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ABSTRACT
Objective: to characterize farmers who still grow food in the San Diego community through knowledge of 
their agricultural production systems. 
Design/Methodology/Approach: field visits and tours were carried out to the farmers’ plots to obtain 
information that would allow the design of a questionnaire for the agronomic and social classification of 
farmers in San Diego. The questionnaire was applied to 26 of them; who narrated some historical facts about 
their survival in food production.
Results: most of the farmers interviewed are on average 55 years old, have a level of education equal to or 
higher than middle school, have three economic dependents, use the yoke for tilling their soils and hybrid seed. 
Likewise, they apply organic fertilizers and chemical fertilizers to their plots for the growth of crops, for the 
control of pests and diseases they use agrochemicals; and the control of weeds is done manually, supplying 
water for the crops through gravity irrigation.
Study limitations/Implications: this research was conducted during the CovID-19 pandemic. For this 
reason, only 26 farmers could be located. Most of them were at home. 
Findings/Conclusions: in the community of San Diego, two types of farmers can be identified, those who 
carry out practices related to conventional agriculture, and others who maintain traditional practices, but 
combine them with conventional agriculture.
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INTRODUCTION
	 The expansion of agricultural production systems based on the establishment of 
monoculture and the application of agrochemicals has generated a socio-environmental 
crisis worldwide, making it necessary to revalue rural production systems in a social and 
scientific way. Because those production systems are conditioned by the principles proposed 
by the Food and Agriculture Organization to achieve sustainable food and agriculture in 
the world (FAO, 2018). Such agricultural production systems provide elements for resilience 
to the environmental, health and food crises that affect us today. In addition, considering 
the conservation of natural resources such as soil and water during agricultural production 
and access to food for the population (Cuadras-Berrelleza et al., 2021). 
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	 In Mexico, rural areas developed by traditional methods of self-sufficiency, as well as by 
modern agricultural methods, are affected by processes of deforestation, land use change, 
agricultural modernization and rural urbanization associated with industrialization; 
which in turn, devaluate and alter their environmental, sociocultural and economic 
environments (López-Valentín et al., 2020). Land use change is the impact suffered by 
natural landscapes through changes in ecosystems, which has manifested itself in recent 
decades in the reduction of agricultural area to increase the spaces for the construction of 
urban infrastructures. This, in turn, generates various effects that are usually permanent 
such as the loss of biodiversity, climate variation, or degradation of natural resources 
(Amorim-Homem et al., 2023). 
	 In the municipality of Texcoco de Mora, the effects of the intensification of land use 
change and growth of the urban sprawl are manifested, such as accelerated population 
growth, overexploitation of natural resources. For example, it is highlighted that since 2020, 
only 1.89% of the total population carries out agricultural activities (Data Mexico, 2023). 
According to Tejeda-Sartorius et al. (2015) the community of San Diego is a particular area 
of Texcoco, because it has good quality irrigation water from wells. 
	 In recent years, the abandonment of the Mexican rural areas has intensified in rural 
farming communities, due to the migration of their inhabitants to urban areas, seeking to 
improve their economic conditions (Sandoval-Genovez et al., 2022). In communities like San 
Diego (Texcoco, State of Mexico) these environmental, cultural and socioeconomic processes 
affect the rural population, which has survived since past decades following the arrival of the 
green revolution, finding a way to continue producing food (Ascencio-López et al., 2018). 

