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Introduction
The tree products of interest to foresters are both timber and non-timber forest products (NTFPs),
with timber predominating in forest industries. NTFPs are important in the valuation of forest and as a
resource for the livelihoods of forest people, but the term NTFPs has many meanings (Belcher, 2003).
One issue is that a high proportion of NTFPs are actually harvested from farms, so there is grey line
between whether they are really common property extractive forest products or privately owned farm
crops. Distinguishing between these is important in terms of agricultural development and trade
statistics (Simons and Leakey, 2004).
Looking first at the scale of the on-farm tree resource, recent data has shown that globally 46% of
agricultural land (over one billion hectares) has more than 10% tree cover (Zomer et al., 2009), while
17% of farming land has more than 30% tree cover. This land with more than 10% tree cover is
occupied by 31% of the people living in agricultural land (558 million) (Zomer et al., 2009). The
products from these on-farm trees are important to the local people and the wider population for
fuelwood, as well as many food and medicinal products.
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While forests are still being severely degraded, the number of trees on farms is increasing (FAO,
2005) and interestingly, there are many examples where the rise in on-farm tree numbers occurs
in areas where population densities are high and farm size is very small. This raises some
questions. What role do trees play in farming systems? How important are they? What is the
future of trees on-farm?
Trees in farming systems are found either in forest fallows within shifting cultivation systems; as
relics from land clearance by slash-and-burn, or as a result of deliberate management and / or
planting. The integration of trees in farming systems is the practice of agroforestry to provide
environmental services and / or products that are either traded or used domestically to confer
multiple livelihood benefits, especially for smallholder farmers in the tropics beset with poverty,
malnutrition and hunger. Poverty (earning less than the purchasing power equivalent of US
$2/day), malnutrition and hunger affect 3.2 billion, 2 billion and 0.9 billion people respectively.
The scale of these problems is enormous despite the technical advances in agriculture over the
last 50-60 years. Land degradation affects 1.9 billion hectares of land (38% of crop land) and 2.6
billion people (Eswaran et al., 2006).
Role of agroforestry
Agroforestry involves the cultivation and use of trees in farming systems and is a practical and
low-cost means of implementing many forms of integrated land management, especially for
small-scale producers. The World Bank (2004) has estimated that agroforestry practices are used
by 1.2 billion people. Below we will briefly explore some of the main benefits arising from the
integration of trees in farming systems, and then consider the question ‘can trees play a bigger
role in agriculture’?
The successful practice of agroforestry involves three steps (Figure 1) aimed at promoting more
sustainable rural development:The first step involves the restoration of soil fertility in degraded farmland using nitrogen-fixing
trees and shrubs in improved fallows. Over the last thirty years numerous experiments have been
done in different countries and in different agroecosystems to study the benefits of growing
nitrogen-fixing trees and shrubs to improve soil fertility (Buresh and Cooper, 1999). Now these
‘Step 1’ agroforestry practices are commonly implemented by farmers, and the Improved Fallow
systems with Sesbania sesban and Tephrosia vogelii in particular are widely adopted (e.g. 66,000
maize farmers in Zambia in 2008) because maize yields are doubled or trebled. This represents a
very important breakthrough for poor farmers locked in food insecurity and hunger (Sanchez,
2002; Sanchez et al., 2005). However, wider adoption / up-scaling of this is needed to address the
land degradation affecting 1.9 billion hectares, and thus for the meaningful process of mitigating
land degradation there is a need for very large scale efforts to disseminate and up-scale these now
well researched and adoptable technologies. However, the reduction of land degradation alone
does not have the potential to open up a pathway towards greater prosperity and better living
standards for the rural poor.
The second step builds on the common practice of small-scale farmers in the tropics to protect or
plant trees producing traditionally important products (food, medicines, etc.) on their farms when
land is cleared for agriculture. Tree domestication offers great opportunities to capture specific
traits that are important for different market opportunities (Leakey, 1999; Leakey et al., 2005). In
recent years an international initiative has implemented a programme to domesticate a wide range
of indigenous tree species producing marketable food, fodder, and non-food products (Leakey et
al., 2005). In this way, agroforestry tree domestication can be seen as a means to enrich and
improve the 1 billion hectares of farmland with 10% tree cover. Tree products produced on–farm
are known as Agroforestry Tree Products (AFTPs), to distinguish them from common property
NTFPs (Simons and Leakey, 2004). Participatory tree domestication brings together agricultural
