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INTRODUCTION
Among the various components of the soil-

plant system, nutrient cycling is related directly 
to aboveground system productivity. Litter is one 
of the aboveground system fragments, which is a 
vital bridge to the belowground carbon cycle. The 
cycle of carbon and nutrient is the main ecosystem 
process driven by plant litter decomposition (Brad- 
ford et al., 2017; Giweta, 2020). Therefore, apart in 
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ABSTRACT
Litter is a fragment of aboveground carbon stocks, a vital bridge to the belowground carbon cycle. Land conversion to agricultural purposes will affect 
litter production. This study aimed to compare the litter production of natural forests with cocoa-based agroforestry systems (AFS) in West Sumatra. Litter 
production was measured in five different types of ecosystems, namely natural forest (NF), cocoa-rubber-based AFS (CR), multistrata cocoa-based AFS 
(CM), cocoa-coconut-based AFS (CC), and cocoa monoculture (M). This study is quantitative research with the collection method. The difference in litter 
production between the five ecosystems observed was tested using ANOVA parametric statistical method. Litter was collected monthly for one year in 
which litter traps were evenly distributed in each research plot. Ecosystems of NF and M produced the highest annual litter (6.04 Mg ha-1 and 4.65 Mg ha-1 
respectively), while CR produced the lowest one (2.52 Mg ha-1). Although this study did not perform comprehensive modeling of decomposition dynamics, the 
measurement of annual litter production can provide a further understanding of the dynamics of ecosystem carbon, especially in cocoa-based agroforestry.
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ABSTRAK
Serasah adalah bagian dari stok karbon di atas permukaan tanah yang merupakan penghubung penting pada siklus karbon di bawah permukaan tanah. Konversi 
lahan untuk kepentingan pertanian bisa mempengaruhi produksi serasah. Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk membandingkan produksi serasah dari hutan alami 
dengan sistem agroforestri (SAF) berbasis kakao di Sumatera Barat. Produksi serasah diukur pada lima tipe ekosistem yang berbeda, antara lain hutan alami 
(H), SAF berbasis kakao-karet (KK), SAF kakao multistrata, (KM), SAF berbasis kakao kelapa (KKel) dan ekosistem monokultur kakao (M). Penelitian ini merupakan 
penelitian kuantitatif dengan metode koleksi. Perbedaan produksi serasah di antara lima ekosistem diuji dengan pendekatan statistik ANOVA parametrik. 
Serasah dikoleksi per bulan selama satu tahun menggunakan perangkap serasah yang didistribusikan secara merata di setiap petak penelitian. Ekosistem H 
dan M memproduksi serasah tahunan tertinggi (6.04 Mg ha-1 dan 4.65 Mg ha-1 berturut-turut), sementara KK terendah (2.52 Mg ha-1). Meskipun penelitian 
ini tidak menyediakan pemodelan dinamika dekomposisi yang komprehensif, pengukuran produksi serasah tahunan dapat menambah pengetahuan untuk 
lebih memahami dinamika karbon ekosistem, terutama pada sistem agroforestri berbasis kakao.

Kata Kunci: Agroforestri, Stok karbon, Kakao, Serasah
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addition to the data on the vegetation biomass, the 
National Inventory Report and the Kyoto Protocol 
Report under the United Nations Framework Con-
vention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) require 
separated measurements of litter and wood debris 
biomass (The United Nations Framework Conven-
tion on Climate Change [UNFCC], 2015).

Based on the structural parameters of vegeta-
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tion, such as species abundance and diversity, litter 
production provides key information about the 
functioning of a balanced ecosystem (Petraglia et 
al., 2019). Litter production patterns between 
ecosystems vary depending on altitude, latitude, 
soil fertility, standing structure, climate, and 
tree species composition (Apriyanto et al., 2021; 
Primo et al., 2021). Apart from these factors, land 
management of various types of human activities 
also provides dynamics to litter production and 
decomposition patterns. Regarding the effects of 
human activities on terrestrial ecosystems, land 
use categories and histories are the key factors in 
determining the level of carbon stock balance in 
the soil (Sleeter et al., 2018). Conversion of forest 
land to agricultural land reduces soil carbon stock 
because it will affect litter production (Auliyani et 
al., 2019 ; Yue et al., 2020). Thus, research is needed 
to compare litter carbon stocks in natural forests 
and agricultural land.

