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Abstract. Agroforestry-based paludiculture in peatland requires rewetting of drained peatlands and the potential to offer 

sustainable economic returns to strengthen rural livelihoods. Composition of agroforestry-based paludiculture delivers 

varied ecosystem services, products as well as environmental impact reduction. There is still a lack of knowledge about the 

agroforestry composition on rewetted peatlands. The objective of this study is to assess different compositions of 

agroforestry-based paludiculture for sustainable peatland management in Indonesian tropical peatland. The study methods 

are paludiculture species identification, provisioning services and valuation, stakeholder analysis, scenario analysis, and 

multi-criteria analysis. 16 potential paludiculture species were identified, namely Manggis (Garcinia mangostana), 

Rambutan (Nephelium lappaceum.), Kangkong (Ipomoea aquatica Forsk.), Bitter melon (Momordia charantia), Sagu 

(Metroxylon sagu Rottb.), Jelutung (Dyera costulata), Rotan (Calamus sp.), Gelam (Melaleuca cajuputi Powell), Gemor 

(Nothaphoebe coriacea), Ramin (Gonystylus bancanus), Tengkawang (Shorea spp.), Kemiri (Aleurites moluccana), Sindur 

(Sindora velutina Baker), Tuwa areuy (Derris trifoliata), Areuy carulang (Spatholobus ferrugineus), Ekor kucing (Uraria 

crinita). Three scenarios are developed: economic focus, biodiversity conservation focus, and nitrogen fixation focus. There 

are at least 14 primary stakeholders in the Indonesian peatlands. Private sectors and Governments are more aligned with 

economic focus. NGOs and Research Institutes are more aligned with biodiversity conservation focus scenario. Civil 

societies are more aligned with nitrogen fixation scenario. The result of the multi-criteria analysis showed that the economic 

focus scenario is the most recommended option for agroforestry-based paludiculture, and biodiversity conservation focus 

can be the alternative scenario. Hence, these two scenarios can go hand in hand for sustainable peatland management. The 

concept of agroforestry-based paludiculture can change the social dynamics around the peatlands. Further field experiments 

are urged to investigate the possibility and probability of these agroforestry-based paludiculture species. 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Issues related to peatlands in Indonesia 

Indonesia has around 22 million hectares of 

peatlands, mainly located in Kalimantan, Sumatera 

and Papua. These constitute a large portion of all 

tropical peatlands (Van Beukering et al., 2008). In 

contrast with other tropical peatlands outside 

Southeast Asia, Indonesian peatlands are largely 

degraded. The peatland degradation is mainly 

caused by human activities to drain peatlands for 

palm oil and pulp wood (e.g. Acacia spp.) 

plantations using drainage canals. Deforestation and 

conversion to plantation, illegal logging, and off-

site drainage impacts remain a continuing threat to 

intact Peat Swamp Forests (PSFs) (Tata and 

Susmianto, 2016). Peatland drainage lowers the 

water table and dries out the soil, causing oxidation 

of the peatland. This leads to the fact that Indonesia 

is the third highest emitter of CO2 emissions in the 

world (Hooijer et al., 2006). Drained peatland is 

susceptible to fires during dry periods leading to 

more GHG emissions, haze and causing negative 

health effects and economic losses. A study shows 

the impact of peat fires in degraded peatland is 

estimated to be approximately 1,400 MtCO2/year 

for 1997-2006 (Hooijer et al., 2006). The degraded 

peatland leads to peat oxidation, loss of carbon and 

compaction of the soil cause peatland subsidence, 

and flooding (Hooijer et al., 2012), also biodiversity 

loss, including endemic species such as the Bornean 

Orang-utan (Pongo pygmaeus) (Ancrenaz et al., 

2016).  

A recent study in Kampar peatland (Riau, 

Indonesia) shows that acacia plantations are 

projected to result in drainability and flooding 

problems of 76% of the total area with subsidence 

rate of 3.5 cm/year in 25 years. Furthermore, palm 

oil is dealing with flooding problems of almost 67% 

of the entire area for industrial plantations and 79% 

of the entire area for smallholder plantations with 

subsidence rate of 3.5 cm/year in 25 years 

(Sumarga et al., 2016); (Hooijer et al., 2015b). 

According to (Hooijer et al., 2015a), as peatland 

surface subsides, it will reach an irreversible point 

where flooding events will always occur.  

Another study in Borneo case, peat forest fires 

cause additional serious decline of the Orangutan 

population at least once every decade. The 

population of Bornean Orangutans reduced by more 

than 60% in 1950-2010 and it is predicted the 

number will be further reduced by 22% in 2010-

2025 (Ancrenaz et al., 2016). In 2015, the raging 

forest fires in Borneo threatened one third of the 

world’s remaining wild orang-utans. The effects of 

smoke inhalation on animals are expected to make 

them sick and unable to feed (Vidal, 2015), leading 

to the death and biodiversity loss (Ancrenaz et al., 

2016). 



Another case about the women’s role in Indonesian 
peatland. As stated by Murdiyarso et al. (2005), 

sustainable development requires gender equality in 

daily activities on peatland areas. In fact, women 

actively participate on forest fire fighting until 

informal advocacy to companies that have forest 

concessions. However, they often aren’t involved in 
the decision-making process in peatland restoration 

and rehabilitation; hence their interests and 

aspirations aren’t taken into account (Women 

Research Institute, 2014).   

1.2 Agroforestry-based paludiculture 

Degraded peatland will need to be rewetted to a 

natural state to prevent further loss of carbon. 

According to Wetlands International (2016), 

rewetting and the use of peatland-adapted 

economically interesting species (paludiculture) 

offers an incentive for rewetting already degraded 

peatland and sustains its ecosystem services. A shift 

from drainage-based agriculture to paludiculture is 

required to reduce environmental problems. Priority 

areas are areas close to drainage base and buffer 

zones around PSF that enhances their protection. 

One of the most promising forms of paludiculture is 

agroforestry. Agroforestry defines as a condition 

where the area is planted with mixed tree and crop 

species (Hairiah et al., 2003). Agroforestry-based 

paludiculture on peatland mitigates the 

environmental issues, restores the peatland 

functioning and can provide food for local 

livelihoods. The agroforestry-based paludiculture 

concept is suitable for areas where local people and 

villages depend on the peatland for their livelihood 

as well as for a buffer from fires that started in 

drained areas and as a hydrological buffer around 

remaining PSF. Moreover, this concept supports 

peatland restoration and rehabilitation by providing 

tree and crop with high economic value for the 

replacement of smallholder palm oil and pulp wood 

plantations. Thus, agroforestry-based paludiculture 

has an important role as part of a restoration and 

rehabilitation effort of degraded peatland 

(Widayati, 2016). 

 

1.3 The advantages of agroforestry-based 

paludiculture in peatland 

Agroforestry-based paludiculture provides both 

economic and environmental benefits. As an 

economic benefit, agroforestry-based paludiculture 

diversifies crops; hence reduces dependence on a 

single yield (Godoy and Feaw, 1991). For its 

environmental impact, according to (Suwarno et al., 

2016), agroforestry-based paludiculture releases 

CO2 emission (ton/ha/year) lower than oil palm 

plantation in peatland, but it strongly depends on 

the composition of the agroforestry. Agroforestry 

provides service, namely the habitat for variety of 

wild species (Walter and Pierce, 2008). Thus, 

agroforestry-based paludiculture can also provide 

this service in peatland. Moreover, agroforestry-

based paludiculture can prevent the traditional 

slash-and-burn activities by providing more 

sustainable alternative species than palm oil and 

acacia plantation; thus the rate of peatland 

conversion of natural habitat can be reduced 

(Sumarga et al., 2016). Agroforestry-based 

paludiculture provides a composition of trees and 

plants that can enrich the peat soil. By conducting 

the appropriate tree and crop management, the peat 

soil nutrient content can be richer than monoculture 

paludiculture (Victoria et al., 2012). 

A study shows that Agroforestry-based 

paludiculture can also have significant role in 

biodiversity conservation, especially by promoting 

native tree species that are suitable for sustainable 

peatland management in mix trees and crops 

system, minimizing the chances of pest and disease 

outbreaks, and becoming a windbreak (Kindt et al., 

2005). Moreover, paludiculture consist of legume 

species; thus agroforestry-based paludiculture can 

provide nitrogen fixation in the peatland. According 

to Biswas and Gresshoff (2014), legumes have a 

big contribution to soil fertility due to the symbiosis 

they establish with the nitrogen-fixing bacteria. 

This highers the N in the soil that benefits nitrogen-

limited crops which often produce protein for 

animal and human consumption. 

 

1.4 Issues related to agroforestry-based 

paludiculture in Indonesian peatland 

In Indonesia, agroforestry system has already been 

quite well-known for a long time (ICRAF, n.d.). 

Agroforestry-based paludiculture can provide 

varied commodities, ecosystem services as well as 

reducing environmental impacts of business as 

usual peatland management (Abebe, 2005). A 

detailed analysis of the diversity, species 

compositions, and ecosystem services is still 

missing. This analysis will identify ecological and 

economic benefits; then it will eventually assess 

how it addresses issues before rewetting.  

Only a few studies are published about 

paludiculture species. According to (Tata and 

Susmianto, 2016), there are already nine native 

paludiculture species that have been cultivated 

traditionally in peatland. Another study by Giesen 

(2015a) shows that there are at least 81 suitable 

paludiculture species to be developed in Indonesian 

peatland. Giesen (2015b) analysis of Melaleuca 

cajuputi Powell as a recommended paludiculture 

commodity since it provides economic and 

ecological benefits in peatland. Suwarno (2017) 

developed the establishment of village forest under 

paludiculture’s approach in Mendawai Village, 

Central Kalimantan. Tata et al. (2016) analysed the 

domestication of Dyera polyphylla (Jelutung) in 



peatland agroforestry systems in Jambi, Indonesia. 

Sonderegger and Lanting (2011) explored the 

challenge of sustainable peatland farming in Padang 

Island, Sumatra by adapting the notion of seeking a 

balance between the three dimensions of 

sustainability; the economic, the social, and the 

ecological one. (Joosten et al., 2012) provided the 

guidance for the restoration and sustainable use of 

peatland using paludiculture.   

Other studies in Europe and United States provide a 

broad range of payment for paludiculture marketing 

(wet peatland and forestry) that can stimulate 

peatland rewetting and conserve peatland 

ecosystem functions, such as sale of biomass, agri-

climate and agri-environmental funding 

programmes, framework contracts for nature 

conservation, water abstraction charges, and carbon 

credits (Wichtmann et al., 2016). However, such 

payments are not available yet in Indonesia since 

the market for paludiculture produces still in the 

development phase (Giesen, n.d.). Moreover, Tata 

et al. Tata et al. (2016) analysis of Dyera costulata 

as agroforestry commodity in peatland. However, 

there is no evidence of Dyera costulata can be 

mixed with other paludiculture species. It is still 

integrated with existing farming systems (such as 

coffee, rubber, oil palm, and shrubs). Thus, there is 

still a lack of knowledge about the agroforestry 

composition that is only using paludiculture 

species.  

