%E2022), Horr, FEARAGHLX, FoffE R Ede
#9325 kg'hm ?, TR 425803 kghm ?, 1 H./¢
TRl DA AR 24 i FH (R 452018) . RS /22
(Triticum aestivum)$&E AT i /N2 77 B 500 kg-hm >
HME1 200 kg-hm ™ (AngusZ52015); Ji15= K pa 5

9 5. (Pisum sativum)— K3 (Hordeum vulgare)—iHi
S(Brassica campestris)5eAE S5 M EEAEARLL, TR
77 B3 0 7 200~360 kg-hm ?, [FIF a7 9
J6 3% (Harker%$2015) . Ui IRHAEAE AT BE B 5 &
A=, i HLAT LA RE, PR e
1.2 &%=

[EIAVEVEYD 2 18] 23 77 A2 — i IR B [ 22 A 2 ) 22,
i R G077 A HANISE, S, Kor . FRor SRR
BT M, TE RO B, TG & oF 2% a .
SRR, TR/ KRR e 5 4y s R 2R
PR, #0ic4 879~1 28170 -kg ' (HH 20:%2020). i
Te//A6 A TR I W s = T SR AR AR B T, H DA
4:2 (B VE S W 2t B e (B 3E 45 2021); i RoK/KE
[AERFARZ B G Er 1 24.08% (26 55452010).
AN, B AET7 AEL P R R A 2 R
Kb X & /N — B FOKFCAE &5 % 27 534
J6-hm ?, OO & 3E— H EK(26 95076 -hm ) Fil
KINFESEKE(19 67576-hm ?), ZK/NFE-H KK
S 25 52/, 11 01870-hm > (7 182016). VLI
Ji 1 X AR N — 7K FE (Oryza sativa). /N3 — K FE
WEE—KRE # (Vicia faba)—7KFE 482 9e(4s-
tragalus sinicus)— KT T 1/ 32— KFG 7S
AR, e T — KRB = R — KPR A AL
PERE A 22 U W 2l v, ) IR U = UM HE T8 e
b RS R (T B 55 2022) . U B R AR ) B b
AR, 5 E R s AR N
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1.3 JKRBFIARE

ANFEFp 2 R S S e FRE.
GAER . AR R (i 55 22 e S B T AR 2% A
OGRS Ko R IR BRI BAMLi5F2021). fE
TRBENCENDARN A, LA 28 Atk i) [ A E AN ]
DUAMEBAR AN, 16 58 R FH &2 28 1 ] 0k 4
Frreg. B ROKR SLRAEFR 0 R H 2842 15 T 54%,
FnT DA D A0 R & (22 A B 552010). KoK 50
AHEAE AR 1 K R RO, W R oK/ AR
[ R G R =S N 1 7.4%~12.2% (Zhang%%:
2022). X934 [H1E R 4 fmeta s HT R, A EoK
FOTRI AR 2R RSN 5 2155 kg-hm 2, 6 K A 1]
VEAE it R 546 kg-hm >, (H T HI1ED = B A5
JEFE YRR 11645 PR RIE & R M & LL (PR
55 () VR SRA AR FED) 7= B T N U B (1) LA 73
F1.33F11.99, AR 24 5 b (SRAE 5 R SRASAH [H]
TEVI = S T BN B AL & (0 LLAE) 73 0 9 1.36 11,19,
AR, EEBRSAETT L) T 19%~36%H iL kL,
FHRHE = T REALRI 28 (Li%52020)

Z FEAC AR P e A T DUAR AL 5% 5 R 2L
(Wang%52018), HIEAKPEHEE-TF X, LG RN
FEREBI3FRAE RGUIR T T 36% MR & 5 & M
33%MI A A 2%, HE Z=RHE A AR T
TIE TR (Gans52015). ERHMEY 5B RIEWEAE
FIR SRR 2 2%, PreisselZ5(2015)38 i % By 434 Bk
294N SE56, RIS SR E 1A RAEW AR L,
I NS BRSO EAR B P E R %
AEHEFI500~1 600 kg-hm 2, L fEIR/23~31 kg-hm
B -