The Agroforestry System (AFS) is one of the best 
approaches to reduce pressure on natural forest 
while still meeting local economic needs. In Indo-
nesia, one of the most common crops grown by 
AFS approach is cocoa (Theobroma cacao L.), which 
originally grows in tropical rain forests. This study 
aimed to compare the litter production of natural 
forest with cocoa-based agroforestry systems (AFS) 
and cocoa monoculture in West Sumatera. Cocoa-
based agroforestry and other types of agroforestry 
can be awarded credit for its services in storing 
carbon (Roziaty & Pristiwi, 2020) . Carbon stocks 
of AFS with perennial mixtures such as cocoa and 
coffee vary between 12 and 228 MgC per hectare 
and have the potential to mitigate climate change 
(Madountsap et al., 2018; Santhyami et al., 2018; 
Besar et al., 2020; Batsi et al., 2021).

Estimates of annual litter production are a pre-
requisite for forest soil carbon stocks modeling and 
their associated changes in biodiversity, decomposi-

tion dynamics, and even energy cycles (Krishna & 
Mohan, 2017). Although this study did not carry 
out comprehensive modeling of decomposition 
dynamics, the measurement of annual litter pro-
duction could provide further understanding of 
ecosystem carbon dynamics, especially cocoa-based 
agroforestry.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study Area

This study is quantitative research with the 
collection method. The study was conducted 
from March 2017 to March 2018. The research 
was conducted in cocoa-rubber based AFS (CR), 
multistrata cocoa-based AFS (CM), and natural 
ecosystem (NF) located in Nagari Simpang, Sim- 
pati Subdistrict, Pasaman Region. Meanwhile, 
the cocoa-based AFS grown under coconut (C. 
nucifera) (CC) and cocoa monoculture (M) are 
located in Sungai Geringging, Padang Pariaman 
Region, West Sumatera (Figure 1). Tree community 
composition and structure of each cocoa-based 
agroforestry has been studied by Santhyami et al., 
(2020). Natural forest was represented by Bukit 
Badindiang in Pasaman, a traditionally protected 
and managed by local community (Santhyami et 
al., 2021). 

The location of the NF is at an altitude of 500 
meters above sea level with hilly topography. The 
location of the CM and CR is at an altitude of 
250 meters above sea level with a flat topography. 
The location of the CC and M is at an altitude of 
180 meters above sea level with a flat topography. 
The soil in Simpati Subdistrict is classified as 
red and yellow litosol and podzolic (Badan Pusat 
Statistik [BPS] Pasaman, 2018). The soil in Sungai 
Geringging District is alluvial, podzolic, and peat 
(Pemerintah Kabupaten Padang Pariaman 2013). 
These two districts are classified in wet areas with 
type A rainfall (Schmidt & Ferguson, 1951).
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Data Collection
The litter was collected monthly for one year 

with a litter trap, every beginning of the month. 
The traps were spread inside plots. The minimal 
area of plots for a natural forest in Indonesia is 1 
ha (Rosalina et al., 2014), while for plantation land 
as agroforestry is ¼ ha (ForestWorks ISC, 2014). 
On this basis, 25 plots were designed in the forest 
and six plots on each agroforestry and monoculture 
practices with a size of 400 m2 for each plot (Badan 
Standar Nasional Indonesia [BSNI], 2011).

The litter trap is an open wooden frame with 
a size of 50x50 cm and a height of 30 cm. This 
wooden frame was covered with 1-mm nylon cloth 
material. Each plot consisted four litter traps, 
randomly distributed within the plot. Trap posi-
tions were changed monthly (Dawoe et al., 2010). 
Each litter trap was raised 10 cm above the ground 
surface to prevent decomposition (Figure 2). The 
collected litter was then dried until it reached a 
constant weight. Litter production is expressed in 
Mg ha-1.

The point intercept method (Mueller-Dombois 
and Ellenberg, 1974; Nunes et al., 2015; Thacker 
et al., 2015) was used to calculate the percentage 
of land canopy cover. A plot of 400m2 with a size 
of 20 x 20m was divided into 100 square frames 
and mapped on a piece of graph paper. This point 
interception method has the principle of reducing 

Figure 1. Research location in West Sumatera, Indonesia: CM (Multi-strata Cocoa), CR (Cocoa-Rubber) and NF (Natural Forest) 
in Nagari Simpang Alahan Mati, Kabupaten Pasaman; CC (Cocoa-Coconut) and M (Monoculture) 

in Sungai Geringging, Padang Pariaman

Figure 2. Litter trap design
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each small square to a midpoint and observing and 
calculating the cut point as a percentage of the tree 
canopy. The interception was measured by a simple 
periscope using a tube with a mirrored base to see 
if the canopy was closed.