MATERIALS AND METHODS
	 This study was established in the community of San Diego, located southeast of the 
municipality of Texcoco de Mora (State of Mexico) from February to April, 2022. The 
geographical coordinates are located between 19° 29’ 51.04’’-19° 30’ 3.13’’ N and 98° 
51’ 20.04’’-98° 52’ 22.22’’ W and it has an area of approximately 1.81 km2. The research 
integrated quantitative and qualitative methods. The qualitative aspect included visits 
and field trips in the plots of eight farmers, representatives of the community’s irrigation 
organization. Through non-participant observation, the form of production of the main 
crops, historical facts, ways of thinking, main motivations and productive logic were known. 
	 For the quantitative aspect, we worked with 26 farmers, selected through the snowball 
technique, to whom a questionnaire was applied as a data collection instrument. The 
questionnaire integrated two axes: 1) socioeconomic characteristics of the farmers and 
2) management characteristics of the main crops. Based on the data of agricultural and 
socioeconomic variables, a hierarchical cluster analysis was carried out with the Statistical 
Package for the Social Sciences® (SPSS, 2020).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Socioeconomic characteristics 
	 According to the data obtained from the interviewed farmers, their average age is 55 
years, with the youngest being 35 years old and the oldest being 76 years old. The younger 
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farmers are in the range 30 to 50 years old, representing 69.24% of the total number of 
farmers, while the remaining percentage correspond to older farmers in the range 50 to 80 
years old. In 2020 the population over an age of 50 years was 10.29% in Texcoco de Mora, 
(State of Mexico, Mexico). It is worth highlighting that in 2022, 2.72% of total inhabitants 
in the State of Mexico worked in agricultural activities (Data Mexico, 2023). 
	 Farmers over 50 years of age are vaults of traditional knowledge and awareness of 
local agroecosystems; all this knowledge was acquired in the experience of agricultural 
production. These farmers can provide important elements to improve food sovereignty 
and security at the regional scale (Pai-Natacuas et al., 2022). In terms of marital status, 
more than half (65.38%) of farmers are married. In the aspect of education, 15.38% of 
farmers have elementary education, 26.92% have middle school, and 57.70% have a level 
of education equal to or greater than high school, coinciding with the results presented by 
Data Mexico (2023).
	 According to the farmers interviewed, complementing traditional knowledge acquired 
over generations with academic knowledge influences food production through traditional 
practices in combination with those of modern agriculture (Rodríguez-Fernández et al., 
2010); 70% of the farmers have three economic dependents, while 4% of farmers have six 
dependents. According to Alcázar-Sánchez and Gómez-Martínez (2022), in communities 
such as San Diego, agriculture is an activity of great economic importance for the 
maintenance of families, since they grow food both for small sales and self-supply. 

Resources available for agricultural production
	 The total agricultural area of the farmers is 37.58 ha, of which 22% corresponds to 
greenhouses and 78% to the open field. According to the SIAP (Mexico’s Agri-Food and 
Fisheries Information Service), during the last few years, greenhouse area has increased 
exponentially. So much that, in 2021 the area cultivated in open fields was less than 1% 
in the State of Mexico (SIAP, 2022). Montenegro-Gómez et al. (2022) pointed out that, in 
open-field production systems, soils have higher organic matter content and lower salinity, 
sodicity, and phytopathological disease indices.
	 In terms of soil tillage, 53.85% of farmers use the yoke, either totally or in combination 
with agricultural machinery. The use of the yoke increases both the efficiency of nutrients 
and water use in plants, and their retention in the soil, in addition to reducing production 
costs by avoiding the use of fossil fuels (Domínguez-Vento et al., 2011).
	 Regarding the use of seeds, 73% of farmers use hybrid seed, either individually or in 
combination with native seed. While 46.15% of farmers plant native seed, either individually 
or in combination with hybrid seed. Farmers who sow native seeds commented that those 
are more resistant to lodging, pests, diseases and soil salinity problems compared to hybrid 
seeds. In addition to the fact that native seeds are more economically accessible, since 
farmers exchanged those seeds among themselves (Montaño et al., 2021).
	 When it comes to crop fertilization, 84% of farmers apply inorganic and organic fertilizers 
to reduce production costs; to improve crop yields and the quality of their soils. The 57.69% 
of the farmers apply fertilizers through fertigation (46.15% in drip system and 11.54% in 
gravity fed irrigation); and 42.31% incorporate fertilizers directly into the soil (19.23% with 
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tractor and 23.08% manually). Farmers who have a drip irrigation system commented that 
they implemented it to save water and improve water use efficiency, compared to gravity 
fed irrigation. This statement agrees with the research of Montemayor-Trejo et al. (2012), 
where maize was irrigated with a drip system, thus using 75% of the volume of water used 
in gravity fed irrigation. In addition, crop yield was 30% higher when compared to gravity 
fed irrigation.
	 In the phytosanitary aspect, the pests that cause the most damage to crops in San Diego, 
are whitefly (Bemisia tabaci), fruitworm (Heliothis virescens) and green aphid (Myzus persicae). 
While the main diseases are powdery mildew (Leveillula taurica), late blight (Phytophthora 
infestans) and root rot (Fusarium oxysporum). The most used control for pests and diseases is 
the use of agrochemicals (76.92%), to a lesser extent is the use of biological control agents 
(11.53%). Also, there are some farmers who do not control, as they do not have considerable 
populations of insect pests or disease incidence. It should be noted that the constant 
applications of agrochemicals result in environmental pollution, genotoxicity, carcinogenic 
effects and various poisonings that cause damage to the nervous and reproductive systems 
in the surrounding communities where those products are applied (Rodríguez-López et al., 
2020; Zúñiga-Venegas et al., 2022).
	 Regarding weed control, it is noteworthy that 73.06% of farmers use ecological 
techniques (42.30% manually and 30.76% carry out cultural control through plastic 
mulches). Farmers who opt for manual control collect wild plants for sale, mainly for their 
own food and medicinal use. According to González-Ortega and Fuentes-Ponce (2022), 
those farmers who choose alternative controls to chemical products reduce input costs and 
environmental impact derived from herbicides.
	 Water management in the community is widespread, 70.07% of the farmers indicated 
that they use gravity fed irrigation, while 29.93% have a drip irrigation system. It should 
be noted that 42.30% of the irrigation water used by farmers comes from wells, while 57.7% 
used water from wells and rainfall. The latter are strategies for water and food security at 
the local community scale (Suástegui, 2021).
	 Regarding the need for technical advice for crop management, about 38% of farmers 
are interested in being trained on organic agriculture, followed by pest and disease 
control (26%), and crop nutrition (11.5%). They also expressed the need to have access to 
government financing programs (23%). According to farmers, these issues are necessary 
to increase the sustainability of their agri-food systems in such a way that they are more 
environmentally and economically sensitive, and their operation subsidized by ecological 
processes of the soil (Mello-Fagundes and Pérez-Cassarino, 2020).