FEK AR I3, A KRG HIRE R G R IE
FHEAE R, KOG 26 H i 338K 43 T Il /22 B
FoKAI A, AT 25 52 1 7K 23 F) FH 2803 (Wang 4
2022). EA/BIE .. FKI/KGEEBERS T
Ko T FH 280 (AR 3R 1R 552015, X3k %52022), H
1t 5 4 & (Vigna radiata) 8] /F, 3050 5= HAEHE &
16.6%~19.8%, ZFALAIZK 731 F 2502 73 731l 3 hn27.9%~
45.3%K1117.0%~36.3% (Liang%5:2020).

RARSGE T LR S 5L, (i 71
YR ARNKE, PemiR RIGERE . [FRRRE 1 K AEY)
XF e TR A WIS e 7, 5 45 K MR

PE(H$7552019), W& /N AL 5 RE AR AR T
T, K R RGN T 18%~56% (Liu%52022).
TR R GEAEK S FIHZ I = TEAE, 70 s
16.3%F111.1%. £ 515 K U AT 19— W 38
FERIBT AT (Archerd52018), 22 FEALAEYHE 1 il 155 1)
IK A3 R R HU AR 2 AR RC AR ) P =1 17 166%
1.4 FRFIARE

[FVE R G0 P AN [FAE P 78 2 18] 1 & 34 i o]
TR BT Y RE RIS S A RS BB AN SR
) SRME R E B e . BIRE g R 5%
Hh# Al (5 A E 52013) — 5 N
FHE A 1 [ 20 FH AT A5 B AN ) A A A4 72 2 10 R
RO R, T3 — J7 T A DR DR A AR T A 2 s
KPHFES oAb T @A IR B RAEY TH 6 R R
/N, BRI IEReiE S 2R E, A -TARAL 1) S RHE
Yi— Mt i T KA, T R B s, AT
75 B R JE ORI . s/ AR TR AR
BER T, AT AL A T R U G RE A AR S+
(2,125, S FARAL A6 A BAR K B 75 1 4,
FR ) E R IR B T BAEIEA 1 T73% (F H &S
2015). T K/ (5K R52021) E2K/K G (Pelech
££2021) M 55 % (Sorghum bicolor)// 1% A (415 ) 4
2021) 55 [ AE ARt B A AL e Re R R RE

AR B A AR 2% B A TE R,
HAEAL T HE. HIEEQOI6) X 2T N — &
KEAE ZR GE6 REA FH 28 (RUE) I 4% 79 A7 R AL BIF 7T
R, A RGBS MRUEN0.75%~1.61%,
A N SRS IIRUE A 1.50%~3.22%, & T4k
S JEUR A SR B FIRUE B KAl X 5/ E—E
KECAE F G0 L A A e 24 30 SRR A 1 0 BRI FH
FETE A 0%, Ul BHEARAE — e FE A L Re e &t
REFI 2%
1.5 TIEIRIA

TE Z BT R R G BEN B A
FE AL A R WA (Liu%§2020) . 3R IA7 /2 T
WA A VLR 75 SR B N (TEDI RS FE . AL
JESE) AN B At 2 A) )P o BRI, - 3 A A\ 11
K m AT R R I AR WAL S T IR )
KRR BRI T ik 2 75 (Saha®52021), 12
o AR R [ AR AR D> B A BRI G R
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o & A6 71 SR R AR RN - oKk
AR XA N H 2 (Ipomoea batatas)—Hife—H
E/NFE TR Z LR ER R, HREDRIE
1A 22 0 A A B i R 328 L I BRI 1 71.8% (Yang
262014). 7EH E VG AL X BT 1 — TN HA 124E (1)
W, /N — R OR RN 22— B 5 (B A L A% G
— B T 16%~50% M EY) - &, R > T
17% 1 FR 38 2 75 (Chai%%2021). F k- KTiEK
WE IR T A4 AR B, BoK— KGR AERet
O LSS R, AR T R RS M.+
358 R K R P A SR A 1 358 i RD g AR e 1 I B
TR E FRE10% A4, FIEALBREE E 8% A A,
KAREGE T LI AESBN W EE5E2019).