Data Analysis
The difference in litter production between 

the five ecosystems observed was tested using 
the ANOVA parametric statistical method with 
a 95% confidence level for normally distributed 
and homogeneous data or the Kruskal Wallis 
non-parametric statistical method with a 95% 
confidence level for normally undistributed and 
non-homogeneous data. The post hoc tests were 
performed, namely Tukey’s Honestly Significant 
Different (Tukey’s HSD) for ANOVA and the 
Mann Whitney U test for Kruskal Wallis.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Monthly litter production was measured from 

March 2017 to February 2018 in five different 
ecosystem types, namely natural forest (NF), cacao-
rubber-based AFS (CR), multistrata cocoa-based 
AFS (CM), cacao-coconut-based AFS (CC), and 
cacao monoculture (M). Table 1 shows the compari-
son of annual litter production in four cocoa-based 
AFS and natural forest. This table also shows the 
comparison of the stand basal area (Santhyami et 
al., 2018) and the percentage of canopy cover (%) 
as the basis for analysis. Forest and monoculture 
ecosystems were the groups that produce the high-
est annual total litter, which was 6.04 Mg ha-1 and 
4.65 Mg ha-1, respectively, while the lowest was 
produced by CR (2.52 Mg ha-1).

This study shows that litter production is related 
to the value of the basal area and the percentage of 

Table 1. Litter carbon stock of natural forest and four cocoa-based AFS 

Type of land use Stand Basal Area (SBA) 
(m2 ha-1)

Canopy cover percentages 
(%)

Annual litter production
 (Mg ha-1)

Cocoa – Rubber (CR) 22.27 79.50 2.52a

Multistrata Cocoa (CM) 34.42 92.67 2.92a

Cocoa Coconut (CC) 29.15 82.17 3.96b

Cocoa Monoculture (M) 9.74 61.67 4.65bc

Natural Forest (NF) 43.34 93.24 6.04c

 
Remarks: Values followed by the same letters in the same column are not significantly different based on Tukey’s HSD test

canopy cover (Table 1). Basal area is reflected by tree 
size, stand volume, and biomass (Torres & Lovett 
2013), so forests have a higher litter production. 
Huang et al., (2018) reported that litter produc-
tion in natural forests was strongly influenced by 
the stand basal area, age structure, stem volume, 
altitude, and seasonal and climatic factors. The 
stand basal area of ​​cocoa-based AFS in this study 
was lower than in forests, therefore the litter pro-
duction was also lower than in forests. This result 
is in line with the research of Owusu-Sekyere et 
al., (2006) and Triadiati  et al., (2011), reporting 
that the annual litter production of primary or 

secondary forests is greater than that of cocoa 
plantations. The natural forest in this study had a 
litter production of 6.04 Mg ha-1 year-1. The forest in 
this study was customary land in a protected area. 
The most dominant tree species in this forest was 
Tarok tree (Campnospera auriculata). This species 
has thickly leathery broad leaf blades. However, the 
natural forest litter production in this study was 
smaller than in the primary forest in Lore Lindu 
National Park, Central Sulawesi (13.67 Mg ha-1 
year-1) (Triadiati et al., 2011) and Ghana (8 Mg ha-1 
year-1) (Owusu-Sekyere et al., 2006).

According to the results of the one-way ANOVA 
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Figure 3. (a). Monthly litter production (March 2017 – February 2018), (b). Climatic condition of West Sumatera 
(March 2017 – February 2018) (Source: BMKG 2018)

(b)

test, the annual litter production of these five 
ecosystems was significantly different. Ecosystems 
based on the level of litter production from the low-
est to the highest were grouped into three groups, 
namely CR - CM, CC - M, and M - NF. Statistically, 
the production of litter in cocoa monocultures was 
higher than in agroforestry practices and forests. 
In monoculture farming, farmers performed more 
intensive care than those in agroforestry. The action 
of pruning was done periodically. Some litter from 
this pruning process were netted into the trap.  