This study will analyse paludiculture species based 

on Giesen (2015a) and Tata and Susmianto (2016) 

and their primary ecosystem services. Then, the 

possible compositions for agroforestry-based 

paludiculture will be assessed by using scenario 

analysis. By comparing all possible compositions, 

the Multi-Criteria Analysis will determine the best 

agroforestry composition of paludiculture. In the 

end, this study will recommend the possible 

agroforestry composition for sustainable peatland 

management. 

 

2. RESEARCH OBJECTIVE 

The objective of this study is to assess different 

composition of agroforestry-based paludiculture for 

sustainable peatland management in Indonesian 

tropical peatland. This research objective will be 

analysed in sub-research questions: 

 What are the suitable paludiculture species to be 

cultivated in Indonesian peatland in term of 

ecological and economic aspect?  

 What are the provisioning services of 

paludiculture species in Indonesian tropical 

peatland, and what are their values? 

 What are the feasible commodity compositions 

for agroforestry-based paludiculture? 

 Who are the key stakeholders and what is the 

most preferred scenario with regard to 

agroforestry composition in paludiculture? 

 

3. METHODOLOGY 

These study methods are adapted from Sukhdev et 

al. (2010) recommendation on the following most 

important points to be studied: (1) Provisioning 

services, including the selection and description of 

the direct services relevant for paludiculture 

species; (2) Valuation, that related to access of the 

environmental and economic importance of the 

ecosystem services; (3) Stakeholder Analysis; (4) 

Scenario Analysis; (5) Multi-Criteria Analysis. 

 

3.1 Study Site 

This study is located in peatland restoration areas in 

Indonesia. The Republic of Indonesia is an 

archipelago stretching along the equator including 

13,446 islands. It lies between 6
o
N and 11

o
N 

latitudes and between 95
o
E and 141

o
E. Indonesia 

has approximately 2,000,000 km
2
 of land area and 

3,000,000 km
2
 of sea area. Indonesia is located 

between Asian Continent and Australian Continent, 

and between the Indian Ocean and the Pacific 

Ocean. Indonesia has boundaries with Malaysia, 

Singapore, Vietnam, Philippines, Thailand, Palau, 

and the South China Sea in the North; Australia, 

Timor Leste and the Indian Ocean in the South; 

Papua New Guinea and the Pacific Ocean in the 

East; Pacific Ocean in the West. The average 

temperature in Indonesia is around 27 degrees 

Celsius with 80% of humidity. The number of 

precipitations can vary from 1,000-3,000 per years 

(BPS, 2016b). 

Figure 1 illustrates Indonesian peatlands that are 

mainly located in Kalimantan, Sumatera, and 

Papua. The largest peatland area is located in 

Sumatera with 7,230,230 ha, and followed by 

Kalimantan with 5,781,720 ha (Miettinen et al., 

2016). 

 

Figure 1 Peatland distribution in Indonesia 

 

3.2 Paludiculture species identification 

This study identifies some suitable paludiculture 

species to be cultivated in Indonesian peatland.  The 



criteria of suitable are defined into two aspects: 

ecological aspects and economic aspects. 

Regarding the ecological aspects, this study 

analyses: Water Table Depth (WTD), Soil pH, and 

Peat depth. First, Water Table Depth is always a 

range as in a natural stage this fluctuates but has 

high influence to crop growth and will determine if 

the cultivation is paludiculture. Every paludiculture 

species has its own particular Water Table Depth 

range for optimal growth and development 

(Bierkens, 1998). Second, optimal soil pH for each 

paludiculture species is an important variable that 

defines species suitability (Utomo, 2010). Peat 

depth is also important to determine the suitability 

of the plant species in the peatland (Chotimah, 

2002).  

Regarding economic aspects, there are three criteria 

to be analysed adapted from (Suwarno et al., 2016), 

namely the type of paludiculture product, market 

price and market availability for the crop. There are 

many types of products as they can vary from fruit, 

timber, seeds, latex, etc. (Daryono, 2009). Every 

paludiculture species has a particular economic 

value depending on the product they deliver and 

what the market is willing to pay for it. The market 

availability determines whether the product has a 

local market or becomes an export goods. 

Therefore, these six criteria are influential in 

determining which paludiculture species are 

preferred. 

 

3.3 Provisioning services and Valuation 

Provisioning services are identified on a species 

level as well as on the level of agroforestry-based 

paludiculture composition. The value of the 

provisioning services is calculated, using various 

market methods. Based on the Total Economic 

Value (TEV) framework (IUCN et al., 2004), the 

provisioning services can be directly used, and are 

easy to quantify as the market values are available. 

This analysis will focus on food, timber, non-timber 

forest products (NTFPs) and recreation (being a 

non-consumptive direct use).   

 

3.4 Scenario Analysis 

This study will integrate some potential 

paludiculture species in agroforestry peatland 

system. To compare the compositions of 

agroforestry-based paludiculture, three 

combinations of paludiculture species, representing 

different scenarios are prepared and analysed: 

Scenario 1 (Economic focus)  

The agroforestry-based paludiculture is composed 

of a mix of species with high economic value that 

require a short and medium time to reach maturity 

and start delivering crop. These short-term 

paludiculture species need less than five years to 

reach full production capacity. Moreover, the 

medium-term paludiculture species require less than 

10 years before delivering crop or being harvested. 

This scenario is assumed to provide sustainable 

high economic income from various products, such 

as starch, wood, latex, rattan, and oil.  

Scenario 2 (Biodiversity conservation focus)  

This scenario is adapted from Jose (2009). This 

agroforestry-based paludiculture is composed of 

species with high potential for biodiversity 

conservation by providing food and shelter for 

umbrella species groups that occur in peatlands. In 

this study, Orang-utan is assumed to be the 

umbrella species because of its high habitat 

requirements that will conserve  many other species 

(Dellatore, 2007, Simberloff, 1998). This scenario 

assumed to have a minimal level of human 

disturbance, to have a minimal management 

activity, and to provide food/nutrients for other 

species. Moreover, this scenario only presents 

NTFPs, such as fruits, incense, and nuts.   

Scenario 3 (Nitrogen fixation focus)  

This scenario is adapted from Jose (2009). This 

agroforestry-based paludiculture has an important 

role in enhancing and maintaining soil productivity 

and sustainability. The scenario is a combination of 

trees and crops that can fix nitrogen biologically in 

the peat soil and nitrogen-limited species that have 

a high productivity with high levels of nitrogen. 

This type of agroforestry-based paludiculture 

provides the production of agriculture crops (such 

as vegetables) and legumes (family Leguminosae or 

Fabaceae). It is assumed that this scenario can 

maintain the amount of nitrogen in the peatland by 

combining various ecosystem services, such as 

nitrogen-fixing plants and vegetables. 

 

3.5 Stakeholder analysis  

A multitude of actors has a stake in deciding on 

agroforestry composition options. Some of these 

actors have more influence over the decision than 

others. In this section, the stakeholders will be 

analysed, to gain insight into their various interests, 

perspectives and values. These insights are the 

critical input for the formulation of criteria and 

weighting of these criteria in the Multi-Criteria 

Analysis (MCA) (Section 3.6). A further analysis of 

the relative (formal and informal) influence of the 

stakeholders in the decision-making process is 

direct input for the weighting of the stakeholder 

voices in the MCA.  

Regarding agroforestry compositions, the following 

stakeholder groups were identified: 

● Private sectors:  Palm Oil (PO) companies 

and Pulp and Paper (P&P) companies. 



● Governments: BRG (Peat Restoration 

Agency) and Ministry of Environment and 

Forestry). 

● Research Institutes and NGOs: 

International and local conservation 

NGOs, Research Institutes, and University. 

● Civil Societies: NTFP collectors, local 

communities, and smallholder oil palm 

plantations.  

3.6 Multi- Criteria Analysis (MCA) 

To incorporate qualitative criteria, and to account 

for the difference in values between the 

stakeholders, the ecosystems services analysis is 

followed up with a MCA. First, criteria are 

formulated, reflecting the issues the various 

stakeholders would value in a solution. 

Then, the performance of the three scenarios is 

scored against these criteria, followed by a 

weighting of the criteria. This weighting is carried 

out in two steps: first, each of the stakeholders 

identified earlier assigns a weighting to each 

criterion (this weighting is done by using literature 

review). Second, stakeholders are assigned a weight 

in line with their likely influence on the decision. 

The last step is to calculate the total scores of the 

various scenarios by multiplying the weights and 

the scores, and adding up the weighted scores for 

each scenario. 

 

4. RESULT 

4.1. Result of Paludiculture Identification and 

ecosystem services analysis 

Based on three scenarios in Section 3.4, We 

identified 16 potential paludiculture species in the 

Indonesia peatland, namely Manggis (Garcinia 

mangostana), Rambutan (Nephelium lappaceum), 

Kangkong (Ipomoea aquatica Forsk.), Bitter melon 

(Momordia charantia), Sagu (Metroxylon sagu 

Rottb.), Jelutung (Dyera costulata), Rotan 

(Calamus sp.), Gelam (Melaleuca cajuputi Powell), 

Gemor (Nothaphoebe coriacea), Ramin 

(Gonystylus bancanus), Tengkawang (Shorea spp.), 

Kemiri (Aleurites moluccana), Sindur (Sindora 

velutina Baker), Tuwa areuy (Derris trifoliata), 

Areuy carulang (Spatholobus ferrugineus), Ekor 

kucing (Uraria crinita). The identification and 

characteristics of these potential species were 

analysed based on ecological and economic aspects 

from Section 3.2.  Table 1 and Table 2 show the 

summary of the primary findings. Annex 1 and 2 

present the entire findings from these 16 

paludiculture species. 

Table 1. Identification of paludiculture species based on 

ecological aspects 

Latin name 
WTD 

(cm) 
Soil PH 

Peat Depth 

(cm) 

Garcinia 

mangostana 
30-70 5-7 50-200 

Nephelium 

lappaceum 
30-70 4-6.5 20-230 

Ipomoea aquatica 

Forsk. 
30-60 Unknown 50-200 

Momordia 

charantia 
30-60 6-6.7 50-200 

Metroxylon sagu 

Rottb. 
20-40 4-5 0-300 

Dyera costulata 0-50 3-4 100-300 

Calamus sp. Unknown 4.4-5.14 Unknown 

Melaleuca 

cajuputi Powell 
Unknown 3.1-3.9 0-300 

Nothaphoebe 

coriacea 
Unknown 3-4 0-300 

Gonystylus 

bancanus 
0-50 4-5.1 30-180 

Shorea spp. 0-50 4.5-5.5 30-300 

Aleurites 

moluccana 
Unknown 5-8 Unknown 

Sindora velutina 

Baker 
Unknown 2.7-4.0 5-10 

Derris trifoliata Unknown 4.5-6 Unknown 

Spatholobus 

ferrugineus 
Unknown Unknown Unknown 

Uraria crinita Unknown Unknown Unknown 

 

Table 2. Identification of paludiculture species based on economic 

aspects 

Latin name Product 
Market price 

(Rupiah/ha/year) 

Market 

availability 

Garcinia 

mangostana 
Fruit 60,000,000 Export 

Nephelium 

lappaceum 
Fruit 25,173,610 Export 

Ipomoea 

aquatica Forsk. 
Vegetable 10,261,431 Local 

Momordia 

charantia 
Vegetable 15,652,000 Export 

Metroxylon 

sagu Rottb. 

