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1 Supplementary Figures

. 

1.1 Supplementary Figures 

Supplementary Figure 1. Average annual and accumulated fruit and oil production for the five 
evaluated olive cultivars at 1975 trees ha-1 14 years after planting. 
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Supplementary Figure 2. Average annual and accumulated fruit and oil production per tree density 
for the cultivar ‘Arbequina’ 14 years after planting. Nine tree densities ranging from 780 to 2254 
trees ha-1 were evaluated in this study. 

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

 fr
ui

t (
t h

a
-1

ye
ar

-1
)

Density (trees ha-1)

780 909 952 1143 1203 1481 1569 2000 2254

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

O
il 

(t 
ha

-1
ye

ar
-1

)

Density (trees ha -1)

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

180

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Fr
ui

t (
t h

a
-1

)

780

909

952

1143

1203

1481

1569

2000

2254

Density 
(trees ha-1)

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

O
il 

(t 
ha

-1
)

Years after planting

Years after planting

A) Average annual fruit production B) Accumulated fruit production

C) Average annual oil production D) Accumulated oil production

780 909 952 1143 1203 1481 1569 2000 2254



3

Supplementary Figure 3. A) General view of the ‘Arbequina’ hedgerow at 1975 trees 
ha-1. B) ‘Arbequina’ tree at 909 trees/ ha-1; the tree height for all the treatments was 
above 3.5 m (every band of the ranging pole measures 10 cm). However, the top 
branches were flexible (C) and therefore, they were not damaged by the straddle 
harvester, which worked at 2.6 m height (D). 

A) B) 

C) D) 