Apart from the pruning factor, the high annual 

litter production in monoculture practices is also 
influenced by environmental pressures. Miyaji 
et al., (1997) mention that cocoa leaves have a 
shorter lifespan and easily fall when planted in an 
environment with high sunlight exposure. This 
theory is in line with the data of canopy cover per-
centages measured by the point intercept method. 
The monoculture cocoa ecosystem had the lowest 
canopy cover percentage, causing high exposure 
to sunlight (Table 1). Exposure to full sunlight 
can result in the stomata closure to reduce water 
loss so that photosynthetic activity and growth are 
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slowed down. This sensitive response is related to 
the nature of cocoa as understory species of the 
forest. T. cacao is a C3 plant species that adapts to 
semi-shade on the forest floor. Full sunshine can be 
a growth stress factor rather than a stimulant factor. 
Photosynthesis in cocoa is saturated at a photon 
flux density of 400 μmol m-2 s-1 that is equivalent 
to 25% full light. The litter production data in this 
study fit the description of this theory. The pro-
duction rate of monoculture litter is much higher 
than that of shaded cocoa indicating shorter leaves 
age as a form of pressure response to drought and 
high sunlight radiation (Kunikullaya et al., 2018).

The cacao - coconut and cacao monocultures 
produced higher litter production than the cacao-
rubber and multistrata cocoa-based AFS. Cocoa 
has relatively broad leaves. Kuruppuarachchi et al., 
(2013) reported that forests dominated by broad-
leaf trees were able to contribute higher litter as a 
nutrient source compared to forests dominated by 
narrow-leaf trees. This explains why the production 
of litter in cocoa monoculture is relatively high.

Litter production in cocoa-based AFS in West 
Sumatra is smaller than that at two other loca-
tions in Indonesia, namely in Central Sulawesi 
and Lampung. In Central Sulawesi, the type of 
cocoa-based AFS varied between cocoa planted 
under intentionally planted shade trees (Glyricidium 
sepium), cocoa planted between local trees, and 
cocoa planted under heavily shaded forests (rustic 
cacao agroforestry). The annual litter production 
ranged from 4.98 to 8.23 ​​Mg ha-1 year-1 (Triadiati et 
al., 2011). In Lampung, most cocoa-based AFS was 
dominated by durian and coffee trees as mixture 
plant. This AFS produced 11.56 Mg ha-1 year-1 litter 
(Indriyanto, 2009). Otherwise, tree stand densi-
ties in CR, CM, and CC in West Sumatra were 
higher than that in cocoa agroforestry in Lampung 
and Sulawesi (Santhyami et al., 2020). Vegetation 
standing on fertile soils results in a higher rate 

of litter production because biomass input from 
litter contributes back to soil fertility (Dawoe  et 
al., 2010). On this basis, agroforestry land in West 
Sumatra is likely to be less fertile compared to that 
in Lampung and Central Sulawesi, given the acidic 
soil conditions and relatively low nutrient content 
in the study sites (Santhyami et al., 2018).

Litter production fluctuates every month (Triad-
iati et al., 2011; Kitayama et al., 2020). This study 
supports this theory. Figure 3a shows the variation 
in monthly litter production in five ecosystem 
groups compared to variations in climatic condi-
tions (air humidity and monthly average rainfall) 
in Figure 3b.

Forest (NF) and multistrata cocoa-based AFS 
(CM) produced the highest litter in July - Septem-
ber 2017 (0.66 - 0.78 Mg ha-1). Other ecosystem 
types did not show a dominant trend of monthly 
litter production during certain seasons. Litter 
production in natural forest and multistrata cocoa-
based AFS was influenced by the interaction of 
monthly climatic factors. In these two ecosystems, 
high litter production coincides with periods of 
low humidity and low precipitation. July - Septem-
ber of 2017 were the driest months, showing the 
lowest precipitation rate throughout the year in 
West Sumatra (Badan Meteorologi, Klimatologi 
dan Geofisika [BMKG], 2018). Seasonal patterns 
of litter production in primary forests and cocoa 
agroforestry in Ghana, which increase in the 
dry season, indicate a physiological response to 
drought/reduced humidity playing a major role 
in this process (Dawoe et al., 2010). This factor, 
along with the low night time temperature in the 
dry season, stimulates the synthesis of abscisic acid 
in leaves. Abscisic acid enhances the leaf fall (Yang 
et al., 2003). Most studies on litter production in 
tropical forests show a strong association between 
seasonal litter production and dry season as the 
peak litter production (Seta & Zerihun, 2018; Gi-
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weta, 2020; Primo et al., 2021). The litter season 
pattern generally depends on factors related to leaf 
shedding (Lian & Zhang, 1998).