Starch 

(non-seed) 
37,547,548 Local 

Dyera 

costulata 
Latex 8,926,608 Export 

Calamus sp. Rattan 7,000,000 Export 

Melaleuca 

cajuputi Powell 

Essential 

oil and 

timber 

22,412,650 Export 

Nothaphoebe 

coriacea 

Incense 

bark 
4,166,667 Export 

Gonystylus 

bancanus 
Incense 1,665,577 Export 

Shorea spp. 

Oil 

bearing 

illipe nut 

2,812,500 Export 

Aleurites 

moluccana 
Edible nut 4,737,070 Local 

Sindora 

velutina Baker 
Resin Unknown Unknown 

Derris 

trifoliata 

Binding 

material 
Unknown Unknown 

Spatholobus 

ferrugineus 

Binding 

material 
Unknown Unknown 

Uraria crinita Medicine Unknown Unknown 

 

4.2. Result of Scenario Analysis 

Economic focus scenario 

Based on the assumption in Section 3.4, we 

categorised six potential paludiculture species into 



this scenario, namely Garcinia mangostana, 

Metroxylon sagu Rottb., Nephelium lappaceum, 

Dyera costulata, Calamus sp., and Melaleuca 

cajuputi Powell.  These species have high economic 

value products (see Table 2) and several harvesting-

cycles from fast maturing to slow maturing species 

see table 3. 

 
Table 3. Harvesting cycle of six paludiculture species 

Latin name 

Market 

price 

(Rupiah/ha/

year) 

First harvest 

(year) 

Harvesting 

cycle (after 

first harvest) 

Garcinia 

mangostana 
60,000,000 6 Each year 

Metroxylon 

sagu Rottb. 
37,547,548 6 Each year 

Nephelium 

lappaceum 
25,173,610 8-10 Each year 

Melaleuca 

cajuputi Powell 
22,412,650 3-4 Each year 

Dyera 

costulata 
8,926,608 7 Each year 

Calamus sp. 7,000,000 3 Once 

 

The scenario can generate high income, daily food 

as well as long-term economic security for local 

communities. The starch from Metroxylon sagu 

Rottb., for instance, are become a major staple food 

in some areas in Indonesia.  Garcinia mangostana 

and Nephelium lappaceum provide fruits that are 

edible or can be sold as additional income. 

Moreover, Dyera costulata, Calamus sp., and 

Melaleuca cajuputi Powell generate high income 

from their NTFPs.  

 

Biodiversity conservation focus scenario 

We categorised six potential paludiculture species 

for this biodiversity conservation focus scenario, 

namely Garcinia mangostana, Nephelium 

lappaceum, Shorea spp., Aleurites moluccana, 

Nothaphoebe coriacea, and Gonystylus bancanus. 

The fruits produced by Garcinia mangostana and 

Nephelium lappaceum are edible for Orang-utan 

and human. To highlight, orangutans consume 

about 27.4% of fruit production; thus the economic 

income from fruit species will be decreased by 

27.4% of the total fruit productions in this scenario 

(Campbell‐Smith et al., 2012). However, this 

creates a potential conflict between NTFPs 

collectors and Orang-utan, since they will compete 

to get fruits from these paludiculture species. The 

government, together with local communities, 

should formulate relevant policies or regulations to 

avoid this conflict. The morphological character of 

Shorea spp., Aleurites moluccana, Nothaphoebe 

coriacea, and Gonystylus bancanus can provide 

benefits as the shelter of Orangutan and windbreaks 

for forest protection. Moreover, NTFP collectors 

can generate income from nuts that produced by 

Shorea spp. (Illipe nuts) and Aleurites moluccana 

(candlenut). Nothaphoebe coriacea can be used as 

the shade tree before harvest. However, this species 

can only be harvested once due as the most used 

technique of harvesting incense bark of 

Nothaphoebe coriacea is by cutting down the trees 

(Tata and Susmianto, 2016). Moreover, the incense 

from Gonystylus bancanus will not be harvested for 

this scenario due to unsustainable harvesting 

(Pennacchio et al., 2010, Tata and Susmianto, 

2016).  

 

Nitrogen fixation scenario 

In this nitrogen fixation scenario, we selected six 

potential paludiculture species; i.e. Sindora velutina 

Baker, Derris trifoliata, Spatholobus ferrugineus, 

Uraria crinita, Ipomoea aquatica Forsk., and 

Momordia charantia. Sindora velutina Baker, 

Derris trifoliata, Spatholobus ferrugineus, Uraria 

crinita are legumes in the Fabaceae family. In this 

scenario, these nitrogen-fixation plants are 

combined with vegetable species i.e. Ipomoea 

aquatica Forsk. and Momordia charantia. The 

availability of nitrogen is requisite for optimal 

vegetable growth and yield; thus, the nitrogen 

fixation plants and vegetable have a mutual benefit 

(Susila et al., 2012). Local communities can 

consume these vegetables as food, or they can sell it 

for additional income. Sindora velutina Baker is 

used for making paints and varnishes. Derris 

trifoliata and Spatholobus ferrugineus are used for 

binding material. Moreover, local communities 

already used Uraria crinita as traditional medicine.  

 

4.3. Result of Stakeholder Analysis 
The influence and interest of each stakeholder 

towards agroforestry-based paludiculture is 

provided in the Venn-Diagram (Figure 2). The 

influence is defined as the power of the 

stakeholders to control what decisions are made and 

to facilitate the implementations. Furthermore, the 

interest is defined as the stakeholders’ needs and 
interests that are likely to be affected by this project 

(Kumasi, 2008). 

 

 
Figure 2 Venn-Diagram of stakeholders 

 

The point of view on paludiculture from the 

stakeholders is described below: 

 

 



Private sector 

APP (Asian Pulp & Paper)/SinarMas is one of the 

largest pulp & paper and palm oil companies in 

Indonesia. This company has 600.000 hectare of 

drained pulp wood plantation on peatlands and 

deforested many more peatlands and can therefore 

be considered one of the biggest drivers of peatland 

degradation in Indonesia. Recently it however, 

retired 7000 hectares of pulp wood plantation of 

PSF restoration and the piloting with paludiculture 

species (Asia Pulp & Paper, 2015). This area only 

constitutes 2% of APPs total land that is managed 

with business as usual (Baffoni et al., 2017).  It 

however shows there is a basis for paludiculture 

development as part of its best practices 

management practices on peatlands (Koalisi Anti 

Mafia Hutan et al., 2013). Moreover, this company 

vowed to rewet and restore 7,000 of the 600,000 ha 

of peat plantations it owns and to consult the local 

communities to help protect it (Butler, 2015). 

APRIL (Asian Pacific Resources International 

Limited) is the second largest pulp and paper 

company in Indonesia. APRIL has widely promoted 

business as usual and influenced the Indonesian 

legislation to facilitate drainage based plantation 

development on peatland. It however was already 

aware of the limits to drainage from the Kampar 

Peninsula Science Based Management Support 

Project. As a result of the project however, APRIL 

has installed some buffer zones and planted 

Melaleuca cajuputi Powell and other PSF species in 

a very early stage (Hooijer, 2008, Hooijer et al., 

2009). Currently they are broadening their piloting 

phase by including more than 50 species, including 

bamboo (IPEWG, 2017). APP and APRIL have 

about half of their plantations on peatlands and 

drainage-based management remains the business 

as usual. NGOs believe they should do more to 

avoid the disastrous consequences of their 

management, such as HCV development from all 

remaining PSFs, no new developments that require 

peatland drainage, the development of hydrological 

buffer zones, drainage-based plantations phase out, 

and the implementation of environmental and social 

safeguards (Silvius, 2015, Baffoni et al., 2017). 

Based on Government Regulation (PP) 71/2014, 

APP and APRIL are required to restore peatland 

that is drained more than 40 cm. As acacia and 

palm oil cannot grow with water levels at 40 cm, so 

APP and APRIL can plant paludiculture in their 

peatland area. 

Private sectors have the permit to manage the 

peatland for economic purpose; thus they have high 

interest in keeping the peatland productive. On a 

mid to long term this can only be maintained using 

paludiculture. Although the private sectors don’t 
have as much power as government, they still have 

quite high influence to implement paludiculture 

compared to other stakeholders. 

 

Government bodies 

BRG (Peat Restoration Agency) is a non-structural 

agency under the auspices of and reports to the 

president and responsible for restoring 2 million 

hectares of degraded peatland in Indonesia 

(Wardhana, 2016). BRG’s goal for 2016-2020 is to 

rewet two million hectares of degraded peatland in 

seven priority areas. This stakeholder has the a very 

high influence as it is mandated to enforce peatland 

restoration. 

MoEF (Indonesian Ministry of Forestry and 

Environment) recommends paludiculture for the 

restoration activities in peat protection zones 

(Prayitno and Munandar, 2016). Furthermore, 

MoEF adopted agroforestry for the regulation on 

Economic instruments for Environmental 

Protection and Management (CGIAR et al., 2015). 

Government bodies are responsible to rehabilitate 

and to restore the degraded peatland. Thus, these 

stakeholders have highest influence and interest on 

paludiculture implementation. 

Civil societies 
NTFPs collectors prefer to restore the PSFs. They 

have local traditional knowledge of the surrounding 

forests and natural environments (such as: fruiting 

seasons and animal behaviour patterns), the level of 

dependency of NTFPs is high. Therefore, the 

NTFPs collectors will neither choose paludiculture 

plantations nor palm oil/acacia plantations (Sundari, 

2005). However, with building capacity to manage 

paludiculture agroforestry they could be stakeholder 

which is interested in paludiculture. 

Local communities can gain economic benefits 

from agroforestry-based paludiculture plantation; 

such as goods (food, fuel, construction material, 

handicrafts), income and employment (Ros-Tonen 

and Wiersum, 2003). Furthermore, these NTFPs 

from paludiculture are intended mainly for the 

welfare of local communities (Rijsoort, 2000). 

Local communities represent various people with 

different needs and preference, thus they have the 

lowest influence and interest.     