science and technology with Traditional Knowledge as an integrated package which builds on
local traditions and practices.
Currently, as a result of deforestation for modern farming systems, local communities no longer
have access to all the traditionally important products formerly gathered from forests.
Consequently, tree domestication is a means for farmers to rebuild the resource of species
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providing food, medicines and all their other products needed for everyday survival. This is
particularly important in Developing Countries where most households do not have other sources
of income or social support. Fortunately, however, there are many indigenous tree species that
have the potential to produce marketable food, fodder, and non-food products (Leakey, 1999;
Leakey et al., 2005) and some of these tree species are now the subject of tree domestication
programmes to improve the yield and quality of their products (Leakey et al., 2003; Tchoundjeu
et al., 2006). When a participatory approach to tree domestication based on local knowledge is
used, the additional benefits include the empowerment of local communities towards greater food
self-sufficiency and nutritional security (Leakey et al., 2003). However, this approach to
agroforestry needs to be supported by Intellectual Property Rights agreements that comply with
international law to give innovative Developing Country farmers protection from commercial
exploitation (Lombard and Leakey, 2010). Many of these new tree crops can also play important
ecological roles in the development of agroecological succession that greatly enhances the
ecological functions of the agroecosystem (Leakey, 1996). In this way, the ecological services
traditionally obtained by long-periods of unproductive fallow are provided by productive
agroforests yielding a wide range of food and non-food products (Leakey, 1999), so further
supplementing Step 1. Once again, however, the scale of adoption is grossly inadequate relative
to the problems of malnutrition, hunger and poverty. In many areas, a lack of planting stock and
poor nursery management skills are severe constraints to Step 2 agroforestry practices.
The third step is to promote entrepreneurism and develop value-adding and processing
technologies for the new tree crop products, so increasing availability of the products throughout
the year, expanding trade and creating off-farm employment opportunities; outputs which should
help to reduce the incidence of poverty. In this way, rural people can generate income which can
be used to improve their livelihoods and to begin the climb out of poverty, malnutrition and
hunger. There is growing evidence that tree domestication can help rural communities to be selfsufficient, to support their families on an area of less than 5 ha and to contribute to the payment of
childrens’ school fees and uniforms (Schreckenberg et al., 2006; Degrande et al., 2006). There is
now some additional evidence from Cameroon which suggests that the development of over 300
village nurseries involving over 6000 farmers engaged in the domestication of indigenous trees
producing AFTPs is generating income to help farmers meet specific income needs, as well as to
attract young people to remain in their villages (Leakey and Tentchou, 2009; Tchoundjeu et al.,
2010), reversing urban migration. Likewise, the local development of equipment for the
processing, storage and wider trading of farm produce has starting to open improved
opportunities for the marketing of AFTPs. This study has identified 31 positive impacts,
including improved diet, increased income (rising to as high as US$10-20 per day), and improved
livelihoods (Leakey and Tentchou, 2009). Other positive impacts included education, health and
infrastructure developments (Tchoundjeu et al., 2010).
The integration of domesticated indigenous trees into productive agroforests is foreseen as an
incentive for farmers to establish productive and profitable farming systems that provide the
ecological services that used to be obtained by long-periods of fallow. To effectively reduce
poverty in Developing Countries, where about 80% of rural households are engaged in
agriculture, will involve the development of in-country processing and value-adding of
agricultural produce and hence the diversification of the rural economy. Experience to date
indicates that, by enabling market opportunities for these local resources, significant livelihood
options for otherwise marginalised farmers and producers can be facilitated (Lombard and
Leakey, 2010). Partnerships between producers and the local-to-global cosmetic, food, beverage,
herbal medicine and pharmaceutical industries can be developed by carefully constructing
commercial agreements with leaders in the relevant sector. Critically this involves the
establishment of strong and viable trade associations that are forward thinking and market
oriented (Lombard and Leakey, 2010). Through these partnerships it is possible to ensure long
term relationships and supply agreements which ensure that the target producers remain in the
value chain.
Scope for wider tree domestication
There are many wild species in natural ecosystems which produce products that have traditionally
been collected and gathered to meet the day-to-day needs of people (Falconer, 1990, Abbiw,
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1990; Villachica, 1996; de Beer and McDermott, 1996; Cunningham, 2001). Such products