[F]E BB % o4 2 R B L3R IO AR S 3R 58 . IR B
WAE SIS T 3 EAFERER LR . BEE T
OB ) ST VR REAE, TR PT DAJE I o5 3 1K e
TREAE, B8N T IERAE I 2 FE e, TR i 3
HEAGAE T B 3 AR W v, AR B E AR K
KA, R—IVES RA T RERHER2020). H £k
KA R R B o B e, I )42 9 /S DX 56
R IR OK K T TR A A B 7= e R L R R =R b K
TR FOKEAES AR T19.40%. 23.01%A
29.00%. 32.52% (FR/INSR252015), 2135 3% #f Hb 5
LA 251 T, R OK K 2[RI A AR Br Al A 25 R0
B, TR T KR B - 398 Ak A= 4 1 8 A DR AR o
fit Shannon$i5 £ #2 15 1 3.5%, Simpson#g £ fF{K T
13.1%, [HIVEAEPAR brsfil 20 & &35 th B o i)
3, pH. A ML R 25 & B I R OR B oK
PRI A 3 (O e 4:552022)

2 [EMEFNEAERHEME B BRI

e AP S A B AR IS R 18
R R gerh, AR A FRCE T 28 RA
FERGEH, B T b J=/ANA%; AINVRRI 2R B 2R
SRR R ARSI A AE KK E - e E BARAA
HEWE RN UERAE R KK E, (HlEd
WA L )Z -

2.1 1EHE B RN
2.1.1 KB
o L) VR BE 0GR o = ANV AUR, SRR A

I 2 VOGRS R Y, SEBRA G20 )2 SRR 2L
FIH . FREGBITAEVIRALE, SRR <R 4
SER, OB T ROKAE S W — B SF TH Z
RAS, P 7 Thaert B (164 % (Banik f1Sharma
2009). HHr, FOR/ACERESE T FKRIIREM S
HAEH (B ITE52013); FoK/KRTIRAESSH T K
S A R (ZE R 252010); K/ 7E aAE AT DL
Fe A BRI R A, RS m R A D0 (2F
i H R A 952022) . HRHMEY) 53 (4vena sati-
va) M PES ) T MEZ M R S EAF LA EE
(SEHEE2015), 58 FRERS TH TGS
T AR 7% M 1k R (22 452020)
212 BBE

() A7F 5 38 R38O 2% A, e )2 P ) B A
FE AN AR . 7EANBIE N EME RS, B
ZEfi A 2 LR, — @R E E S BRI AR
W) ek 2 B 9 A SR By, T k2 78 R A
KM INA SR . AT/ KE . MTE/ B KRR
e/ B AE, =SS HHEE H AR R U IR, R
FE ST B, A R AR ARG P s IEERE
IR R AL 552021). (AR BE A o ) 3 e S AR A IR
SRR AR iR 2 P BRI ) e (TR
£62012), FORER A 2K A] R 5 3R K S B
A, ek KGR N 2 R BN, BRI R G K 5
B, 3902 S FE (X BB 55 2008)
2.1.3 COSRE

(AR A8 T gk 2 465 4, 368 A 2 DR b o5
JECO, MK EE(FE T AE2015). BT AR AR AL A
VA ()38 KR 1R 45 31 208 (2R 1 55 2010), B4 A
COSMAZ M m L (B 155 552007), 17 H i T (8] &
VEVEPRE AR P 1) CO, 2 LAEL I (1 T X AE B R (] 4
B, VEPAN 2 S B Al AN R, AR T B P A
COAMRMIAcHe, AR TIHAEIEM . AW FRA
g I SRR SR R E K S S i E K E M, M A
A B CO, 2, IR CO,LMK B th i (55 4% 2018)
22 BEEKAB