Production systems
	 Through hierarchical cluster analysis, two groups of agricultural farmers were obtained. 
The first group is composed of eight farmers characterized by an age range 40 to 45 years; 
they are married, have university studies and four economic dependents, who produce 
their crops mainly in greenhouses with their own machinery and hybrid seed. Also, they 
use inputs of chemical origin as a source of nutrition and as control agent of pests and 
diseases of their crops. They control wild plants through the passage of machinery, have a 
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drip irrigation system, and have complications in crops production due to high input prices 
and low harvest costs. 
	 The second group is composed of 18 farmers described as being over 60 years of age, 
have middle school education, have three economic dependents. They produce their crops 
in open field with the help of rented machinery, use hybrid and native seeds, apply inputs 
of chemical and organic origin as a source of nutrition and control agent of pests and 
diseases of their crops. They control the weed plants in their plots manually, have a gravity 
fed irrigation system and have complications to produce their crops due to the damage 
caused by pests and diseases and the lack of knowledge regarding organic agriculture. 
	 According to the classification of production systems established by Chávez-Caiza 
and Burbano-Rodríguez (2021), two production systems prevail in the community of San 
Diego: conventional (group 1) and semi-conventional (group 2). So, highlighting that in 
both systems, the type of soil tillage is with machinery, in the nutrition and control of crop 
pests and diseases, chemical synthesis products are used and the seeds used are hybrids. It 
is worth mentioning that, in the semi-conventional system, the aforementioned aspects are 
complemented by using organic products for the nutrition and control of pests and crop 
diseases. 
	 In both systems, agroecological practices are implemented, such as the use of organic 
fertilizers, local seeds, living barriers, use of wild plants, manufacture of agricultural tools 
and implements, intercropping and crop rotation, creation of contour lines, incorporation 
of Brassica sp. remains, integration of the animal component, and the maintenance of 
pollinators; and conventional agriculture practices such as the use of chemical fertilizers 
for crop development, pest and disease control through the use of agrochemicals, soil tillage 
with agricultural machinery, use of hybrid seeds and monoculture. 
	 According to the information from farmers, the two production systems are conditioned 
by the agricultural tradition inherited from their parents and grandparents. This is the 
main reason why farmers continue to work their plots despite the impact generated by the 
change in land use and local market conditions, where there are times when the price of 
their crops is too low and even the investment cost is not returned (López-Vazquez et al., 
2015; Ascencio-López et al., 2018).

CONCLUSIONS
	 In the community of San Diego (State of Mexico, Mexico) there are two types of 
agricultural production systems. In the first one, farmers work with practices related to 
the conventional system; while in the second, they work jointly with the conventional and 
agroecological (semi-conventional) production schemes. The wholesale of crops and the 
combination of agroecological and conventional practices are strategies that allow these 
farmers to survive through their own food production within the community.