include traditional foods and medicines, gums, fibers, resins, extractives, as well as wood and
timber for building materials, artifacts, etc. Many of these products are increasingly being
marketed in local, regional and international markets (Ndoye et al., 1997; Awono et al., 2002) and
so help to buffer the effects of price fluctuations in cocoa and other commodity crops (Gockowski
and Dury, 1999). These species are all potential candidates for domestication and cultivation in
small-scale farming systems. As well as indigenous species, small-scale farming systems
commonly include exotic tree species producing useful products (Schreckenberg et al., 2002,
2006; Kindt et al., 2004) in ways that require little investment of cash and have low labour
demands (Degrande et al., 2006).
In addition to meeting the domestic needs of small-scale farmers, domesticated agroforestry trees
are producing products that have the capacity to produce new agricultural commodities and
generate new industries. For example, species like Prunus africana, Pausinystalia johimbe,
Sclerocarya birrea, Vitellaria paradoxa, Canarium indicum produce products of interest to
pharmaceutical, cosmetic and nutraceutical industries. In addition, some AFTPs are sources of
edible oils with market opportunities. In West Africa, for example, edible oils are extracted from
the fruits/kernels of Allanblackia spp. (Tchoundjeu et al., 2006; Jamnadass et al., 2010), Irvingia
gabonensis (Leakey, 1999), Dacryodes edulis (Kapseu et al., 2002), Vitellaria paradoxa (Boffa et
al., 1996) and many other agroforestry species (Leakey, 1999). Unilever is investing in a new
edible oil industry in West Africa, using Allanblackia kernel oil (Attipoe et al., 2006). In addition
to the development of new fodder crops (Bonkoungou et al., 1998), there are opportunities for
developing cattle cake from the by-products of species producing edible fruits and nuts (e.g.
Dacryodes edulis, Canarium indicum, Barringtonia procera, etc). The nuts of Croton
megalocarpus have been recommended as poultry feed (Thijssen, 2006). In Brazil, new
agricultural commodities from community-based small-scale agroforestry systems are being used
in the manufacture of products for the automobile industry (Panik, 1998). In the case of
Allanblackia spp., Unilever is taking a similarly innovative and socially-responsible approach to
developing a new industry. Rather than pursuing a large-scale plantation approach to oil
production, they are working on the domestication and cultivation of Allanblackia species with
local communities, seeing this as a new crop for Africa. In a different, but equally innovative
development, Phytotrade Africa has taken out a patent on ‘Maruline’ a product from Sclerocarya
birrea kernel oil, on behalf of a local women’s group in Namibia (Lombard and Leakey, 2010).
This emerging market orientation needs to be developed carefully as it potentially conflicts with
community-oriented values and traditions. A series of “Winners and Losers” projects on the
commercialization of AFTPs have examined these options (e.g. Leakey et al., 2005; Marshall et
al., 2006).
Domestication techniques and strategies
Many of the above innovative developments have been made possible by the application of
horticultural techniques and strategies to forest trees. For example, the development of robust
vegetative propagation techniques have been used to overcome some of the critical barriers to
rapid tree domestication, opening up the opportunities for clonal agroforestry and forestry
(Leakey, 1987; Leakey, 2004). Techniques of vegetative propagation have existed for thousands
of years, but many tropical trees were considered to be impossible to propagate by cuttings until
the 1970-1980s, but now detailed studies of the many morphological and physiological factors
affecting five stages of the rooting process in stem cuttings have resulted in some principles,
which have wide applicability and explain some of the apparently contradictory published
information (Leakey, 2004). Simple, inexpensive and low-tech methods for the rooting of stem
cuttings have been developed for use by resource poor farmers in remote village nurseries
(Leakey et al., 1990). These robust and appropriate techniques which do not require running
water or electricity are now being widely implemented, most notably within participatory villagelevel development of cultivars of indigenous fruit/nut tree species in West Africa (Leakey et al.,
2003).
These techniques allow clonal approaches to the genetic improvement of tree species which can
result in large improvements in yield and quality traits, based on ideotypes resulting from a good
understanding of the 3-10-fold intraspecific variation in all traits of importance for selection and
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improvement to meet many different market opportunities (reviewed by Leakey et al., 2005).
Interestingly, this variation is greatest at the village level, while the variation between villages is
only modest, indicating that genetic diversity at the species level can be maintained by villagelevel domestication. In addition to selection for yield and quality traits, it is possible to develop
cultivars that are productive out of season and whose fruits sell for prices 10-fold higher than
those obtained in the peak fruiting season.
Agroforestry for the delivery of multifunctional agriculture
The philosophy of ‘Multifunctional Agriculture’ recognizes the ‘inescapable interconnectedness