() A A ik B N 58 S 45 ) . K/ AR TRl
HAEBMREL T R AR BRSNS E YA R 8,
B K I T RRUHR Bt o T R AR (R o
2007). FK/KEIRMER S AT, TRMEKK
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F LR TR BE RS, (RS
FORIERGE B, R, ERAEKIER, 5
FR(E—%52013); i, fEAEE EHIRE 2. W
YRR INGE G 552017) . MR/ AR A R 1E,
WA 2 TV i R % B B 2 m Tk,
PLIAAT WA A 35 B o B 2 6 AR 56 2 T4 I AR
FACT AR, JCLALAT I (K (Chi%§2019). HH A,
[0 56 = A KR B B R E AR, e Ty
XA F M T, — RS EwEE KR E
558, A1 20 55 .

3 (B ELIESTEMIIR R BRI

3.1 [EMEXTEIIR R AV S2 0T

[EVEVEIAAAE R SE i AR RN SE 4, Forp ™
JBRFR T K VA R SRR A ) A B I S AN BE
G EUR AR ES, JC DR bR i o OB, B
Y- L EB-BUEV A S R A e i A, g
SR AR WD AR U BRI DX IR (R AR I 5 2014) . AR BR
MEVEES S LIRAEYR R EL. 7%
oy W, IEH AR SRR, TR R g i T
HRR AR 1) 1) EL A 2 SO AR PRl A P v B U AR
WINEE . T K/ E (Solanum tuberosum)AE (&
R 2015), /N /A SRR (GEHE S5 2013) B AT
S8 58 P P AR B T2 A B B R P B RE, A
FLH MR FER DIRE 2 eV . HRE(Saccharum of-
Sicinarum)// A [BIVE 8 o R AR R BAER &
H TR R s B A A 1) 22 A5 AU EG A2 1A R FH 6. OFFS
5 SE2016) . JH /455 2= g (Al 2= 3 B0 AR br
TE PRV T 6 2 A 1 AR TR V1 5 2 PRI (R SR
4£2018); L4 %2 545 & w37 (Fagopyrum esculen-
tum) AR B 2 S B, AR R 2k A 7 iR A
Tl RE 1) =F R 35 5 R AR 25 (0] T 2 552018).
TR KB, TR Fr 2 I IE RN, 1K 5 4k
T HHARIN TR, X PR R AR5 P
VEW et /2= 58 4 1 AR I — B O e 4 552022) . 1R
EAERR R K0 A0 2 2 WMASTER, RARFAKX
(1) B B 2 NI 77 40 FE v X AR 2R 1) 56 4, 0 4 4
PR R 40 () e A B BRI AR 420 149 1) R ] DA AR AR
A AR TE G AN (5K BRI 41997)

