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Fig.1 Soil moisture content during covering soil surface
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Fig.2 Average soil temperature and rainfall Fig.3 Defoliation rate
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Table 1 Flowering, fruiting and yield
Number of Number of Fruiting Harvest Weigh Vield S
Year Treatment Flower O Fruit @ rate /(2 number (g/eilg t) (kg;fr ) E’!/g ;w
(number /tree)  (number/tree) (%) (number/tree) piece e ?
2011 Not mulching 7,951 2,796 35.2 1,054+223 18.4+4.6 19.4+2.6 7.04
Mulching 9,817 4,637 472 1,441+£258 16.1+2.3 23.2+3.4 7.03
2012 Not mulching 14,599 4,708 32.2 8,77+217 26.0+5.1 22.8+7.7 6.97
Mulching 16,190 5,426 33.5 1,095+307 24.4+3.1 26.7+7.0 6.99
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