of agriculture’s different roles and functions’ in sustainable rural development and the need for
agriculture to be more socially, economically and environmentally sustainable (McIntyre et al.,
2008 – see also Figure 2). This paradigm is based on the view that agriculture is at a ‘crossroads’
and in need of redirection (Kiers et al., 2008) because of the unresolved issues of poverty,
malnutrition, hunger and natural resources degradation. The concept recognizes the need for
more socially-relevant, pro-poor, approaches to agriculture that relate to production, livelihoods,
and ecosystem service functions, and the need to revitalize farming processes and rehabilitate
natural capital to achieve simultaneous impacts at different points in the land degradation cycle
(Figure 3).
To build on the positive outcomes of the last 60 years of agricultural research and to rehabilitate
degraded farm land it is important to find ways of restoring soil health by enhancing fertility and
the biodiversity necessary for agroecosystem function at the plot and landscape level, so reducing
dependency on purchased inputs; integrating the improved crop varieties and livestock breeds
into more diversified, risk averse, farming systems, which include perennial vegetation to help to
counter climate change and provide environmental services. Diversification should also increase
the number of niches in the agroecosystem in ways which make them less damaging to the
environment and which are additionally compatible with the culture of the farming community.
Ideally through diversification with new tree crops, the farming system can also produce
traditionally-important products to meet the everyday needs of local people, as well as to generate
income.
Fortunately, there are examples from around the world of low-input, socially-relevant, pro-poor,
approaches to rural development that relate to production, livelihoods, and ecosystem service
functions. Some of these approaches are based on an understanding of agroecology and soil
science but, currently, few of them provide a complete package. Many of these low-input
resource-conserving technologies are based on integrated management systems such as reducedor no-tillage, conservation agriculture, ecoagriculture, agroforestry, permaculture and organic
agriculture. Of these, agroforestry seems to be particularly relevant to the delivery of multifunctional agriculture. Like the other systems, it addresses the issues of soil fertility management;
the rehabilitation of degraded farming systems; loss of biodiversity above and below ground;
carbon sequestration; and soil and watershed protection. However, in addition, agroforestry also
provides three crucial outputs that are not provided by the other systems, namely: (i) useful and
marketable tree products for income generation, fuel, food and nutritional security/health and the
enhancement of local livelihoods; (ii) complex mature and functioning agroecosystems akin to
natural woodlands and forests; (iii) linkages with culture through the food and other products of
traditional importance to local people. Consequently, based on the information summarized in
this paper, it has been suggested that agroforestry can be seen as a delivery mechanism for
multifunctional agriculture (Leakey, 2009).
Agroforestry and the mitigation of climate change
All increases in the carbon content of agricultural soils have beneficial impacts by reducing CO2
emissions to the atmosphere. Longer-term and more effective sequestration occurs when carbon
is stored in woody plants; hence agroforestry has greater benefits than other farming systems.
Studies suggest that through agroforestry carbon sequestration could be increased from 2.2. up to
90-150 tonnes of carbon per hectare over a potential area of 900 million ha worldwide (World
Agroforestry Centre, 2007).
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Conclusions
We have seen that the numbers of trees in farmland is very considerable, and that they can
contribute to:- (i) the restoration of lost productive capacity in farm land, especially infertile
degraded land, through the rehabilitation of agroecosystem functions (ii) the creation of new
opportunities for greater and more diversified production with enhanced utility and profitability
through the domestication of indigenous tree species conferring nutritional and health benefits,
and (iii) the promotion of local enterprise, value-addition, entrepreneurism and job creation in
rural communities through the commercialization of AFTPs. Thus the expansion of the on-farm
tree resource through the up-scaling of agroforestry and tree domestication could lead to a
reduction of poverty, malnutrition, hunger and land degradation, as well as contributing to the
reduction of climate change.
There are many tree species producing timber and non-timber products with potential for
domestication using rapid horticultural approaches to cultivar development. This illustrates a role
for tropical foresters to engage in urgently needed work in support of more socially, economically
and environmentally sustainable tropical agriculture.
This raises two questions: ‘When forests are so vulnerable to deforestation, should we be growing
more trees on farm for timber and non-timber products’? If so, should this be a goal for ISTF?
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Figure 2. The interconnectedness of agriculture’s different roles in rural development.