MR B s A2 2 22 48 1) A BE AT 8 TR 55 3 50

R ISR () FA R AT AR PR AR 7S R i DA
MR ARERAVE S, -1 38R e
INET A A EAE FH 1 48— PR (5K BT A2 RS 452021).
R Z AAAE 4 A W7 5 TR B 5 AT 420 o A e
A2 e, BB A A 25 R 1) 5028 LB R AR AR R
FHE b3 A K $4022452022), FLIX Pz 3 2L
e il I AR R (BR) AR R SE L . R A AR AE
5 FALABI 0 g T 1 A 0 55 R ) e A It R 1
XA —HR 2R T A W R AE A B 338 2 s st 1
WX, AT LA ze P2 45 Bl AR 4 6t B b 3 2R 5 b 18
(Hou%52021), i (B E AT LA i e A8 AR & (B ) 1 A=
ViR ARk 5 YA R W . NS
Ay G AERRAR T AR PR T B B, e T AR bR
38 D A T S e, AR PR B I B AR S TR
RAMAR, $Ew 72 2 B3 E (5 E A 452016).
FRAE S T8 AR AR O3 1 AR AR RITRR AR 2% 1 3R )= 1 18
S B F R A A, 4 S IR I R AR ) RS AR A
FKNIAE AR PR 4l B B VR 2 3 B 4R (Xie%52022). %
NENGRERERFRNE TR RE=FAEY
o A TR AR A A7, A b 3 A b 3l i K AR R AR
PRof AR SR A%, B8 T R R R
HBRMERERS, 88 7R ESFEEER, &
KRR T REMVEZ RSCRUR]F, SE B =38 2%
(P K 322009).
3.2 BAEFHEDIR RBVBL

Sl R B i B R AN SR I
ANF B AE B R 5. A ARSI T DA
3 3 45 K (Medaniel 2£2013), $2 w5 T3 A W5
BrE . B S AR DG S 1, 2R 2% M A
TG, WIEfg HACHE ] DLRR(C LI A = . BB, 1
S FLBREE . SRS AU AR A & (RIS
2015), FOKFI SR ERAE, LIERR . WA
A AT, HoRIEIRE . i S SR R A
BRI 1 v B B (O AR 85 552016)

FAE A T HEAE PR DX - 48 e 1) K 0 i A 2R
F B RS FRUR, H i) - A O TR B 0 B, B
I J5 1R 16 T (5K 7 302009) . HEmeta s #7, $617EF
BIREIN T 21% AR B 2 A 26 A i, sk 8 gk B
YIMcE . RALE 2R, S 7 IR
Z R R LA ThRE, ST RIS PR T B R
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i) (Mcdaniel 25 2013). % {ill (Nicotiana tabacum) H
R AE AT DL D - g A B R 2 B B, 1R
B I LOAE, 8D T R, FRK T R A
TIXEWR R G F (EFE 5 52015), 548
BAEMTE A BOEAETE A IR A A
W) B RN AH G B OE 1 S B, AE — e RRFE R R
TIEAERRAG (Xi552021). B AR KSR A ML
(RIZECR, e AE24F DA S S Iy #e A F 44 5, iR B
AR TR BE A R AE Z AR e AT R AR B 1) A2 Ak
AR Ak, B A K R bR IR S B 22 Wi AR P 3%
Iy T P & (Benitez252021). K S kR B A
R 0E A YD V& , AN TR] K 52 35 DR B8 TA) AR Br A=
VIR TR AP AL 22 5, IR [) 5k DR Y K 0 o i A 4
Fts, JEAE RS (Zheng%52022) .

4 REEL(EMREXRBTE

MR TEEAH AR AH ELAREE . AR 12, Phir
MR R ¢ R T 7 0 BRI se 4, OB T AF
WD) AEH AR BEE S R R . T Bl RS
PECU T M 3 At R AR RS, R BIAR e e
RUEIT 0, AR I — R AL S PP, 7R
MR TeE AR B S U 2 R I A o™, AR & AH B R IE
2 RN 7 I SRR AE A a)
YRR R B AR, B St T3 Bk
“HAE RS, BRa it - B AR R G0 R H
YEZR G DA KPP N MR GE BAE RS, 1E/NZE/IKR
GIER R, H RIS AR R TN AL B
Wi, Hh B EAEARAL TRk 2 2 A, AR A 1Y) ELAE
et AR GE G R PP, SBT3 (Zhang 55
2001). FR/ARARIE, Ho R EBAR BrAAR 1+ 3
P Tl R T P AR 2R 0 Yl 1) T A T T I Vs 1 350 5
EE T AR AR EOK, R T R R A
TR 7%, KEEAR W BAE RIS s T s
F(Inal%:2007).