Smallholder palm oil plantations may refuse this 

paludiculture concept. The economic benefits from 

oil palm plantations are crucial for smallholder 

farmers in remote areas that have limited source of 

income (Agustira et al., 2016, Bertazzo, 2016). 

Smallholder farmers expand their land by acquiring 

peatland areas for oil palm plantations to increase 

the income (Agustira et al., 2016). Another case in 

Bengkalis Regency, smallholder palm oil farmers 

converted their palm oil into pineapple due to 

economic reason (SPKS, 2017). However, 

pineapple plantations need water table depth around 

75-90 cm, which is also unsustainable for peatland 

management (Arunin et al., 2009). 

NGOs and Research Institutes 
WALHI (Wahana Lingkungan Hidup Indonesia) is 

the biggest local environmental NGO in Indonesia 

that supports the environmental restoration and 



rehabilitation (WALHI, 2016). WALHI Riau, 

together with local communities, initiated the Sago 

Festival Riau event to promote sago products, to 

develop sago innovations, and to add extra value 

for sago products (Balitbang Riau, 2016).  

Wetlands International is an international NGO 

with an office in Indonesia that supports 

paludiculture as an economic incentive to rewet 

degraded peatlands, which reduced environmental 

impacts and enhances livelihoods of local people 

(Wetlands International, 2017, Wetlands 

International, 2015).  

 FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization of the 

United Nations) is a specialised agency of the 

United Nations to improve the production and 

distribution of agricultural products. This UN 

agency has a significant role to support research 

and to identify paludiculture as sustainable peatland 

management (Fitri, 2016) and is doing so through 

their MICCA project (FAO, n.d.).  

ICRAF (World Agroforestry Centre) is a research 

institute that focuses on agroforestry development. 

According to Widayati (2016), paludiculture is one 

of the peatland restoration and rehabilitation 

options to reduce forest fires and GHG emissions. 

ICRAF also suggests that the area with productive 

functions can be planted with agroforestry, 

paludiculture, or a combination of them.  

LIPI (Indonesian Institute of Science) is a research 

institute that supports the peatland restoration and 

rehabilitation. LIPI has published many literature 

resources for PSF plants (LIPI, 2016). 

Kyoto University, research institute for humanity 

and nature, Japan is a university and research 

institute that conduct integrated research in the field 

of global environmental studies. Kyoto University 

acknowledges that the paludiculture activities are 

suitable for the sustainable peatland management in 

tropical peatland. The paludiculture should be 

developed based on the local knowledge, local 

economy, and value-chain to the domestic and 

international markets (Kyoto University, 2016). 

FORDA (Research, Development and Innovation 

Agency) is a research institute under the 

responsibility of the Indonesia Minister of 

Environment and Forestry. According to FORDA, 

paludiculture is a sustainable wetland management 

technique. Paludiculture can maintain the natural 

peatland condition, produce biomass, and preserve 

ecosystem services in peatland.  FORDA also 

suggests that paludiculture should be included in 

environmental and forestry development strategic 

plan (Rizda, 2016). 

NGOs and research institutes have high influences 

in the paludiculture implementation since they have 

the data and information about paludiculture. Their 

interests are also high, since they mainly focus on 

peatland restoration and rehabilitation. 

 

 

4.4. Result of Multi-criteria Analysis (MCA) 

Performance criteria 
Six agroforestry criteria were adapted from 

Tengnäs (1994) and ecosystem services analysis 

(See Section 3.2 and 3.3). The first two criteria are 

ecological aspects. The next three criteria have to 

do with the economic aspects. The last criterion is 

about the nitrogen-fixation ability. 

 Well-known species 

 Food for animals 

 Years to maturity  

 Market price 

 Market availability 

 Nitrogen fixation 

 

Well-known species is the primary criterion for 

selection of agroforestry in peatland to identify the 

preference by farmers. It also identifies whether the 

information about the paludiculture species is 

widely available or not. 

Food for animals indicates the edibility of 

paludiculture species for animals, especially 

Orangutans. 

Years to maturity indicates the length of time that 

the trees and crops can be harvested. 

Market price indicates the revenue from trees or 

crops production in the market (Rupiah/ha/year). 

Market availability is defined as the access to 

markets for the agroforestry productions. 

Nitrogen fixation indicates that the paludiculture 

species have symbiotic relationships with nitrogen-

fixing bacteria. 

 

Ranking, Weighting, and Scoring 

The ranking of the various criteria was done based 

on the literature review. The detailed ranking 

results are shown in Annex 3. The weighting 

procedures by the stakeholders (see Section 4.3) 

were done based on the literature to identify the 

importance of each criterion to the three scenarios. 

However, not all stakeholders had equal weight in 

the decision-making. Based on the Venn-Diagram 

(Figure 2), Governments have the highest influence 

and power in the final decision-making in among 

all stakeholders. Therefore, Governments have the 

highest percentage weighting with 50%, followed 

by private sectors (APP/SinarMas and APRIL) with 

total of 25%, NGOs and Research Institutes 

(WALHI, Wetlands International, FAO, ICRAF, 

LIPI, Kyoto University, and FORDA) with total of 

15%, and civil societies (local communities, 

smallholder oil palm plantations, and NTFP 

collectors) with total of 10%. The detailed 

weighting results are presented in Annex 4. Table 4 

shows the final score from ranking and weighting 

calculation. 

 

 

 



Table 4. Final score of three agroforestry-based 

paludiculture scenarios 

Criteria 
Economic 

focus 

Biodiversity 

conservation 

focus 

Nitrogen 

fixation 

focus 

Well-known 

species 
16.06 16.06 5.35 

Food for 

animals 
6.44 5.15 2.58 

Years to 

maturity 
8.63 5.76 4.56 

Market price 18.58 14.96 5.90 

Market 

availability 
21.91 21.91 10.96 

Nitrogen 

fixation 
0 0 6.21 

Total scores 71.62 63.48 35.55 

 

Based on Table 4, economic focus scenario 

generated the highest score with 71.62, followed by 

Biodiversity conservation focus scenario with 63.48 

and Nitrogen fixation focus scenario with 35.55. It 

means that when ecological, economic, and 

nitrogen fixation criteria are taken into account, the 

economic focus can be identified as favourable 

agroforestry-based paludiculture compared to 

Biodiversity protection focus and Nitrogen fixation 

scenarios. The score between the economic focus 

and the biodiversity conservation focus are almost 

comparable so that biodiversity conservation focus 

can be an alternative to this agroforestry-based 

paludiculture. 

 

5. DISCUSSION 
5.1. Uncertainties and Limitations 

There are some limitations in this study that have to 

be recognised as they could have triggered possible 

biases of the results. Regarding the compositions of 

agroforestry, for some paludiculture data is 

unknown. We assumed that these agroforestry-

based paludiculture compositions could rewet and 

restore the degraded peatland because they consist 

of paludiculture species that have the ability to do 

so. However, we suggest further research to 

improve this missing data.  

The selection of paludiculture species and 

stakeholders is based on the ecological and 

economic criteria by using data and information 

from the existing literature reviews. The selection 

of paludiculture species are available in many kinds 

of literature; thus, the data and information are still 

accurate. The selection of stakeholders is conducted 

by reviewing literature and consulting with some 

stakeholders; hence the data and information are 

still reliable. The MCA was attained subjectively 

since this analysis is based on the authors’ 
knowledge and mindset. For example, the choice of 

criteria, scoring, and weighting in MCA strongly 

influences the final outcomes. However, the authors 

already addressed the criteria, scoring and 

weighting neutrally. 

Besides, this study only analyses 16 potential 

paludiculture species and includes the 14 key 

stakeholders in the Indonesia peatland due to time 

and financial limitations. 

 

5.2. Comparison between three scenarios based 

on stakeholders’ preference 

Since this research only analysed provisioning 

services that are generated from the paludiculture, 

the economic benefits are calculated from the 

market price of the products from the paludiculture 

species. Economic focus scenario can support the 

local business by implementing agroforestry-based 

paludiculture with high economic products. It also 

improves the market availability of paludiculture 

species for local business since each paludiculture 

species already had high demand from foreign 

countries. Private sectors tend to prefer the 

paludiculture species within this scenario for 

agroforestry composition. 

Biodiversity conservation focus is also a potential 

alternative scenario for sustainable peatland 

management in Indonesia. Local communities can 

gain economic benefits from the fruits or other 

NTFPs of paludiculture species. However, due to 

the conflict between human and Orangutans, this 

scenario will lose 27.4% of total income from 

Garcinia mangostana and Nephelium lappaceum. 

Thus, this scenario lacks economic activities in 

peatland. This scenario can also gain benefit from 

carbon sequestration by collaborating with REDD 

project (Mongabay, 2013). Moreover, this scenario 

also protects orang-utan as umbrella species that 

can be used for tourism attraction (Indonesia 

Tourism, n.d.). The Governments, Research 

Institutes and NGOs tend to prefer the paludiculture 

within this scenario for agroforestry composition. 

Nitrogen fixation scenario has the lowest score in 

Multi-Criteria Analysis. This scenario provides 

food (vegetables) for local communities. The 

nitrogen fixation ability of paludiculture species is 

needed in the peatland, mainly for the plant growth 

(Flynn and Idowu, 2015). However, the market 

availability of paludiculture species in this scenario 

is yet unknown. These paludiculture species 

focuses on the function as nitrogen fixation, 

although they are not sellable products in the 

market. Thus, the economic benefit from this 

scenario is lower than two other scenarios. Civil 

societies tend to prefer the paludiculture within this 

scenario for agroforestry composition. 

 

5.3. Agroforestry-based paludiculture in 

supporting gender equality in Indonesia 

peatland 
Agroforestry-based paludiculture can support the 

sustainable development in peatland by promoting 

the gender equality (Murdiyarso et al., 2005).  

According to Sapiie (2017), Indonesia is still 

struggling to close the difference in the roles of 



women and men. The role of women in peatland 

restoration using agroforestry-based paludiculture 

can increase the local communities’ welfare.  
One of the government programs for local farmers’ 
welfare is Female Farmers Group (KWT). The 

objective of KWT is to improve the capability of 

the farmers and their families as the subject of 

agricultural development. KWT also can be 

implemented in the agroforestry-based 

paludiculture in Indonesia peatlands (Oemar, 2017). 

In South Kalimantan study case (Perspektif Baru, 

2017), women have an important role in restoring 

peatland. These women went to the peatland to 

cultivate Eleocharis dulcis. Moreover, they are 

processing Eleocharis dulcis into mats or bags. 

These women can increase the family income while 

helping to protect the peatlands. Another case is a 

female group in Mantangai Hulu, Kapuas. They 

also participate in peatland restoration. They 

cultivated Metroxylon sagu Rottb. from the 

peatland. (Oemar, 2016). 