The pattern of litter production in forest and 
multistrata cocoa-based AFS in this study is in line 
with the pattern of litter production in other tropi-
cal natural forest. On the other hand, the cacao 
- rubber, cocoa - coconut and cacao monoculture 
did not show any peak of litter production pattern. 
This contradictory finding was also reported in 
forests without dry seasons, such as the tropical rain 
forest of Atlantis in Brazil where the peak of litter 
production occurs during the rainy season. This 
indicates that the litter loss is due to mechanical 
factors (de Moraes et al., 1999). The mechanical 
factors referred to in the three groups in this study 
(CR, CC and M) were all anthropogenic factors, 
such as maintenance, pruning, and harvesting that 
trigger leaf fall. Fertilization was done routinely 
by Pariaman farmers once a year, while the cocoa-
based AFS in Pasaman was generally not fertilized. 
To keep the soil moisture, especially during the 
period before flowering and fruiting, farmers carry 
out pruning practice. Cocoa farmers will at least 
carry out the maintenance process three to four 
times a year. The pruning rejuvenates cocoa trees 
and increases higher cacao yields. By pruning, the 
trees have been re-grown to optimal crown shape 
and height (Rouse et al., 2017). The pruning al-
lows the efficiency of cultivation management 
and harvest. The open canopy allows the shift of 
a full-sun plantation to agroforestry. The light can 
penetrate the land floor, thereby facilitating the 
growth of planted tree seedlings and other crops 
(Riedel et al., 2019). 

CONCLUSION
Litter is one of the aboveground system frag-

ments, which is a vital bridge to the belowground 

carbon cycle. Natural forest and cocoa monoculture 
ecosystems produced the highest annual total litter 
of 6.04 Mg ha-1 and 4.65 Mg ha-1, respectively, while 
the lowest production was in CR (2.52 Mg ha-1). 
Ecosystems based on the level of litter production 
from the lowest to the highest were grouped into 
three, namely Cocoa-Rubber – Multistrata Cocoa, 
Cocoa-Coconut – Cocoa Monoculture, and Cocoa 
Monoculture – Natural Forest. Litter production 
in cocoa monocultures was higher than in agro-
forestry practices and natural forests. Cocoa-based 
monoculture farmers performed more intensive 
care than those in agroforestry one. The pruning 
increased the litter production trapped into the 
net. Litter production fluctuated every month. The 
NF and CM ecosystems produced the highest litter 
during the dry season, around 0.66 - 0.78 Mg ha-1. 
Other ecosystem groups did not show a dominant 
trend of litter production during certain seasons.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The authors would like to thank the staff of 

Keltan and Gapoktan both in Pasaman and Padang 
Pariaman for access and permission for plotting 
and laying traps. The authors also thank the 
Chemical Laboratory of Padang State University 
for the assistance.

REFERENCES
Apriyanto, E., Hidayat, F., Nugroho, P.A.A, Tarigan, I. (2021). Lit-

terfall production and decomposition in three types of land 
use in Bengkulu Protection Forest. Planta Tropika: Jurnal 
Agrosains (Journal of Agro Science) 9(1), 35 – 41.  https://doi.
org/10.18196/pt.v9i1.4019. 

Badan Meteorologi, Klimatologi dan Geofisika (BMKG). (2018). Data 
online pusat database BMKG. Retrivied March 25, 2018, from 
https://dataonline.bmkg.go.id/home

Badan Pusat Statistik (BPS) Pasaman. (2018). Statistik kecamatan 
Simpang Alahan Mati. Retrieved February 14, 2021, from 
https://pasamankab.bps.go.id/publication.html

Badan Standar Nasional Indonesia (BSNI). (2011). Pengukuran dan 
penghitungan cadangan karbon – pengukuran lapangan untuk 
penaksiran cadangan karbon hutan (ground based forest 
carbon accounting). BSN. Jakarta: i + 16 hlm.

https://www.google.com/search?q=DOI%3A+10.18196%2Fpt.v9i1.4019.+&sxsrf=ALiCzsY8VpGwSLxtna-cSTYe_fWbRCPCMQ%3A1660886599409&source=hp&ei=Rx7_Yq2QFYj8wAPB1ZnwDw&iflsig=AJiK0e8AAAAAYv8sV_b5R6XBJglwieAkKDAHEaTw0Lj_&ved=0ahUKEwjtz5DelNL5AhUIPnAKHcFqBv4Q4dUDCAY&uact=5&oq=DOI%3A+10.18196%2Fpt.v9i1.4019.+&gs_lcp=Cgdnd3Mtd2l6EANQAFgAYMYGaABwAHgAgAFaiAFakgEBMZgBAKABAqABAQ&sclient=gws-wiz
https://www.google.com/search?q=DOI%3A+10.18196%2Fpt.v9i1.4019.+&sxsrf=ALiCzsY8VpGwSLxtna-cSTYe_fWbRCPCMQ%3A1660886599409&source=hp&ei=Rx7_Yq2QFYj8wAPB1ZnwDw&iflsig=AJiK0e8AAAAAYv8sV_b5R6XBJglwieAkKDAHEaTw0Lj_&ved=0ahUKEwjtz5DelNL5AhUIPnAKHcFqBv4Q4dUDCAY&uact=5&oq=DOI%3A+10.18196%2Fpt.v9i1.4019.+&gs_lcp=Cgdnd3Mtd2l6EANQAFgAYMYGaABwAHgAgAFaiAFakgEBMZgBAKABAqABAQ&sclient=gws-wiz
https://dataonline.bmkg.go.id/home
https://pasamankab.bps.go.id/publication.html


