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Table S1 Disease index of rubber tree powdery mildew in Hainan from 1962 to 2009 

Year DI Year DI Year DI Year DI 
1962 21.2 1974 27.3 1986 46.8 1998 52.8 
1963 16.1 1975 25.1 1987 52.7 1999 24.1 
1964 29.7 1976 12.2 1988 54.0 2000 47.8 
1965 22.6 1977 38.2 1989 47.6 2001 53.1 
1966 33.6 1978 60.2 1990 49.9 2002 34.4 
1967 19.1 1979 21.6 1991 45.1 2003 24.7 
1968 17.8 1980 46.1 1992 44.1 2004 69.5 
1969 40.8 1981 18.8 1993 46.0 2005 63.5 
1970 24.7 1982 25.5 1994 44.9 2006 54.6 
1971 7.9 1983 36.8 1995 55.0 2007 39.2 
1972 29.2 1984 48.3 1996 44.0 2008 42.8 
1973 5.4 1985 41.3 1997 32.5 2009 24.1 

 

 

Figure S1 Comparison of five meteorological factors before and after correction of 

four CMIP6 models based on EQM 

 



 

 

 

Figure S2 Comparison of five meteorological factors before and after correction of 

four CMIP6 models based on QM 

 

 

Figure S3 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2015 to 2029 under the 

SSP245 scenario 



 

 

 

Figure S4 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2030 to 2044 under the 

SSP245 scenario 

 

Figure S5 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2045 to 2059 under the 

SSP245 scenario 

 



 

 

Figure S6 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2060 to 2074 under the 

SSP245 scenario 

 

Figure S7 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2075 to 2089 under the 

SSP245 scenario 

 

Figure S8 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2090 to 2100 under the 

SSP245 scenario 

 



 

 

 

Figure S9 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2015 to 2029 under the 

SSP585 scenario 

 

Figure S10 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2030 to 2044 under the 

SSP585 scenario 

 



 

 

Figure S11 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2045 to 2059 under the 

SSP585 scenario 

 

Figure S12 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2060 to 2074 under the 

SSP585 scenario 

 

Figure S13 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2075 to 2089 under the 

SSP585 scenario 



 

 

 

Figure S14 Distribution of RTPM-DI in Hainan Island from 2090 to 2100 under the 

SSP585 scenario 

 