Therefore, women have the abilities to take a role in 

peatland restoration, especially in nitrogen fixation 

scenario. In this scenario, women and housewives 

can work in the field to cultivate nitrogen-fixation 

paludiculture species (such as Ipomoea aquatica 

Forsk. and Momordia charantia.).  

 

6. CONCLUSION 
This study identified at least 16 potential 

paludiculture species in Indonesian peatland in term 

of ecological and economic aspects. These 

paludiculture species produce useful NTFPs; such 

as fruit, vegetable, starch (non-seed), latex, rattan, 

essential oil, incense, incense bark, oil-bearing nut, 

edible nut, resin, binding material/cordage, and 

medicine. There are three potential agroforestry-

based paludiculture compositions in peatland, 

namely economic focus scenario, biodiversity 

conservation focus scenario, and nitrogen fixation 

scenario. Private sectors and Governments are more 

aligned with economic focus scenario, Research 

Institutes and NGOs are more aligned with 

biodiversity conservation focus scenario, and Local 

communities are more aligned with the nitrogen 

fixation scenario. Finally, this study revealed 14 

main stakeholders that were analysed in term of 

their preference in agroforestry-based paludiculture 

compositions. In Multi-Criteria Analysis, these 

stakeholders tend to prefer the economic focus 

scenario, followed by biodiversity conservation 

focus scenario as an alternative. 

 

7. RECOMMENDATION 
There are some available data and information 

about paludiculture species (Tata and Susmianto, 

2016, Suwarno, 2017, Giesen, n.d., Giesen and van 

der Meer, 2009, Giesen, 2015a, Giesen, 2015b, 

Joosten et al., 2012, Widayati, 2016, Victoria et al., 

2012). Moreover, the economic focus and 

biodiversity conservation focus scenarios are 

recommended as agroforestry-based paludiculture 

compositions in Indonesian peatlands. Since the 

agroforestry scenarios are based on literature 

review, the impact of these scenarios remains 

unknown. Thus, more field experiments are needed 

to investigate the possibility and the probability of 

agroforestry-based paludiculture plantation in 

Indonesia peatland, such as the impact of 

agroforestry composition to the peatland, the risk of 

forest fires, soil subsidence, and flooding, etc.). 

Knowledge about paludiculture species that is 

available with communities need to be 

consolidated, exchanged and lessons learned drawn. 

There is still a knowledge gap about gender 

equality in local communities about agroforestry-

based paludiculture plantation. Thus, social studies 

are needed to investigate further relationship 

between local communities and agroforestry-based 

paludiculture. Since these paludiculture species 

have high potential economic value, it is 

recommended to develop these species in the 

village forests to increase local communities’ 
income.    



REFERENCE 

ABEBE, T. 2005. Diversity in homegarden 

agroforestry systems of Southern 

Ethiopia. 
ADINUGROHO, W. C., SIDIYASA, K., ROSTIWATI, 

T. & SYAMSUWIDA, D. 2011. Ecological 
conditions and distribution of gemor tree 
species in Central and East Kalimantan. 
Indonesian Journal of Forestry Research, 
8, 50-64. 

AGUSTIRA, M. A., RAÑOLA JR, R. F., SAJISE, A. J. 
U. & FLORECE, L. M. 2016. Economic 
Impacts of Smallholder Oil Palm (Elaeis 
guineensis Jacq.) Plantations on Peatlands 
in Indonesia. Journal of Economics, 

Management and Agricultural 

Development, 1. 
AMBAK, K. Management practices for sustainable 

cultivation of crop plants on tropical 
peatland.  Proceedings of the International 
Symposium on Tropical Peatlands. Bogor, 
Indonesia, 2000, 2000. 119-134. 

ANCRENAZ, M., GUMAL, M., MARSHALL, A., 
MEIJAARD, E., WICH, S. & S, H. 2016. 
Pongo pygmaeus, Bornean Orangutan. 
The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 

2016. International Union for 
Conservation of Nature and Natural 
Resources. 

ARUNIN, S., ZAIDELMAN, F., KHITROV, N. & 
PANKOVA, E. 2009. Particular Forms of 

Land Amelioration Development of Coastal 

Marshland and other Saline Soils, Oxford, 
UK, Eolss. 

ASIA PULP & PAPER 2015. Asia Pulp & Paper 
commits to the first-ever retirement of 
commercial plantations on tropical 
peatland to cut carbon emissions. Jakarta: 
APP. 

BAFFONI, S., MIETTINEN, O., TINHOUT, B., 
SUPARTINAH, W. & HAGGITH, M. 2017. 
The failure of the Indonesian pulp and 
paper industry to reform its management 
of peatlands. In: MILLER, T. & BARCLAY, 
B. (eds.) Too Much Hot Air. Environmental 
Paper Network. 

BALITBANG RIAU. 2016. Deklarasi Jaga Tradisi, 

Kembangkan Inovasi Produk Sagu 
[Online]. Pekanbaru: Badan Penelitian dan 
Pengembangan Provinsi Riau. Available: 
http://balitbang.riau.go.id/7429/go.php?t
ampilan=berita&profil=&halagenda=&halb
erita=13&id_berita=BR_0031&id_agenda
= [Accessed 30 June 2017]. 

BERTAZZO, S. 2016. Charting a sustainable path in 
a land of peat, oil palm and pollution. 
Conservation International. 

BIANCALANI, R. & AVAGYAN, A. 2014. Towards 
climate-responsible peatlands 
management. Mitigation of Climate 

Change in Agriculture Series (MICCA). 
BIERKENS, M. F. 1998. Modeling water table 

fluctuations by means of a stochastic 
differential equation. Water resources 
research, 34, 2485-2499. 

BISWAS, B. & GRESSHOFF, P. M. 2014. The role of 
symbiotic nitrogen fixation in sustainable 
production of biofuels. International 

journal of molecular sciences, 15, 7380-
7397. 

BPS 2016a. Manggis, Buah Andalan Ekspor 
Indonesia. 2016. 18 November 2016 ed.: 
Badan Pusat Statistik. 

BPS 2016b. Statistical  Yearbook of Indonesia 

2016, BPS-Statistics Indonesia. 
BPS 2017. Produksi Perkebunan Rakyat Menurut 

Jenis Tanaman (ribu ton), 2000-2015. 2 
March 2017 ed.: Direktorat Jenderal 
Perkebunan. 

BUTLER, R. 2015. APP to clear plantations to 
restore peatlands [Online]. Mongabay. 
Available: 
https://news.mongabay.com/2015/08/app
-to-clear-plantations-to-restore-peatlands/ 
[Accessed 10 July 2017]. 

CAMPBELL‐SMITH, G., SEMBIRING, R. & LINKIE, M. 
2012. Evaluating the effectiveness of 
human–orangutan conflict mitigation 
strategies in Sumatra. Journal of Applied 
Ecology, 49, 367-375. 

CGIAR, CIFOR, BIOVERSITY INTERNATIONAL, 
CATIE, CIAT, CIRAD & ICRAF 2015. 
Forests, Trees, and Agroforestry- 
Landscapes, livelihoods and governance. 
Annual Report 2015. CGIAR. 

CHOTIMAH, H. 2002. Pemanfaatan lahan gambut 
untuk tanaman pertanian. Makalah 
Pengantar Falsafah Sains. Program 

Pascasarjana IPB. Bogor. 
DARYONO, H. 2009. Potensi, permasalahan dan 

kebijakan yang diperlukan dalam 
pengelolaan hutan dan lahan rawa gambut 
secara lestari. Jurnal Analisis Kebijakan 

Kehutanan, 6. 
DELLATORE, D. F. 2007. Behavioural Health of 

Reintroduced Orangutans (Pongo abelii) in 
Bukit Lawang, Sumatra, Indonesia. 
Unpublished M. Sc. thesis, Primate 
Conservation, Oxford Brookes University. 

FAO 1984. Tropical forest resources assessment 
project - Forest resources of Tropical Asia. 
FAO. 

FAO. n.d. Mitigation of Climate Change in 
Agriculture (MICCA) Programme [Online]. 
FAO. Available: http://www.fao.org/in-
action/micca/en/ [Accessed 27 June 
2017]. 

FITRI, S. 2016. FAO Dukung Pemanfaatan Lahan 
Gambut Berkelanjutan di Indonesia. 
Republika. 

FLYNN, R. & IDOWU, J. 2015. Nitrogen Fixation by 
Legumes. Biological Nitrogen Fixation. 
New Mexico State University. 

FUJITA, K., OFOSU-BUDU, K. & OGATA, S. 1992. 
Biological nitrogen fixation in mixed 
legume-cereal cropping systems. Plant 
and Soil, 141, 155-175. 

GHAZOUL, J., LISTON, K. & HUTACHARERN, C. 
1996. Fire and the Reproductive Output of 
the Deciduous Tree Sindora Siamensis in 
Thailand. 

GIESEN, W. 2015a. Utilizing NTFPs to conserve 
Indonesia's peat swamp forests and 
reduce carbon emissions. Journal of 

Indonesian Natural History Vol 3 No 2, 32. 
GIESEN, W. 2015b. Case Study: Melaleuca cajuputi 

(gelam)–a useful species and an option for 
paludiculture in degraded peatlands. 

GIESEN, W. n.d. Paludiculture (swamp cultivation): 
alternative species as an option for 
sustainable peatland development in 

http://balitbang.riau.go.id/7429/go.php?tampilan=berita&profil=&halagenda=&halberita=13&id_berita=BR_0031&id_agenda=
http://balitbang.riau.go.id/7429/go.php?tampilan=berita&profil=&halagenda=&halberita=13&id_berita=BR_0031&id_agenda=
http://balitbang.riau.go.id/7429/go.php?tampilan=berita&profil=&halagenda=&halberita=13&id_berita=BR_0031&id_agenda=
http://balitbang.riau.go.id/7429/go.php?tampilan=berita&profil=&halagenda=&halberita=13&id_berita=BR_0031&id_agenda=
https://news.mongabay.com/2015/08/app-to-clear-plantations-to-restore-peatlands/
https://news.mongabay.com/2015/08/app-to-clear-plantations-to-restore-peatlands/
http://www.fao.org/in-action/micca/en/
http://www.fao.org/in-action/micca/en/


Indonesia. Arnhem, The Netherlands: Mott 
MacDonald. 

GIESEN, W. & VAN DER MEER, P. 2009. Guidelines 
for the Rehabilitation of degraded peat 
swamp forests in Central Kalimantan (1st 
draft). Project report for Master Plan for 
the Conservation and Development of the 
Ex-Mega Rice Project Area in Central 
Kalimantan. Euroconsult Mott 
MacDermott. 

GODOY, R. A. & FEAW, T. C. 1991. Agricultural 
diversification among smallholder rattan 
cultivators in Central Kalimantan, 
Indonesia. Agroforestry Systems, 13, 27-
40. 

