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What diversification strategy? 
Diverse monocultures or polycultures? Only annuals or annuals + perennials? Integrated animal production?
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Yield-increasing potential of agroecological innovations in Africa
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Lupatini et al, 2014
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Agroecological intensification (Argentina)

Wheat production (kg/ha)Production costs (US$/ha)
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How to design an ideal landscape? 
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Ecosystem services from linear landscape elements

Spatial and temporal heterogeneity

Greater species diversity (Zacagnnini et al., 2013)
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Markets and Diversification
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Women and agrobiodiversity

- Los ingresos producidos por 1 ha de quinta equivalen a al
menos 2 ha de café, sin considerar los costos de
producción, que son mayores en el café y casi cero en la
quinta

- 1 ha de quinta produce 3 a 15 salarios mínimos por año
- Mayor tenor de nutrientes en suelos de quintas

- (Monteiro, 2018)
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