109

Batsi, G., Sonwa, D.J., Mangaza, L., Ebuy, J., Kahindo, J.M. (2021). 
Preliminary estimation of above-ground carbon storage in cocoa 
agroforests of Bengamisa-Yangambi forest landscape (Demo-
cratic Republic of Congo). Agroforest Syst., 95, 1505–1517. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-00657-z

Besar, N.A., Suardi, H., Phua, M.H. et al. (2020) Carbon stock and 
sequestration potential of an agroforestry system in Sabah, Ma-
laysia. Forests 11, 1–16. https://doi.org/10.3390/f11020210 

Bradford, M.A., Veen, G.F., Bonis, A. et al. (2017) A test of the 
hierarchical model of litter decomposition. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 1, 
1836–184. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0367-4

Dawoe, E.K., Isaac, M.E., & Quashie-Sam, J. (2010). Litterfall and 
litter nutrient dynamics under cocoa ecosystems in lowland 
humid Ghana. Plant Soil, 330, 55 – 64.  https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11104-009-0173-0

de Moraes, R.M., Delitti, W.B.C., & de Vuono, Y.S. (1999). Litterfall 
and litter nutrient content in two Brazilian tropical forests. 
Rev. Bras. Bot., 22, 9 – 16.  https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-
84041999000100002

ForestWorks ISC. (2014). Learning resource for undertake carbon 
stock sampling of forests and plantations. Commonwealth of 
Australia. Australia: 1+52 hlm.

Giweta, M. (2020). Role of litter production and its decomposition, 
and factors affecting the processes in a tropical forest eco-
system: a review. J ecology environ., 44, 1 – 11. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s41610-020-0151-2

Huang, Y., Ma, K., Niklaus, P.A. & Schmid, B. (2018). Leaf-litter 
overyielding in a forest biodiversity experiment in subtropical 
China. Forest Ecosystems 5, 38, 1 – 9.

Indriyanto (2009). Produksi serasah pada komunitas hutan yang 
dikelola petani dalam Register 19 Provinsi Lampung. Prosiding 
penelitian-penelitian agroforestri di Indonesia. INAFE Publisher, 
Lampung: pp. 75 – 83.

Kitayama, K., Ushio, M., Aiba, S.I. (2020). Temperature is a dominant 
driver of distinct annual seasonality of leaf litter production of 
equatorial tropical rain forests. Journal of Ecology, https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365-2745.13500

Krishna, M. P., & Mohan, H. (2017). Litter decomposition in forest 
ecosystems: A review. Energy. Ecology & Environment, 2, 
236–249.

Kunikullaya, A., Suresh, G.J., Balakrishnan, S., Kumar, M., Jeyakumar, 
P., Kumaravadivel, N. & Jegadeeswari, V. (2018). Effect of water 
stress on photosynthetic parameters of cocoa (Theobroma 
cacao L.) genotypes. International Journal of Chemical Studies, 
6(6), 1021-1025.  

Kuruppuarachchi, K.A.J.M., Seneviratne, G., & Madurapperuma, 
B.D. (2013). Drought induced fine root growth and canopy 
green-up of tropical dry zone vegetations in Sri Lanka. Journal 
of Tropical Forestry and Environment, 3: 17 – 23. https://doi.
org/10.31357/jtfe.v3i1.1119

Lian, Y., & Zhang, Q. (1998). Conversion of natural broad-leaved 
evergreen forest into pure and mixed plantation forests in a 
sub-tropical area: effects on nutrient cycling. Can. J. For. Res., 
28, 1518 – 1529 https://doi.org/10.1139/x98-173

Madountsap, N., Zapfack, L., Chimi, C. et al. (2018) Carbon storage 
potential of cacao agroforestry systems of different age and 
management intensity. Clim. Dev. 11,543–554. https://doi.or

g/10.1080/17565529.2018.1456895 
Miyaji, K.I., Da Silva, W.S., & Alvim, P.D.T. (1997). Longevity of 

leaves of a tropical tree, Theobroma cacao, grown under 
shading, in relation to position within the canopy and time of 
emergence. New Phytol., 135 (3), 445 – 454. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.1997.00667.x

Mueller-Dombois, D., & Ellenberg, H. (1974). Aims and method of 
vegetation ecology. John Wiley & Sons, New York.