HAIRIAH, K., SARDJONO, M. A. & SABARNURDIN, 
S. 2003. Pengantar agroforestri. Bogor: 

ICRAF, 32. 
HARUN, M. K. 2011. Analisis pengembangan 

jelutung dengan sistem agroforestry untuk 

memulihkan lahan gambut terdegradasi di 
Provinsi Kalimantan Tengah. Tesis). 
Program Studi Pengelolaan Sumberdaya 
Alam dan Lingkungan, Sekolah 
Pascasarjana Institut Pertanian Bogor, 
Bogor. 

HASANI, B. 2017. Keberhasilan Okulasi Bibit 
Rambutan dengan Keberhasilan Okulasi 
Bibit Rambutan dengan Pemberian Pupuk 
Urea. AgronobiS, 2, 8-13. 

HERI, V. 2013. Tengkawang dari Kalimantan barat 
Pontianak: Yayasan Riak Bumi. 

HERMAN, M., TJAHJANA, B. E. & DANI 2013. 
Prospek Pengembangan Tanaman Kemiri 
Minyak (Reutealis trisperma (Blanco) Airy 
Shaw) Sebagai Sumber Energi 
Terbarukan. 10. 

HIDAYATI, T. 2010. Studi Potensi dan Penyebaran 
Tengkawang (Shorea spp.) di Areal 
IUPHHK-HA PT. Intracawood 
Manufacturing Tarakan, Kalimantan Timur. 

HOOIJER, A. 2008. Kampar Peninsula Science 
Based Management Support Project, 
Interim Summary Report April-December 
2007: Introduction to the SBMS Project 
and preliminary results to date. Version 2. 
Delft Hydraulics. 

HOOIJER, A., PAGE, S. & JAUHIAINEN, J. 2009. 
Kampar Peninsula Science Based 
Management Support Project, Interim 
Summary Report 2007-2008; first findings 
on hydrology, water management, carbon 
emissions and landscape ecology. 

HOOIJER, A., PAGE, S., JAUHIAINEN, J., LEE, W., 
LU, X., IDRIS, A. & ANSHARI, G. 2012. 
Subsidence and carbon loss in drained 
tropical peatlands. Biogeosciences, 9, 
1053. 

HOOIJER, A., SILVIUS, M., WOSTEN, H. & PAGE, S. 
2006. PEAT-CO2, Assessment of CO2 
emissions from drained peatlands in SE 
Asia, Delft Hydraulics report Q3943/2006, 
36p. 

HOOIJER, A., VERNIMMEN, R., MAWDSLEY, N., 
PAGE, S., MULYADI, D. & VISSER, M. 
2015a. Assessment of impacts of 
plantation drainage on the Kampar 
Peninsula peatland, Riau. Deltares Report, 
1207384. 

HOOIJER, A., VERNIMMEN, R., VISSER, M. & 
MAWDSLEY, N. 2015b. Flooding 
projections from elevation and subsidence 

models for oil palm plantations in the 
Rajang Delta peatlands, Sarawak, 
Malaysia. Deltares report, 1207384, 76. 

ICRAF. n.d. Indonesia [Online]. ICRAF. Available: 
http://www.worldagroforestry.org/country
/indonesia [Accessed 21 June 2017]. 

INDONESIA TOURISM. n.d. Central Borneo 

Tourism: OrangUtan Tours-Dayak & Eco 
Tours [Online]. Indonesia Tourism. 
Available: http://www.indonesia-
tourism.com/central-
kalimantan/places.html [Accessed 21 May 
2017]. 

IPEWG 2017. Meeting 5, Summary Report. 
Pangkalan Kerinci, Sumatra and Jakarta, 
Indonesia: APRIL Independent Peat Expert 
Working Group. 

ISTOMO, K. E., TATA, H., SUMBAYAK, E. & RAHMA, 
A. 2010. Evaluasi sistem silvikultur hutan 
rawa gambut di Indonesia. Evaluation of 

silviculture systems in peat swamp forest 
in Indonesia) In: Pusat Penelitian dan 

Pengembangan Hutan dan Konservasi 
Alam bekerjasama dengan. ITTO CITES 

Project. 
JAENICKE, J., WÖSTEN, H., BUDIMAN, A. & 

SIEGERT, F. 2010. Planning hydrological 
restoration of peatlands in Indonesia to 
mitigate carbon dioxide emissions. 
Mitigation and adaptation strategies for 

global change, 15, 223-239. 
JONG, F. & WIDJONO, A. 2015. Sagu: potensi 

besar pertanian Indonesia. Iptek Tanaman 
Pangan, 2. 

JOOSTEN, H., TAPIO-BISTRÖM, M.-L. & TOL, S. 
2012. Peatlands: guidance for climate 
change mitigation through conservation, 

rehabilitation and sustainable use, Food 
and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations. 

JOSE, S. 2009. Agroforestry for ecosystem services 
and environmental benefits: an overview. 
Agroforestry systems, 76, 1-10. 

KINDT, R., NOORDIN, Q. & NJUI, A. 2005. 
Biodiversity conservation through 
agroforestry. 

KOALISI ANTI MAFIA HUTAN, WOODS & WAYSIDE 
INTERNATIONAL, HAKI, WWF, WALHI, 
WETLANDS INTERNATIONAL, EYES ON 
THE FOREST, AURIGA, FOREST PEOPLES 
PROGRAMME, JIKALAHARI, ELSAM & 
RAINFOREST ACTION NETWORK 2013. 
Will Asia Pulp & Paper default on its “zero 
deforestation” commitment? 

KOMAR, T. E., SUMBAYAK, E., ROSITA, D. T., 
MUIN, A., ISTOMO & BASTONI 2008. 
Persyaratan Tumbuh Ramin- Review Hasil 
Penelitian dan Percobaan Lapangan. 
Bogor: Departemen Kehutanan- Badan 
Penelitian dan Pengembangan Kehutanan. 

KRISNAWATI, H., KALLIO, M. & KANNINEN, M. 
2011. Aleurites moluccana (L.) Willd.: 
Ecology, silviculture and productivity, 
CIFOR. 

KUMASI, G. 2008. Situation Analysis. Wageningen 
University and Research Centre. 

KUYKENDALL, D., HASHEM, F. M., DADSON, R. B. 
& ELKAN, G. H. 2003. Nitrogen Fixation. 
In: SCHAECHTER, M. (ed.) Desk 

Encyclopedia of Microbiology. UK: 
Elsevier. 

http://www.worldagroforestry.org/country/indonesia
http://www.worldagroforestry.org/country/indonesia
http://www.indonesia-tourism.com/central-kalimantan/places.html
http://www.indonesia-tourism.com/central-kalimantan/places.html
http://www.indonesia-tourism.com/central-kalimantan/places.html


KYOTO UNIVERSITY. 2016. KU, NIHU to partner 

with Indonesia's Peatland Restoration 
Agency (25 April 2016) [Online]. Kyoto-
University. Available: http://www.kyoto-
u.ac.jp/en/research/events_news/departm
ent/se_asia/news/2016/160425_1.html 
[Accessed 21 May 2107]. 

LIMIN, S. H. 2006. Pemanfaatan lahan gambut dan 
permasalahannya. CIMITROP Universitas 

Palangka Raya. 
LIPI. 2016. LIPI: Tanaman Sagu Bantu Restorasi 

Lahan Gambut [Online]. Jakarta: LIPI. 
Available: http://lipi.go.id/lipimedia/LIPI-
Tanaman-Sagu-Bantu-Restorasi-Lahan-
Gambut/15985 [Accessed 21 May 2017]. 

LUFF, B. 2013. Jacky  the Orangutan Bali Zoo 
eating his favourite Kangkung. bev luff. 

MARDIANA, L. & PS, T. P. 2011. Ramuan & Khasiat 
Kulit Manggis, Penebar Swadaya Grup. 

MIETTINEN, J., SHI, C. & LIEW, S. C. 2016. Land 
cover distribution in the peatlands of 
Peninsular Malaysia, Sumatra and Borneo 
in 2015 with changes since 1990. Global 
Ecology and Conservation, 6, 67-78. 

MONGABAY. 2013. World's largest Redd project 
finally approved in Indonesia. The 
Guardian. 

MURDIYARSO, D., HERAWATI, H. & ISKANDAR, H. 
2005. Carbon sequestration and 

sustainable livelihoods: a workshop 

synthesis, CIFOR. 
NASRUL, B. 2010. PENYEBARAN DAN POTENSI 

LAHAN GAMBUT DI KABUPATEN 
BENGKALIS UNTUK PENGEMBANGAN 
PERTANIAN. Jurnal Agroteknologi, 1, 1-7. 

NAWANGSARI, V. A., MUSTARI, A. H. & MASY'UD, 
B. 2016. TEKNIK PEMELIHARAAN DAN 
PERILAKU RESPON ORANGUTAN 
KALIMANTAN (PONGO PYGMAEUS 
MORIOOWEN, 1837) DITAMAN SATWA 
CIKEMBULAN GARUT. Media Konservasi, 
20. 

NZOUE, A., DOMERGUE, O., MOULIN, L., AVARREE, 
J. C. & LAJUDIE, P. 2006. Tropical Legume 
Nodulating Bacteria. Molecular Biology of 

Tropical Plants. 
OEMAR, P. 2016. Perempuan dan Masa Depan 

Desa Gambut. Republika. 
OEMAR, P. 2017. Inspirasi Hijau Perempuan Desa. 

Republika, 7 February 2017. 
PALADA, M. & CHANG, L. 2003. Suggested cultural 

practices for bitter gourd. AVRDC 
International Cooperators’ Guide, 03-547. 

PANTANELLA, E. 2005. The silvicultural and 
sustainable management of rattan 
production systems. 

PENNACCHIO, M., JEFFERSON, L. & HAVENS, K. 
2010. Uses and abuses of plant-derived 

smoke: Its ethnobotany as hallucinogen, 
perfume, incense, and medicine, Oxford 
University Press. 

PERSPEKTIF BARU. 2017. Hilangkan Dikotomi 
Peran Perempuan Merestorasi Gambut. 
Perspektif Baru. 

PRAYITNO, B. & MUNANDAR. 2016. TECHNICAL 
REVIEW: PENGELOLAAN LAHAN GAMBUT 

UNTUK AGROFORESTRY DAN 
PALIDUKULTUR [Online]. Universitas 
Sriwijaya. Available: 
http://place.unsri.ac.id/wp-
content/uploads/2016/12/6.2.-Technical-
Review-6-Pengelolaan-Lahan-Gambut-utk-

Agroforestri-dan-Paludikultur.pdf 
[Accessed 20 May 2017]. 

RABIATI, M. 2016. Strategi Restorasi Habitat 

Bekantan Di Suaka Margasatwa Kuala 

Lupak Berdasarkan Karakteristik Habitat 
Referensi. Bogor Agricultural University 
(IPB). 