REFERENCES 
Alcázar-Sánchez, JG. y Gómez-Martínez, E. 2022. Diversidad agroalimentaria: estrategias de reproducción 

campesina en economías de autosubsistencia en Los Altos de Chiapas, México. Estudios Sociales. 
Revista de Alimentación Contemporánea y Desarrollo Regional 32(59): 1-27. https://doi.org/10.24836/
es.v32i59.1184



136 AGRO PRODUCTIVIDAD 2024. https://doi.org/10.32854/agrop.v17i5.2600

Amorim-Homen, ALG., Escalona-Valdes, RA., Espinosa-Roriguez, LM., Juan-Pérez, JI., y Balderas-Plata, 
MA. 2023. Contexto ambiental de los procesos de cambio de uso y cobertura del suelo en Calimaya, 
Altiplano mexicano. Revista Geográfica de América Central. (70): 221-242. http://dx.doi.org/10.15359/
rgac.70-1.8

Ascencio-López, WJ., Pérez-Ramírez, N., Méndez-Espinoza, JA., Regalado-López, J., Ramírez-Juárez, 
J., y Cajuste-Bontemps, L. 2018. Permanencia del uso de suelo agrícola ante la presión urbana-
industrial en Huejotzingo, Puebla, México. Acta Universitaria 28(2): 42-52. https://doi.org/10.15174/
au.2018.1496

Chávez-Caiza, JP. y Burbano-Rodríguez, RT. 2021. Cambio climático y sistemas de producción 
agroecológico, orgánico y convencional en los cantones Cayambe y Pedro Moncayo. Letras 
Verdes, Revista Latinoamericana de Estudios Socioambientales (29): 149-166. https://doi.org/10.17141/
letrasverdes.29.2021.4751

Cuadras-Berrelleza, AA., Peinado-Guevara, VM., Peinado-Guevara, HJ., López-López, JJ. y Herrera-
Barrientos, J. 2021. Agricultura intensiva y calidad de suelos: retos para el desarrollo sustentable en 
Sinaloa. Revista mexicana de ciencias agrícolas. 12(8): 1401-1414. https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.
v12i8.2704

Data México. 2023. Texcoco, municipio de estado de México. Disponible en: https://datamexico.org/es/profile/
geo/texcoco?indicatorCensus=Economic%20Unit (17 de enero del 2023).

Domínguez-Vento, C., Quintana-Echevarría, R., Ruiz-Pérez, ME., y Díaz-Suárez, J. 2011. Influencia de 
diferentes tratamientos de laboreo con tracción animal en la infiltración y la conductividad hidráulica 
de un suelo Ferralítico Rojo. Revista Ciencias Técnicas Agropecuarias. 20(2): 51-55. https://www.redalyc.
org/articulo.oa?id=93222228010

FAO (Organización de las Naciones Unidas para la Alimentación y la Agricultura). 2018. Transformar la 
alimentación y la agricultura para alcanzar los ODS. 20 acciones interconectadas para guiar a los 
encargados de adoptar decisiones. FAO. 9 pp. https://www.fao.org/3/I9900es/i9900es.pdf

González-Ortega, E. y Fuentes-Ponce, MH. 2022. Dinámica del glifosato en el suelo y sus efectos en la 
microbiota. Revista internacional de contaminación ambiental 38: 127-144. https://www.scielo.org.mx/pdf/
rica/v38/0188-4999-rica-38-54197.pdf

López-Valentín, R., Rosset, MR., Zamora-Lomelí, CV., Giraldo-Palacio, OF., e González-Santiago MV., 
2020. Identidad y espiritualidad maya en la Escuela De Agricultura Ecológica U Yits Ka ́anen Maní, 
Yucatán, México. Revista Práxis Educacional. Vitória da Conquista, Bahia, Brasil, 16(39): 450-472. https://
doi.org/10.22481/praxisedu.v16i39.6295

López-Vazquez, VH., Balderas-Plata, MA., Chávez-Mejía, MC., Juan-Pérez, JI., Gutiérrez-Cedillo, JG. 2015. 
Cambio de uso de suelo e implicaciones socioeconómicas en un área mazahua del altiplano mexicano. 
CIENCIA ergo-sum, revista científica multidisciplinaria de prospectiva. 22(2); 136-144. https://www.redalyc.
org/articulo.oa?id=10439327004

Mello-Fagundes, R. y Pérez-Cassarino. J. 2020. Enraizamento sociotécnico da agricultura orgânica em 
circuitos de proximidades. Polis (Santiago). 19(57): 305-330. http://dx.doi.org/10.32735/s0718-
6568/2020-n57-1572

Montaño, ME., Sanabria-Diago, OL., Manzano, R. y Quilindo, O. 2021. Ruta biocultural de conservación 
de las semillas nativas y criollas en el territorio indígena de Puracé, Cauca. Revista UDCA Actualidad y 
Divulgación. 24(1): e1771. https://doi.org/10.31910/rudca.v24.n1.2021.1771

