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Abstract: Various patterns of potato intercropping with maize were set out, and crop yield, output value and
water utilization efficiency were analyzed in this research. Two-lines maize inter—cropping with 3 —-lines potato
(land usage in 1: 1.5) was the best treatment in terms of output value, in which the output value was up to 1 703.2
RMB per 666.7 m? increasing by 30.75% and 7.70%, respectively, compared with monocropping maize and
potato. The output of intercropping potato with maize was 1 571.1-1 703.0 RMB per 666.7 m? and the producti-
vity was 3.78-3.79 RMB per cubic meter of water. Compared with monocropping of main staple crops and other
intercropping model, potato intercropping with maize showed advantage regarding water saving and economic
benefit, and therefore is agronomic measure needed further research in depth.
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