Nunes, A., Tápia, S., Pinho, P., Correia, O., Branquinho, C. (2015) Ad-
vantages of the point-intercept method for assessing function-
al diversity in semi-arid areas.  iForest - Biogeosciences and 
Forestry, 8, 471-479. https://doi.org/10.3832/ifor1261-007

Owusu-Sekyere, E., Cobbina, J., & Wakatsuki, T. (2006). Nutrient 
cycling in parimary, secondary forests and cacao plantation in 
the Ashanti Region, Ghana. West Africa J. Applied Ecol., 9, 10 
– 18. https://doi.org/10.4314/wajae.v9i1.45680

Pemerintah Kabupaten Padang Pariaman (2013).  Laporan Status 
Lingkungan Hidup Daerah Kabupaten Padang Pariaman Tahun 
2013. http://perpustakaan.menlhk.go.id/pustaka/images/docs/
LAPORAN%20SLHD%20PADANG%20PARIaman%202013.pdf 
Accesed June 29th 2020

Petraglia, A., Cacciatori, C., Chelli, S., Fenu, G., Calderisi, G., Gargano, 
D., Abeli, T., Orsenigo, S., Carbognani, M. (2019). Litter de-
composition: effects of temperature driven by soil moisture 
and vegetation type. Plant Soil 435, 187–200. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11104-018-3889-x

Primo, A.A., Araujo, M.D.M., Silva, K.F., Silva, L.A., Pereira, G.A.C., 
Fernandes, F.E.P., Pompeu, R.C.F.F., Natale, W., & de Souza, H.A. 
(2021). Litter production and nutrient deposition from native 
woody species in the Brazilian semi-arid region. Agroforest 
Syst 95,1459–1464. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-
00652-4.

Riedel, J., Kagi, N., Armengot, L., & Schneider, M. (2019). Ef-
fects of rehabilitation pruning and agroforestry on cacao 
tree development and yield in an older full-sun plantation. 
Experimental Agriculture, 1–17. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0014479718000431

Rosalina, Y., Kartawinata, K., Nisyawati, Nurdin, E., & Supriatna, J. 
(2014). Floristic composition and structure of a peat swamp 
forest in the conservation area of the PT. National Sago Prima, 
Selat Panjang, Riau, Indonesia. Reindwardtia, 14(1), 193 – 120. 
https://doi.org/10.14203/reinwardtia.v14i1.416

Rouse, R.E., Ozores-Hampton, M., Roka, F.M. & Roberts, P. (2017). 
Rehabilitation of Huanglongbing-affected citrus trees using 
severe pruning and enhanced foliar nutritional treatments. 
Hortscience 52(7), 972 – 978.

Santhyami, Basukriadi, A., & Patria, M.P. (2018). The comparison of 
aboveground C-Stock between cacao-based agroforestry sys-
tem and cacao monoculture practice in West Sumatra, Indone-
sia. Biodiversitas, 19(2), 472 – 479. https://doi.org/10.13057/
biodiv/d190214

Santhyami, Basukriadi, A., & Patria, M.P. (2020). Tree community 
composition and structure of cacao (Theobroma cacao L.) based 
agroforestry in West Sumatera, Indonesia.  Bioeksperimen, 6(1), 
52 – 59. https://doi.org/10.23917/bioeksperimen.v6i1.10433