8

External factors: eg. Entrepreneurs

Desire for security and wealth

Deforestation

Overfishing

Overgrazing

Unsustainable use
of soils and water

Ecosystem degradation
and soil erosion
Loss of biodiversity

Loss of
income
from
food
crops and
wildlife

Increased
vulnerability to
HIV / AIDS
Other external
factors: eg. war,
disasters, etc.

Regulated by
social
organizations
at national and
international
level

Breakdown
of nutrient
cycling and
loss of soil
fertility/
structure

Breakdown of ecosystem function
Increased use of
agrichemicals

Loss of crop yields

Hunger and
malnutrition

Increased
costs

Pollution of
waterways,
aquifers and
wetlands

Increased
health risks
Declining livelihoods,
leading to poverty and social deprivation
Regulated by social organizations at the
community level

Figure 3. The cycle of land degradation (adapted from Leakey et al., 2005).

9

References
Abbiw, D.K. 1990. Useful plants of Ghana: West African uses of wild and cultivated
plants. Intermediate Technology Publications, London.
Attipoe L, A van Andel and SK Nyame, 2006. The Novella Project: Developing a
sustainable supply chain for Allanblackia oil. p.179-189. Agro-food Chains and
Networks for Development.
Awono A, Ndoye, O., Schreckenberg, K., Tabuna, H., Isseri, F. and Temple, L.. 2002.
Production and marketing of Safou (Dacryodes edulis) in Cameroon and
internationally: Market development issues. Forest, Trees and Livelihoods 12: 125–
147.
Belcher, B.M. 2003. What isn’t an NTFP. International Forestry Review 5: 161-168.
Boffa, J-M., Yaméogo, G., Nikiéma, P. and Knudson, D.M. 1996. Shea nut (Vitellaria
paradoxa) production and collection in agroforestry parklands of Burkina Faso. p.
110-122. In R.R.B. Leakey et al. (ed) Non-wood forest products 9. FAO, Rome.
Bonkoungou, E.G., Djimdé, M., Ayuk, E.T., Zoungrana, I. and Tchoundjeu, Z. 1998.
Taking stock of agroforestry in the Sahel – Harvesting results for the future.
ICRAF, Nairobi.
Buresh, R.J. and Cooper, P.J.M. 1999. The science and practice of short-term fallows.
Agroforestry Systems 47: 1-358.
Cunningham, A.B. 2001. Applied Ethnobotany: People, Wild Plant Use and
Conservation. Earthscan, London.
De Beer, J.H., and McDermott, M.J. 1996. The Economic Value of Non-timber Forest
Products in Southeast Asia. Netherlands Committee/IUCN, Amsterdam, The
Netherlands.
Degrande, A., Schreckenberg, K., Mbosso, C., Anegbeh, P. O., Okafor, J. and Kanmegne,
J. (2006). Farmers’ fruit tree growing strategies in the humid forest zone of
Cameroon and Nigeria. Agroforestry Systems 67: 159-175.
Eswaran, H., Reich, P. and Beinroth, F. 2006. Land degradation: an assessment of the
human impact on global land resources. In 18th World Congress for Soil Science,
Philadelphia, USA.
Falconer, J. 1990. The Major Significance of ‘Minor’ Forest Products: The Local Use
and Value of Forests in the West African Humid Forest Zone. Forests Trees People.
Community Forestry Note 6. FAO, Rome.
FAO. 2005. The State of Food Insecurity in the World: Eradicating World Hunger. Key
to Achieving the Millennium Development Goals. FAO, Rome.
Gockowski, J.J., and Dury, S. 1999. The economics of cocoa-fruit agroforests in southern
Cameroon. p. 239-241. In F. Jiménez and J. Beer (ed) Multi-strata Agroforestry
Systems with Perennial Crops. CATIE, Turrialba.
Jamnadass, R., Dawson, I.K., Anegbeh, P., Asaah, E., Atangana, A., Cordeiro, N.,
Hendrickx, H., Henneh, S., Kadu, C.A.C., Kattah, C., Misbah, M., Muchugi, A.,
Munjuga, M., Mwaura, L., Ndangalasi, H.J., Njau, C.S., Nyame, S.K., Ofori, D.,
Peprah, T., Russell, J. Rutatina, F., Sawe, C., Schmidt, L., Tchoundjeu, Z. and
Simons, A.J. 2010. Allanblackia, a new tree crop in Africa for the global food
industry: market development, smallholder cultivation and biodiversity
management. Forests, Trees and Livelihoods 0: 000-000.
Kapseu, C., Avouampo, E. and Djeumako, B. 2002. Oil extraction from Dacryodes edulis
(G. Don) H.J. Lam fruit. Forests, Trees and Livelihoods 11: 97-104.
Kiers, E.T., Leakey, R.R.B., Izac, A.M., Heinemann, J.A., Rosenthal, E., Nathan, D. and
Jiggins, J. 2008. Agriculture at a crossroads, Science, 320: 320-321.
Kindt, R., Simons, A.J. and van Damme, P. 2004. Do farm characteristics explain
differences in tree species diversity among western Kenyan farms? Agroforestry
Systems 63: 63-74.
10