4.1 IR¥ERIEE

WARFERKKE . R G2 57200 1 A
R, TR S TR PR IR AR 2R B AH B RS % IR
A3 AE R R Bl ot 1 50 R R oy
(B EE2014). R K/EGREY KT HIEVR R
O 1) R ) 1 25 (R AR S AL, 360 T AR RO R o

1A 0 ), AATT O T VR B 8 R A 5
(ZBEEHEE2011). T K/ KEAE, KRR
BESRGZSH T IH, BRI 5E S0
AR, ik 7R 2 A KR B (K EE%2007).
() A Ik 3 5RAR R0 R0 KA IR, BE MR
T4 J5 AR R4y BC B B M (B B 55 2020) . 5
T K TR A A K R AR K B 2 o, AR (1 [R] b
W e K 06k ek 2 1A 43 i, TR AR A 35 3 BRI AE
HE 56 (K 5 (Zhang252022) . K /4E A )R,
by HUR BAEXS EORI A IE RS, XS Ae A o
BN H 9 TE ROV (B 5 0562016).
4.2 FEIFRATIPIE

VED) e X AR 4%, £ B R BE e &7 4
Be RS 5 4 TR 056 55 f i AR R A BY A1 D e,
Sk RAR FR AR X 2 S el 2, SEIRAR 6 K
R FP, WP ED = B8R SRR . RoK/
KOG A, 5K H b 5B e #4501 58 G Ak T4
S AL, [RI K A FOR PRt — e AR, BERIT &
K FESAE A, AR AE ORI RIS R AT
IR, AR TR EE R, B T ROKH
A EGKE BE2016). INEIEKRGE
W= B AUFERL = S AR 38k B B R ) AH B A
HE R 3R ) AE LA R AN 7 T, H RS F R R AH
X DUR R T HL R R, K SR AT T A BOR
(XA 452008).
4.3 #frlE){EigsaiR e B 1E

e A7 (A1 AR 22 75 (A1, 2 6 7 Al 470 5 T
VR SRAEME AL E B /ERE . e m e
FEAEE LG &, SEBLT MESAF T RIEeAE, [Fn
RAE T AR 120 B 3550 S VRS 1 6 1 18 RS AL 35, BE
FRAFI T BRI, S T AV R, A R
fi 7 VEVE RS (Han52023) . %48 2 6 /6 Al ) 1
U R AR M S5 R 5 D R, 3 T 2 AR AR &R
T 5T RS AU 3 508 ek 2 /NS A%, 338 T S i -
A A AR A . R AEAE A e R 4 B
FAERIAEIE F=20% LA b, TEAEFE B AN HuAe gt
PEM A= 1 B B, HU20% LA F(Chi%§2019).
FORFITEA S A 5 B EAR L, TR 19.68%
AT P2 17.29%, 3 2851 3002 43 A $e 15123.14%
(EAK)FI13.99% (F£42), i HLFFAK 7 252 A
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HEB(Zous52021) . 156 B A7 [A] A 5 AR R IR AN D
BTG AP EIR A, (R T AR e o0 S I P

T o B R A B R I, A AR AR AR 4 o TR A K
W, AR T R R BRI TR, R A iR
FRONT 58 v S ) R AL, A AR o 4 R R VR ) AR
Y& A ThRE L B 2 B 4, 25 XREIF
VER T2t 358, SEBL 7 AR e 58 RBP4, $em 1
B/ 22 48 (4 77 HH U 25 (Xie25:2022) . Hiefor [) 4 0,
B T AERIECAE W 5 T AR L 2 8 KRR R Hh s
M = 38 A AN et J2 /NS, b b o T 5 A 3
A et SR R B, BT R R A ELAR O T AR PR
EVEE R DRe, BT E IR AKKE .
ARG A = AR B, A5 H R B
TEr, PPA]SE S AN N TE S AH BB, R AR R O
FI AT, 4 50 5 i (Zou%§2021, 2023).