Montemayor-Trejo, JA., Lara-Míreles, JL., Woo-Reza, JL., Munguía-López, J., Rivera-González, M. y 
Trucíos-Caciano, R. 2012. Producción de maíz forrajero (Zea mays L.) en tres sistemas de irrigación en 
la Comarca Lagunera de Coahuila y Durango, México. Agrociencia 46(3): 267-278. https://www.scielo.
org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1405-31952012000300006

Montenegro-Gómez, SP., Nieto-Gómez, LE. y Giraldo-Díaz, R. 2022. Efecto de prácticas agroecológicas en 
la conservación del suelo de la Zona de Reserva Campesina de San Isidro, Pradera, Valle del Cauca. 
Entramado 18(2): e210. https://doi.org/10.18041/1900-3803/entramado.2.8002

Pai-Nastacuas, HH., García-Enriquez, Y.T., y Blanco-Miranda, P. I. 2022. Estrategias ecopedagógicas para 
la conservación de técnicas ancestrales de siembra en el resguardo indígena El Gran Sábalo. Ciencia 
Latina Revista Científica Multidisciplinar 6(3): 1118-1136. https://doi.org/10.37811/cl_rcm.v6i3.2278

Rodríguez-Fernández, RM., Mena-Lobaina, Y., Blanco-Moreno, JA., Pierra-Conde, A., y Otero-Méndez, ÁJ. 
2010. Red de conocimiento para el desarrollo agroalimentario: vinculando el conocimiento científico y 
tradicional en el municipio Mayarí, Cuba. Ciencias de la Información. 41(3): 29-37. https://www.redalyc.
org/articulo.oa?id=181417704004

Rodríguez-López, A., Mejía-Saucedo, R., Calderón-Hernández, J., Labrada-Martagón V., y Yáñez-Estrada, 
L. 2020. Alteraciones del ciclo menstrual de adolescentes expuestas no ocupacionalmente a una mezcla 

https://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1405-31952012000300006
https://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1405-31952012000300006


137 AGRO PRODUCTIVIDAD 2024. https://doi.org/10.32854/agrop.v17i5.2600

de plaguicidas de una zona agrícola de San Luis Potosí, México. Estudio piloto. Revista Internacional de 
Contaminación Ambiental. 36(4): 997-1010. https://doi.org/10.20937/rica.53495

Sandoval-Genovez, D., Moctezuma-Pérez, S., Herrera-Tapia, F., y Espinoza-Ortega, A. 2022. Juventudes 
rurales: una perspectiva del trabajo agrícola desde sus actores. Convergencia 29. https://doi.org/10.29101/
crcs.v29i0.16508

SIAP (Servicio de Información Agroalimentaria y Pesquera). 2022. Anuario Estadístico de la Producción 
Agrícola. Disponible en: https://nube.siap.gob.mx/cierreagricola/ (17 de enero del 2023).

SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social Sciences). 2020. International Business Machines Corporation. Versión 
27. Windows. Armonk, Nueva York.

Suastegui, C. S. 2021. Estrategias para la seguridad hídrica ante los cambios de precipitación por efectos del 
cambio climático. RIDE. Revista Iberoamericana para la Investigación y el Desarrollo Educativo. 12(23): 
e029. https://doi.org/10.23913/ride.v12i23.1039

Tejeda-Sartorius, O., Ríos-Barreto Y., Trejo-Téllez, LI., y Vaquera-Huerta, H. 2015. Caracterización 
de la producción y comercialización de flor de corte en Texcoco, México. Revista mexicana de 
ciencias agrícolas. 6(5): 1105-1118. https://www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid
=S2007-09342015000500016

Zúñiga-Venegas, L., Saracini, C., Pancetti, F., Muñoz-Quezada, MT., Lucero, B., Foerster, C. y Cortés, S. 
2022. Exposición a plaguicidas en Chile y salud poblacional: urgencia para la toma de decisiones. Gac 
Sanit. 35(5): 480-487. https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gaceta.2020.04.020


	_GoBack
	_Hlk34137943
	_Hlk67225462
	_Hlk66625406
	_Hlk156152290
	_Hlk135124183
	_Hlk159688226
	_Hlk159686677
	_Hlk159686704
	_Hlk159687716
	_Hlk159319033
	_Hlk159323641
	_Hlk159321167
	_Hlk159421783
	_Hlk159420825
	_Hlk159356796
	_Hlk150832918
	_Hlk150571745
	_Hlk150571839
	_Hlk148281513
	_Hlk148273364
	_Hlk148291850
	_Hlk148292255
	_Hlk148317692
	_Hlk135085597
	_Hlk149351189
	_Hlk135086097
	_Hlk135086145
	_Hlk163948452
	page3
	_Hlk160101892
	_Hlk158748510