Leakey, R.R.B. 1987. Clonal forestry in the tropics - A review of developments,
strategies and opportunities. Commonwealth Forestry Review 66: 61-75.
Leakey, R.R.B. 1996. Definition of agroforestry revisited. Agroforestry Today 8: 5-7.
Leakey, R.R.B. 1999. Potential for novel food products from agroforestry trees, Food
Chemistry 64: 1-14.
Leakey, R.R.B. 2004. Physiology of vegetative reproduction. In: J Burley, J Evans, and
JA Youngquist (eds.), p. 1655-1668, Encyclopaedia of Forest Sciences, Academic
Press, London, UK.
Leakey, R.R.B. 2009. Agroforestry: a delivery mechanism for Multi-functional
Agriculture. In: Handbook on Agroforestry: Management Practices and
Environmental Impact. Ed. Lawrence R. Kellimore, Nova Science Publishers.
Environmental Science, Engineering and Technology Series.
Leakey, R.R.B. and Tentchou, J. 2009. Consultants Report, Mid-Term Evaluation,
Agricultural and Tree Products Program, Food For Progress 2006, 26 Jan – 13
Feb 2009. Report to World Agroforestry Centre, Yaoundé, Cameroon, 86pp.
Leakey, R.R.B., Mesén, J.F., Tchoundjeu, Z., Longman, K.A., Dick, J.McP., Newton,
A.C., Matin, A., Grace, J., Munro, R.C. and Muthoka, P.N. 1990. Low-technology
techniques for the vegetative propagation of tropical tress. Commonwealth Forestry
Review 69: 247-257.
Leakey, R. R. B., Schreckenberg, K. and Tchoundjeu, Z. 2003. The participatory
domestication of West African indigenous fruits. International Forestry Review 5:
338-347.
Leakey, R.R.B., Tchoundjeu, Z., Schreckenberg, K., Shackleton, S. and Shackleton, C.
2005. Agroforestry Tree Products (AFTPs): Targeting Poverty Reduction and
Enhanced Livelihoods. International Journal of Agricultural Sustainability 3: 1-23.
Lombard, C. and Leakey, R.R.B. 2010. Protecting the rights of farmers and communities
while securing long term market access for producers of non-timber forest products:
experience in southern Africa Forests, Trees and Livelihoods 0: 000-000.
Marshall, E., Schreckenberg, K. and Newton, A.C. (ed) 2006. Commercialization of nontimber forest products: Factors influencing success. Lessons learned from Mexico
and Bolivia and policy implications for decision makers. UNEP World
Conservation Monitoring Centre, Cambridge, UK.
McIntyre, B. D., Herren, H., Wakhungu, J. and Watson, R. (Eds.) 2008. International
Assessment of Agricultural Knowledge Science and Technology for Development:
Global Report. Island Press, New York, USA.
Ndoye O, Ruiz-Perez, M. and Ayebe, A. 1997. The markets of non-timber forest products
in the humid forest zone of Cameroon. Rural Development Forestry Network,
Network Paper 22c, Overseas Development Institute, London, 20p.
Panik F. 1998. The use of biodiversity and implications for industrial production. p. 5973 in D.E. Leihner and T.A. Mitschein (eds.) A Third Millenium for Humanity? The
Search for Paths of Sustainable Development, Peter Lang, Frankfurt am Main,
Germany,
Sanchez, P.A. 2002. Soil fertility and hunger in Africa. Science 295: 2019-2020.
Sanchez, P.A., M.S. Swaminathan, P. Dobie, and N. Yuksel. 2005. Halving hunger: It
can be done. UN Millennium Project Task on Hunger. Earthscan, London.
Schreckenberg, K., Degrande, A., Mbosso, C., Boli Baboulé, Z., Boyd, C., Enyong, L.,
Kanmegne, J. and Ngong, C. 2002. The social and economic importance of
Dacryodes edulis (G.Don) H.J. Lam in southern Cameroon. Forests, Trees and
Livelihoods 12: 15-40.
Schreckenberg, K., Awono, A., Degrande, A., Mbosso, C., Ndoye, O. and Tchoundjeu, Z.
2006. Domesticating indigenous fruit trees as a contribution to poverty reduction.
Forests, Trees and Livelihoods, 16: 35-51.
11

