CONVERSION OF ROCKROSE (Cistus ladanifer L.) SCRUBLAND INTO BIODIVERSE PASTURES
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Figure 3. Evolution of average dry matter (DM) production in 2024.

Different letters indicate significant differences between treatments (P<

Figure 1. Dense shrubland of rockrose (Cistus ladanifer L.) are converted into pastures. Pasture A: plot intervened in 2022 0.05).

(3.4 hectares) and whose hay composition was based on oats and vetch. Pasture B: plot intervened in 2023 (2.9 hectares) A) B)

7/jul

and whose hay composition came from a meadow with a biodiverse mixture of legumes and grasses. 4500 4500
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M ATERI ALS AND METHODS Table 1. Average nutritional value of pastures and rockrose. Values for humidity, ash, crude protein, neutral detergent £ 3000 - £ 3000
fiber (NDF), acid detergent fiber (ADF), acid detergent lignin (ADL), and in vitro digestibility in % of dry matter + standard = 2590 g 2500 &
error. For each parameter analyzed, different letters represent significant differences between samples (P < 0.05). = 2000 % 2000 i
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Treatment Humidity =~ Ash  Crude protein NDF ADF ADL  Digestibility masey § S100 4 b
@ 1000 b @ 1000
Pasture A | 5.7+0.3a | 6.6+0.22a 98+06a |487+13b|32320.7b|51+09| 576+25a 500 500
0 - 0 -
PastureB |4.7+04b|57+0.2b| 84+04b |588+05a|36.1+05a| 6+04 |465+15b I — _—
Rockrose | 3.5+0.1c |3.9+00c| 59+01c |[29.84+03c|20.7+0.8c|6.8+0.9|429+03b Figure 4. Average biomass production (Kg DM ha): A) Pasture A and B)
Pasture B. Different letters indicate significant differences between

treatments (P< 0.05).

CONCLUSIONS

This approach contributed to the development of
species-rich pastures, with legumes and grasses
and characterized by high protein, high fiber
content and excellent digestibility. In addition, the
of shrublands through this practice

control
maintains biodiversity and reduces the risk of
wildfires by effectively managing fuel loads.