PRt b5 RT b T 50 2 B 45 S A% 3 AR
SEY AR IS, Hh RS B o 4 e A — B fE
SR, BRI R, (R R IR, R R
FE R B 5% 43 A% 3B 25 Bh 1350, DA A 3 o 35 A
YIHEK IS, TR AR 7 )~ 4R R (5K T
F2017). Bribz 4b, M FAE A5 5 R % AR
TEAEY T 32 b, 75 RISV S 20 i fe i B 5
iR, FES 5 S-S S (L
2012), T AR S0 i, 2 i SO R
FREEI . MEAE IR BN AN (00 2 B, AR el 25
R AR 2 B @ AR YR AN o R R R AE
G T 0¥ 1) e = s i SE L) (Dai M Dong 2011;
Dong#52008). [/ FACAEREGS L T AR RS
(122 DRtk 40 2 6 A s 4 2 420 1 52 Wil 52 1)
RE TR AH A Th RE B RAR R 20 WA B 52 5 AR B
AP S5 R 2 BAE 2 e J2 B T2 A AT RE, T e
JZ AR 2 AR R AN SR A AR
FFHAAEAEAS 5518, 53175y B A )
WAL RS 5, A ARG V) n AR Y AL 3
155 (Venturi%$2016), e B AF L IRE (5510
125, Hig 4 M W5

5 REEMRE

AR ANFE A AR 2 P AR P 2B e I AR 2K
i A RO@ AR FeAFREN N 57  Aa HLs &

SR IR 2 B RS TIRE, MR
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R (AR EAR R I OS2 S BAE, R R B &
ANIfE; 55— J5 AR RN, A E YRR
H 5 2 S5 A RFAIE, T4 B3O & 2R 7 R R AL
S ECAER - B . 18] R Rl AR E A
BUAESHATRL T IR IARGE S &, B AR S HAR SR
LA, PR AR B o (B 3) . BA
P GE R (B4 B B (o B B 45 D R AIE A
A2 B A A 2 L R A AR A T R, RETE A AL
W IRARGE SR, (R B ah T A
FeAR AN 2 A AR R BES T8 0 1238 B 2R
BRI 71, B 1, AEARARAR A= A2
PR FR & A R B E . TR
000 5 3t 4 1 b 5 TS PSS, M B
AR R SR T8 A LA # TR AR X TRL . ARE [ A 52
H5HAR; eV BRSO TF
Bt b SR B TR A A () rp o Bk TS RG EEA
RFEHEH, 4 Ja N gk — R AR,
VR TR 2 BERT B AR R AL A 2R Ao XS B3 2K
TR, AT RAFE A B AN — 58 XS RUE R A 1] = 4
o E AR R AL S TR B BT IR A IS O, A
TSIl AR IS FH DAl il b e 3 P XU o
b, A EOT RO SRR . AR
5T AR AT T, BRI AR AR R AR R 2 W Y
RO HAR FIALAR S 77 50 v R AR B 3 25 0
2, e 1 T B AR bR (L3 AP 2 R 1 & LT
RE IR 7T, WL 2 5 (A F B AR 261 S AR E B4R
PR IS 520 1 B AR RIRLAR, D9 B AP i e
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T, [ERAE R R P E T A R AR RS,
“Hh R S EAE R GRS BLAE RSB
HL, D BETE I BT AR A A A 73 RS TR EK
PERSCRE . —RMEREN ZRE T, fHk
B YRR B A A T DL AL AR ) 2 18]
HIRS AT, DR SE SR o AEPIE AR AR LL
AR RIRIE R IR EG 2, LASKATHIMAL 4 fE T
FRELR . AT IEAEHE I TR K E A IRE & Fh
I Tt M 2 DUA SIS b, TR B 5 Ak
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Fig. 3 Re-balancing model of crop root-shoot relationship under intercropping and alternate intercropping
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