Simons, A.J. and Leakey, R.R.B. 2004. Tree domestication in tropical agroforestry.
Agroforestry Systems 61: 167-181.
Tchoundjeu, Z., Asaah, E., Anegbeh, P., Degrande, A., Mbile, P., Facheux, C., Tsobeng,
A., Atangana, A.R. and Ngo-Mpeck, M.L. 2006. AFTPs: putting participatory
domestication into practice in West and Central Africa. Forests, Trees and
Livelihoods, 16: 53-70.
Tchoundjeu, Z., Degrande, A., Leakey, R.R.B., Simons, A.J., Nimino, G., Kemajou, E.,
Asaah, E., Facheux, C., Mbile, P., Mbosso, C., Sado T. and Tsobeng, A. 2010.
Impact of participatory tree domestication on farmer livelihoods in west and central
Africa. Forests, Trees and Livelihoods 0: 000-000.
Thijssen, R. 2006. Croton megalocarpus, the poultry-feed tree: How local knowledge
could help to feed the world. p. 226-234. In R.R.B. Leakey et al. (ed) Domestication
and Commercialisation of Non-timber Forest Products. Non-Wood Forest Products
No. 9. FAO, Rome.
Villachica, H. 1996. Frutales y Hortalizas Promisorios de la Amazonia. Tratado de
Cooperacion Amazonica, Lima.
World Agroforestry Centre. 2007. Agroforestry science at the heart of the three
environmental conventions. In: Tackling Global Challenges Through Agroforestry,
Annual Report 2006. World Agroforestry Centre, Nairobi, Kenya.
World Bank, 2004. Sustaining forest: A Development Strategy. World Bank, Washington
DC.
Zomer, R.J., Trabucco, A., Coe, R. and Place, F. 2009. Trees on Farm: Analysis of
Global Extent and Geographical Patterns of Agroforestry. ICRAF Working Paper
no. 89. Nairobi, Kenya: World Agroforestry Centre.

12

