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	H-statistic
	DF
	P
	Post Hoc

	Undamaged pods 
	
	
	
	

	Production system
	36.25
	3
	< 0.0001
	COMa, AFLDa  > REFb, AFHDb

	Clone
	119.83
	2
	< 0.0001
	PBC123a, PBC140a > PBC159b

	
	
	
	
	

	Pods affected by BP
	
	
	
	

	Production system
	51.12
	3
	< 0.0001
	REFa > AFLDb, COMb, AFHDb

	Clone
	11.74
	2
	   0.0028
	PBC159a > PBC123b, PBC140b

	
	
	
	
	

	Pods affected by CPB
	
	
	
	

	Production system
	156.97
	3
	< 0.0001
	REFa > COMb > AFLDc > AFHDd

	Clone
	15.04
	2
	   0.0005
	PBC159a > PBC123b, PBC140b

	
	
	
	
	

	Pods affected by Helopeltis ssp.
	
	
	
	

	Production system
	62.17
	3
	< 0.0001
	COMa > AFLDb, REFbc, AFHDc

	Clone
	18.17
	2
	   0.0001
	PBC123a > PBC159b, PBC140b

	
	
	
	
	

	Pods affected by rodents
	
	
	
	

	Production system
	74.93
	3
	< 0.0001
	AFHDa > AFLDb, REFb > COMc

	Clone
	64.83
	2
	< 0.0001
	PBC159a > PBC140b > PBC123c

	
	
	
	
	


Statistical analysis was done with Kruskal–Wallis tests. Individual comparisons were made by comparing the difference of mean ranks to critical values according to Siegel and Castellan (1988). AFHD = agroforestry system with high tree diversity (17 agroforestry tree species); AFLD = agroforestry system with low tree diversity (3 agroforestry tree species); COM = common practice full-sun monoculture; REF = reference system: common practice full-sun monoculture without tree pruning. Pods were differentiated into categories as follows: pods affected by Phytophthora sp. (black pod rot, BP), by Conopomorpha cramerella (cocoa pod borer, CPB), directly or indirectly (rotten, germinated, unripe) by Helopeltis ssp., by rodents, by other causes (not shown), and healthy entire pods. Data was standardized by dividing the amount of pods counted in each category by the number of total pods per tree. Effects significant at p < 0.05 are highlighted in bold.