Schmidt, F.H., & Ferguson, J.H. (1951). Rainfall types based on 
wet and dry period rations for Indonesia with Western New 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-00657-z
https://doi.org/10.3390/f11020210
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0367-4
https://scholar.google.co.id/scholar?q=DOI:10.1007/s11104-009-0173-0&hl=id&as_sdt=0&as_vis=1&oi=scholart
https://scholar.google.co.id/scholar?q=DOI:10.1007/s11104-009-0173-0&hl=id&as_sdt=0&as_vis=1&oi=scholart
https://www.scielo.br/j/rbb/a/NgKxKrHVz874LNbfwRx4Tck/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/rbb/a/NgKxKrHVz874LNbfwRx4Tck/?lang=en
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41610-020-0151-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41610-020-0151-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13500
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13500
https://doi.org/10.31357/jtfe.v3i1.1119
https://doi.org/10.31357/jtfe.v3i1.1119
https://doi.org/10.1139/x98-173
https://doi.org/10.1080/17565529.2018.1456895
https://doi.org/10.1080/17565529.2018.1456895
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.1997.00667.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.1997.00667.x
https://doi.org/10.3832/ifor1261-007
https://doi.org/10.4314/wajae.v9i1.45680
http://perpustakaan.menlhk.go.id/pustaka/images/docs/LAPORAN SLHD PADANG PARIaman 2013.pdf
http://perpustakaan.menlhk.go.id/pustaka/images/docs/LAPORAN SLHD PADANG PARIaman 2013.pdf
http://perpustakaan.menlhk.go.id/pustaka/images/docs/LAPORAN SLHD PADANG PARIaman 2013.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-018-3889-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-018-3889-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-00652-4.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-00652-4.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479718000431
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479718000431
https://doi.org/10.14203/reinwardtia.v14i1.416
https://doi.org/10.13057/biodiv/d190214
https://doi.org/10.13057/biodiv/d190214
https://doi.org/10.23917/bioeksperimen.v6i1.10433


Planta Tropika: Jurnal Agrosains (Journal of Agro Science) 
Vol. 10 No. 2 / August 2022110

Guinea.Verhandelingen Djawatan Meteorologi dan Geofisika, 
Djakarta 42.

Seta T, Zerihun W. (2018). Litterfall dynamics in Boter-Becho forest: 
moist evergreen montane forests of southwestern Ethiopia. J 
Ecol Nat Environ., 10(1),13–21.

Sleeter, B.M., Liu, J., Daniel, C., Rayfield, B., Sherba, J., Hawbaker, 
T., Zhu, Z., Selmants, P.C., & Loveland, T.R. (2018). Effects of 
contemporary land-use and land-cover change on the carbon 
balance of terrestrial ecosystems in the United States. Environ. 
Res. Lett., 13, 045006

Thacker, E., Messmer, T., & Burritt, B. (2015). Sage-grouse habitat 
monitoring: Daubenmire versus line-point intercept. Rangelands 
37:7–13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rala.2014.12.002

The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCC). (2015). Measurements for estimation of carbon 
stocks in afforestation and reforestation project activities 
under the Clean Development Mechanism: A Field Manual.  
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.  
https://unfccc.int/resource/docs/publications/cdm_afforesta-
tion_field-manual_web.pdf 

Torres, A.B., Lovett, J.C. (2013). Using basal area to estimate 
aboveground carbon stocks in forests: La Primavera Bio-
sphere’s Reserve, Mexico. Forestry, 86, 267 – 281. https://doi.
org/10.1093/forestry/cps084

Triadiati, S., Tjitrosemito, Guhardja, E., Sudarsono, Qayim, I., & 
Leuschner, C. (2011). Litterfall production and leaf-litter de-
composition at natural forest and caco agroforestry in Central 
Sulawesi, Indonesia. Asian Journal of Biological Sciences, 4(3), 
221 – 234. https://doi.org/10.3923/ajbs.2011.221.234

Yang, Y.S., Guo. J.F., Chen, G.S., He, Z.M., & Xie, J.S. (2003). Effect of 
slash burning on nutrient removal and soil fertility in Chinese 
fir and evergreen broadleaved forests of midsubtropical China. 
Pedosphere, 13, 87 – 96

Yue, C., Ciais, P., Houghton, R.A. & Nassikas, A.A. (2020). Contribu-
tion of land use to the interannual variability of the land car-
bon cycle. Nat. Commun., 11, 3170. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41467-020-16953-8

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rala.2014.12.002
https://unfccc.int/resource/docs/publications/cdm_afforestation_field-manual_web.pdf
https://unfccc.int/resource/docs/publications/cdm_afforestation_field-manual_web.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cps084
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cps084
https://doi.org/10.3923/ajbs.2011.221.234
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16953-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16953-8

	_30j0zll
	Burhan
	Dubey
	Estiaty
	Gunawan
	Handayani
	Hartatik
	Khan
	Islam
	Kottegoda
	Lateef
	Napitulu
	Noviyanita
	Piras
	Prasetya
	Rais
	Rugayah
	Safitri
	Sudirja
	Sutardi
	Syawal
	Tuhuteru
	YuvarajM
	Subramanian