RIJSOORT, J. V. 2000. Non-timber forest products 
(NTFPs): their role in sustainable forest 
management in the tropics. Theme 
Studies Series-Forests, Forestry and 

Biological Diversity Support Group. 
RISWAN, S. 2014. Nitrogen content of topsoil in 

lowland tropical forest in east Kalimantan 
(Indonesia), before and after clear-cutting 
and burning. Reinwardtia, 10, 131-138. 

RIZDA. 2016. Paludikultur Sangat Relevan 

Diaplikasikan dalam Restorasi Ekosistem 
Gambut di Indonesia [Online]. Bogor: 
FORDA. Available: http://www.forda-
mof.org/berita/post/2921 [Accessed 21 
May 2017]. 

ROOSTIKA, I., SUNARLIM, N. & MARISKA, I. 2016. 
Mikropropagasi tanaman manggis 
(Garcinia mangostana). Jurnal 

AgroBiogen, 1, 20-25. 
ROS-TONEN, M. A. & WIERSUM, K. F. The 

importance of non-timber forest products 
for forest-based rural livelihoods: an 
evolving research agenda.  GTZ/CIFOR 
international conference on livelihoods and 
biodiversity, Bonn, Germany, 2003. 

SAPIIE, M. A. 2017. Indonesia still struggles to 
close gender equality gap: UNDP. the 

Jakarta Post, 22 March 2017. 
SILVIUS, M. 2015. Encouraging first step, but still a 

long way to go for APP to stop peat 

destruction [Online]. Jakarta: Wetlands 
International. Available: 
https://www.wetlands.org/news/encouragi
ng-first-step-but-still-a-long-way-to-go-
for-app-to-stop-peat-destruction/#read-
more [Accessed 26 June 2017]. 

SIMBERLOFF, D. 1998. Flagships, umbrellas, and 
keystones: is single-species management 
passé in the landscape era? Biological 
conservation, 83, 247-257. 

SOCP 2013. Pelepaslarian-Berlatih untuk Bertahan 
Hidup. 9 July 2013 ed.: Sumatran 
Orangutan Conservation Programme. 

SOETIARSO, T. A. 2013. Persepsi dan Preferensi 
Konsumen terhadap Atribut Produk 
Beberapa Jenis Sayuran Minor. Jurnal 

Hortikultura, 20. 
SONDEREGGER, G. & LANTING, H. 2011. The 

Challenge of Sustainable Peatland 
farming- Characterizing agricultural 
systems in Padang Island, Sumatra 
regarding their sustainability. Universiteit 
Utrecht, ICRAF. 

SOPHEA, K. & PRESTON, T. 2001. Comparison of 
biodigester effluent and urea as fertilizer 
for water spinach vegetable. Livestock 

Research for Rural Development, 13. 
SPKS. 2017. Hak-hak Konstitusional Untuk Petani 

Pekebun Swadaya Indonesia [Online]. 
Jakarta: SPKS. Available: 
https://www.spksnasional.or.id/perlindung
an-hutan-dan-gambut/ [Accessed 26 June 
2017]. 

SUKHDEV, P., WITTMER, H., SCHRÖTER-
SCHLAACK, C., NESSHÖVER, C., BISHOP, 

http://www.kyoto-u.ac.jp/en/research/events_news/department/se_asia/news/2016/160425_1.html
http://www.kyoto-u.ac.jp/en/research/events_news/department/se_asia/news/2016/160425_1.html
http://www.kyoto-u.ac.jp/en/research/events_news/department/se_asia/news/2016/160425_1.html
http://lipi.go.id/lipimedia/LIPI-Tanaman-Sagu-Bantu-Restorasi-Lahan-Gambut/15985
http://lipi.go.id/lipimedia/LIPI-Tanaman-Sagu-Bantu-Restorasi-Lahan-Gambut/15985
http://lipi.go.id/lipimedia/LIPI-Tanaman-Sagu-Bantu-Restorasi-Lahan-Gambut/15985
http://place.unsri.ac.id/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/6.2.-Technical-Review-6-Pengelolaan-Lahan-Gambut-utk-Agroforestri-dan-Paludikultur.pdf
http://place.unsri.ac.id/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/6.2.-Technical-Review-6-Pengelolaan-Lahan-Gambut-utk-Agroforestri-dan-Paludikultur.pdf
http://place.unsri.ac.id/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/6.2.-Technical-Review-6-Pengelolaan-Lahan-Gambut-utk-Agroforestri-dan-Paludikultur.pdf
http://place.unsri.ac.id/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/6.2.-Technical-Review-6-Pengelolaan-Lahan-Gambut-utk-Agroforestri-dan-Paludikultur.pdf
http://www.forda-mof.org/berita/post/2921
http://www.forda-mof.org/berita/post/2921
https://www.wetlands.org/news/encouraging-first-step-but-still-a-long-way-to-go-for-app-to-stop-peat-destruction/#read-more
https://www.wetlands.org/news/encouraging-first-step-but-still-a-long-way-to-go-for-app-to-stop-peat-destruction/#read-more
https://www.wetlands.org/news/encouraging-first-step-but-still-a-long-way-to-go-for-app-to-stop-peat-destruction/#read-more
https://www.wetlands.org/news/encouraging-first-step-but-still-a-long-way-to-go-for-app-to-stop-peat-destruction/#read-more
https://www.spksnasional.or.id/perlindungan-hutan-dan-gambut/
https://www.spksnasional.or.id/perlindungan-hutan-dan-gambut/


J., TEN BRINK, P., GUNDIMEDA, H., 
KUMAR, P. & SIMMONS, B. 2010. The 
economics of ecosystems and biodiversity: 
mainstreaming the economics of nature: a 
synthesis of the approach, conclusions and 
recommendations of TEEB. European 

Communities. 
SUMARGA, E., HEIN, L., HOOIJER, A. & 

VERNIMMEN, R. 2016. Hydrological and 
economic effects of oil palm cultivation in 
Indonesian peatlands. Ecology and 

Society, 21. 
SUNARJONO, H. 2006. Berkebun 21 jenis tanaman 

buah, Niaga Swadaya. 
SUNDARI, R. 2005. Conservation and sustainable 

use of peat swamp forests by local 
communities in South East Asia. Suo, 56, 
27-38. 

SUSILA, A. D., PRASETYO, T. & PALADA, M. C. 
2012. Optimum Fertilizer Rate for 
Kangkong (Ipomoea reptans L.) 
Production in Ultisols Nanggung. 
Agronomy and Horticulture. 

SUWARNO, A. 2017. Mendawai Village Forest 
Business Plan. 

SUWARNO, A., HEIN, L. & SUMARGA, E. 2016. Who 
benefits from ecosystem services? A case 
study for Central Kalimantan, Indonesia. 
Environmental management, 57, 331-344. 

TATA, H. & SUSMIANTO, A. 2016. Prospek 

Paludikultur Ekosistem Gambut Indonesia, 
Bogor, Indonesia, Forda Press. 

TATA, H. L., VAN NOORDWIJK, M. & WIDAYATI, A. 
2016. Domestication of Dyera polyphylla 
(Miq.) Steenis in peatland agroforestry 
systems in Jambi, Indonesia. Agroforestry 
Systems, 90, 617-630. 

TAUFIK, Y. 2015. Statistik Produksi Hortikultura 

Tahun 2014, Jakarta, Direktorat Jendral 
Hortikultura, Kementerian Pertanian. 

TECA 2015a. Illipe nut plantation on undrained 
peatland in Indonesia. 25 February 2015 
ed.: FAO. 

TECA. 2015b. Sago plantations on undrained 
peatland in Indonesia [Online]. FAO. 
Available: http://teca.fao.org/read/8281 
[Accessed 22 May 2017]. 

TENGNÄS, B. 1994. Agroforestry extension manual 

for Kenya, World Agroforestry Centre. 
USAHA PERTANIAN 2014. Analisa Usaha Budidaya 

Kangkung. Analisa Usaha. 
UTOMO, B. 2010. Pengaruh Bioaktivator terhadap 

Pertumbuhan Sukun (Artocarpus 
communis Forst) dan Perubahan Sifat 
Kimia Tanah Gambut. Jurnal Agronomi 

Indonesia (Indonesian Journal of 

Agronomy), 38. 
VAN BEUKERING, P., SCHAAFSMA, M., DAVIES, O. 

& OSKOLOKAITE, I. 2008. The economic 
value of peatland resources within the 
Central Kalimantan Peatland Project in 
Indonesia. Palangkaraya, unpublished 
report. 

VICTORIA, R., BANWART, S., BLACK, H., INGRAM, 
J., JOOSTEN, H., MILNE, E., 
NOELLEMEYER, E. & BASKIN, Y. 2012. The 
benefits of soil carbon. Foresight chapter 
in UNEP Yearbook, 2012, 19-33. 

VIDAL, J. 2015. Indonesia’s forest fires threaten a 
third of world’s wild orangutans. 
Theguardian, 26 October 2015. 

WALHI. 2016. Visi dan Misi [Online]. WALHI. 
Available: http://www.walhi.or.id/visi-
dan-misi/ [Accessed 30 June 2017]. 

WALTER, D. & PIERCE, R. A. 2008. Integrating 

agroforesty practices for wildlife habitat, 
University of Missoui, Center for 
Agroforestry. 

WARDHANA, B. 2016. BRG’s Roadmap for Peatland 
Restoration. BRG. 

WETLANDS INTERNATIONAL. 2015. Sustainable 
Land Use [Online]. Wetlands International. 
Available: https://www.wetlands.org/our-
approach/peatland-treasures/sustainable-
land-use/ [Accessed 10 July 2017]. 

WETLANDS INTERNATIONAL 2016. Paludiculture: 
sustainable livelihood options. Saving 

peatlands. Wetlands International. 
WETLANDS INTERNATIONAL. 2017. Small Grants 

Fund for community peatland restoration 

in Indonesia launched today [Online]. 
Wetlands International. Available: 
https://www.wetlands.org/news/small-
grants-fund-community-peatland-
restoration-indonesia-launched-today/ 
[Accessed 10 July 2017]. 

WICHTMANN, W., SCHRÖDER, C. & JOOSTEN, H. 
2016. Paludiculture-productive use of wet 

peatlands: climate protection-biodiversity-
regional economic benefits, Schweizerbart 
Science Publishers. 

WIDAYATI, A. T., HESTI LESTARI; VAN 
NOORDWIJK, MEINE 2016. Agroforestry 
on peatlands: combining productive and 
protective functions as part of restoration. 
Policy Brief no.70. Agroforestry options for 

ASEAN series no.4. Bogor, Indonesia: 
World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF) 
Southeast Asia Regional Program. 

WOMEN RESEARCH INSTITUTE 2014. Gender dan 
Konsesi Hutan: Studi Kasus Desa Teluk 
Binjai, Kabupaten Pelalawan, Riau. 
Women Research Institute. 

WOSTEN, H., RIELEY, J. & PAGE, S. 2008. 
Restoration of tropical peatlands, 
Wageningen, The Netherlands, Alterra-
Wageningen University and Research 
Centre, and EU INCO-RESTORPEAT 
Partnership. 

WWF. 2014. Where Do Orangutans Live? And Nine 
Other Orangutan Facts [Online]. WWF. 
Available: 
https://www.worldwildlife.org/stories/whe
re-do-orangutans-live-and-nine-other-
orangutan-facts [Accessed 7 July 2017]. 

http://teca.fao.org/read/8281
http://www.walhi.or.id/visi-dan-misi/
http://www.walhi.or.id/visi-dan-misi/
https://www.wetlands.org/our-approach/peatland-treasures/sustainable-land-use/
https://www.wetlands.org/our-approach/peatland-treasures/sustainable-land-use/
https://www.wetlands.org/our-approach/peatland-treasures/sustainable-land-use/
https://www.wetlands.org/news/small-grants-fund-community-peatland-restoration-indonesia-launched-today/
https://www.wetlands.org/news/small-grants-fund-community-peatland-restoration-indonesia-launched-today/
https://www.wetlands.org/news/small-grants-fund-community-peatland-restoration-indonesia-launched-today/
https://www.worldwildlife.org/stories/where-do-orangutans-live-and-nine-other-orangutan-facts
https://www.worldwildlife.org/stories/where-do-orangutans-live-and-nine-other-orangutan-facts
https://www.worldwildlife.org/stories/where-do-orangutans-live-and-nine-other-orangutan-facts


APPENDICES 

Annex 1. Identification results of 16 paludiculture species in term of economic aspect 

Species Common name Product 

Market 

price 

(Rupiah/ha

/year) 

Market availability First harvesting Harvest cycle 

Garcinia mangostana L. 
Manggis 

(Mangosteen) 
Fruit 60,000,000 High demand on export (BPS, 2016a) 

6 years (Roostika et al., 

2016) 

Each year (Roostika et 

al., 2016) 

Nephelium lappaceum L. Rambutan Fruit 25,173,610 One of the most fruit production in 2014 (Taufik, 2015) 
8-10 years (Hasani, 

2017) 

Each year (Hasani, 

2017) 

Ipomoea aquatica Forsk. (I. reptans) Kangkong Vegetable 10,261,431 Locally consumed (Usaha Pertanian, 2014) 
28 days (Sophea and 

Preston, 2001) 

Once (Sophea and 

Preston, 2001) 

Momordia charantia L. 
Paria (Bitter melon/ 

bitter gourd) 
Vegetable 15,652,000 Locally consumed (Soetiarso, 2013) 

90 days (Palada and 

Chang, 2003) 

Once (Palada and 

Chang, 2003) 

Metroxylon sagu Rottb. Sagu (Sago) 
Starch (non-

seed) 
37,547,548 

Locally consumed and export (Jong and Widjono, 

2015) 
6 years (Suwarno, 2017) 

Each year (Suwarno, 

2017) 

Dyera costulata (Miq.) Hook.f. Jelutung Latex 8,926,608 Export to Japan (Harun, 2011) 7 years (Suwarno, 2017) 
Each year (Suwarno, 

2017) 

Calamus sp. Rotan (Rattan) Rattan 7,000,000 Furniture/meubel (Suwarno, 2017) 3 years (Suwarno, 2017) 
Each harvest 

(Suwarno, 2017) 

Melaleuca cajuputi Powell Gelam Essential oil 3,890,900 
Ointments, balms (e.g. tiger balm), medicines and 

aromatherapy (Giesen, 2015b) 

3-4 years (Giesen, 

2015b) 

Each year (Giesen, 

2015b) 

Nothaphoebe coriacea (Kosterm.) 

Kosterm. (Alseodaphne) 
Gemor Incense bark 4,166,667 

High economic wood/conservation function (Tata and 

Susmianto, 2016) 

40 years (Istomo et al., 

2010) 

Once (Istomo et al., 

2010) 

Gonystylus bancanus (Miq.) Kurz. Ramin Incense 1,665,577 
High economic wood/conservation function (Tata and 

Susmianto, 2016) 

40 years (Istomo et al., 

2010) 

Once (Istomo et al., 

2010) 

Shorea spp. Tengkawang 
Oil bearing illipe 

nuts 
2,812,500 

Indonesia as the biggest exporter of illipe nuts (TECA, 

2015a) 
8 years (Heri, 2013) 3-5 years (Heri, 2013) 

Aleurites moluccana (L.) Willd. Kemiri (candlenut) Edible nut 4,737,070 
One of the contributors in Indonesian smallholder 

plantation (BPS, 2017) 

5-6 years (Herman et al., 

2013) 

Each year (Herman et 

al., 2013) 

Sindora velutina Baker sepetir beludu/ sindur Resin - - - - 

Derris trifoliata (D. heterophylla) Tuwa areuy 
Binding 

material/cordage 
- - - - 

Spatholobus ferrugineus Areuy carulang 
Binding 

material/cordage 
- - - - 

Uraria crinita Ekor kucing Poisons - - - - 



 

Annex 2. Identification results of 16 paludiculture species in term of ecological aspect 

Species Common name WTD (cm) Soil PH Peat Depth Food for animals Nitrogen content 

Garcinia mangostana 

L. Manggis (Mangosteen) 30-70 (Wosten et al., 2008) 

5-7.0 (Mardiana and PS, 

2011) 

Shallow and medium (50-200cm) (Nasrul, 

2010) 
Yes (WWF, 2014) 

No 

Nephelium lappaceum 

L. Rambutan 30-70 (Wosten et al., 2008) 4-6.5 (Sunarjono, 2006) 

Shallow and medium (20-230cm) (Limin, 

2006) 

Yes (Nawangsari et 

al., 2016) 
No 

Ipomoea aquatica 

Forsk. (I. reptans) Kangkong 30-60 (Chotimah, 2002) - 

Shallow and medium (50-200cm) (Nasrul, 

2010) 
Yes (luff, 2013) 

No 

Momordia charantia L. Bitter melon 30-60 (Chotimah, 2002) 

6-6.7 (Palada and Chang, 

2003) 

Shallow and medium (50-200cm) (Nasrul, 

2010) 

No 

No 

Metroxylon sagu Rottb. Sagu (Sago) 20-40 (Ambak, 2000) 

4-5.0 (Biancalani and 

Avagyan, 2014) 

Shallow, medium, and deep (0-300cm) 

(TECA, 2015b) 

No 

No 

Dyera costulata (Miq.) 

Hook.f. Jelutung 0-50 (Jaenicke et al., 2010) 

3-4.0 (Giesen and van der 

Meer, 2009) 

Medium and deep (100-300cm) (Jaenicke et 

al., 2010) 
No 

No 

Calamus sp. Rotan (Rattan) - 

4.04-5.14 (Pantanella, 

2005) - 

Yes, with human help 

(SOCP, 2013) No 

Melaleuca cajuputi 

Powell Gelam - 

3.1-3.9 (Komar et al., 

2008) 

Medium and deep (<3m) (Tata and 

Susmianto, 2016) 
No 

No 

Nothaphoebe coriacea 

(Kosterm.) Kosterm. 

(Alseodaphne) Gemor - 

3-4.0 (Adinugroho et al., 

2011) 

Shallow, medium, and deep (Tata and 

Susmianto, 2016) 

No 

No 

Gonystylus bancanus 

(Miq.) Kurz. Ramin 0-50 (Jaenicke et al., 2010) 4-5.1 (Komar et al., 2008) 

Shallow and medium (30-180cm) (Limin, 

2006) 
No 

No 

Shorea spp. Tengkawang 0-50 (TECA, 2015a) 4.5-5.5 (Hidayati, 2010) 

Shallow, medium, and deep (30-300cm) 

(TECA, 2015a) 
No 

No 

Aleurites moluccana 

(L.) Willd. Kemiri (candlenut) - 

5-8.0 (Krisnawati et al., 

2011) - 
 

No 

Sindora velutina Baker sepetir beludu/ sindur - 2.7-4.0 (Riswan, 2014) 5-10cm (FAO, 1984) 
No 

Nitrogen fixation 

(Ghazoul et al., 1996) 

Derris trifoliata (D. 

heterophylla) Tuwa areuy - 4.5-6 (Rabiati, 2016) - 

No 

Nitrogen fixation 

(Kuykendall et al., 

2003) 

Spatholobus 

ferrugineus Areuy carulang - - - 
No 

Nitrogen fixation 

(Fujita et al., 1992) 

Uraria crinita Ekor kucing - - - 
No 

Nitrogen fixation 

(Nzoue et al., 2006) 

Annex 3. Ranking result of recommended scenarios 



Criteria 
Agroforestry composition 

Economic focus Biodiversity conservation focus Nitrogen fixation 

Ecology 
   

Well-known species 100 100 33.33 

Food for animals 41.67 33.33 16.67 

Economic 
   

Harvesting year 60 40 31.67 

Market price (rupiah/ha/year) 81.33 65.50 25.83 

Market availability 100 100 50 

Nitrogen Fixation 0 0 66.67 

Total 383 338.83 224.17 

 

  



Annex 4. Weighting result of each stakeholder’s preference 

Criteria 

Stakeholders 
Combined 

weight (%) 
Private sectors Government Civil Society Research Institutes and NGOs 

APP APRIL BRG MoEF 
NTFP 

Collectors 

Smallholder 

palm oil 

plantation 

Local 

communities 
WALHI 

Wetlands 

International 

PBB-

FAO 
ICRAF LIPI 

Kyoto 

University 
FORDA 

 

Ecology 
               

Well-known 

species 
2.50 1.25 5 3.75 0.17 0.17 0.33 0.43 0.43 0.21 0.43 0.54 0.32 0.54 16.70 

Food for 

animals 
1.25 1.25 5 3.75 0.50 0.33 0.17 0.43 0.43 0.64 0.32 0.64 0.32 0.43 16.30 

Economic 
               

Harvesting year 2.50 2.50 2.5 3.75 0.33 0.17 0.50 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.21 0.32 0.32 14.70 

Market price 

(rupiah/ha/year) 
3.75 3.75 5 6.25 0.67 0.83 0.67 0.32 0.32 0.43 0.21 0.11 0.32 0.21 23.00 

Market 

availability 
2.50 3.75 5 6.25 0.67 0.83 0.67 0.43 0.43 0.54 0.21 0.11 0.32 0.21 21.90 

Nitrogen 

Fixation 
0 0 2.5 1.25 1 1 1 0.21 0.21 0 0.64 0.54 0.54 0.43 7.30 

Total 12.50 12.50 25 25 3.33 3.33 3.33 2.14 2.14 2.14 2.14 2.14 2.14 2.14 100 

 


