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Abstract
An Amazonian savanna in northern Brazil known as the Cerrado o= Amapá is under imminent threat =rom 
poor land-use planning, the expansion o= large-scale agriculture and other anthropogenic pressures. Tese 
savannas house a rich and unique oora and =auna, including endemic plants and animals. However, the area 
remains under-sampled =or most taxa, and better sampling may uncover new species. We estimate that only 
~9.16% o= these habitats have any kind o= protection, and legislative changes threaten to =urther weaken or 
remove this protection. Here we present the status o= knowledge concerning the biodiversity o= the Cerrado 
o= Amapá, its conservation status, and the main threats to the conservation o= this Amazonian savanna. .o 
secure the =uture o= these unique and imperilled habitats, we suggest urgent expansion o= protected areas, 
as well as measures that would promote less-damaging land uses to support the local population.
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Introduction

.ropical savannas are dynamic systems o= grassland and open woodland that cover 
15 to 24.6 million km2 o= South America, A=rica and Asia (Silva and Bates 2002), 
occupying one-n=th o= the Earth’s sur=ace (Scholes and Archer 1997). A large part o= 
the human population lives and works within these ecosystems, which house more 
pastoral land and wild herbivores than any other in the world, and which have a signin-
cant impact on the global economy (Sankaran et al. 2005; Scholes and Archer 1997). 
.ropical savannas are also recognised globally =or their rich and unique biodiversity, 
and this, together with high levels o= anthropogenic disturbance, has led to increasing 
conservation concern (e.g. Klink and Machado 2005). In South America, the largest 
savanna complexes are the Cerrado in Brazil, Bolivia and Paraguay, and the Llanos in 
Venezuela and Colombia (Silva and Bates 2002). However, =urther islands o= savanna 
o= varying size occur throughout the Amazon biome, known as Amazonian savannas 
(Carvalho and Mustin 2017; Prance 1996). Te Amazonian savannas represent a dis-
tinct ecosystem within the large Amazonian region (see Prance 1996), dimerent also 
=rom the white-sand ecosystems that =urther pepper the Amazon biome (see Adeney et 
al. 2016). Tese Amazonian savannas have generally been under-studied (see Carvalho 
and Mustin 2017) and are highly threatened, principally as a result o= land-grabbing 
and the advance o= cultivation o= grãos (grains and pulses, mainly soybeans and maize), 
plantations o= exotic woody species (eucalyptus and acacia), and un-controlled nres 
(Barbosa et al. 2007; Carvalho and Mustin 2017; Aguiar et al. 2014). 

It has been estimated that, in Brazil, 12.3% o= Amazonian savannas are within 
Strictly Protected areas (IUCN categories I-IV), 5.1% in Multiple Use areas (IUCN 
categories V-VI) and 40.3% in Indigenous Lands (Carvalho and Mustin 2017). In-
digenous Lands have been shown to be emective in preventing de=orestation (Nepstad 
et al. 2006), however, the emectiveness o= protected areas in preventing degradation 
depends not only on protection type but also on the level o= anthropogenic pressure 
to which the areas are exposed, and the intensity o= en=orcement among other =actors 
(Nolte et al. 2013; P=am et al. 2014). Furthermore, some types o= multiple use areas 
can omer protection o= both biodiversity and local communities in the =ace o= large-
scale development, but it should not be assumed that local needs, expectations and 
attitudes toward conservation are easily compatible with conservation goals (Kohler 
and Brondizio 2017). 

In recent years, a lack o= protection o= less isolated areas o= Amazonian savan-
nas (Cerrado o= Amapá, Lavrados o= Roraima and smaller =ragments including those 
at Humaitá, Santarém and Monte Alegre), has =acilitated the opening up o= new ar-
eas to plantations o= grãos and associated degradation o= savanna areas (Barbosa 2013; 
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Barbosa and Campos 2011; Carvalho and Mustin 2017; Vidal 2017). Since 2006, 
de=orestation o= Amazonian =orests to make way =or soybean plantations has declined 
considerably, thanks largely to the implementation o= a moratorium on soya (Gibbs 
et al. 2015). However, the expansion o= soybean cultivation in Brazil has shi=ted the 
agricultural =rontier to other areas such as the region between the states o= Maranhão, 
Piauí, .ocantins, and Bahia, known as MAPI.OBA, and has maintained its expansion 
across the Cerrado (Gibbs et al. 2015). Te moratorium on soya is not applicable in 
the Cerrado biome, and is also seemingly not being applied to savanna habitats within 
the Amazon, opening up these areas to large-scale production o= grãos. Tis can lead to 
de=orestation and degradation, conservation conoicts and conoicts over land, increased 
burning, and displacement o= traditional populations (Barbosa 2013; Barbosa et al. 
2007; Domingues and Bermann 2012; Fearnside 2006; Gibbs et al. 2015; Vidal 2017).

Te Cerrado of Amapá

Te Cerrado o= Amapá is one o= the largest, least protected and arguably the most 
threatened complexes o= Amazonian savanna in Brazil at present (see Carvalho and 
Mustin 2017). It covers approximately ~7.2% o= the total area (~140,012 km2) o= the 
state o= Amapá, in the =ar north o= Brazil. Amapá has no road connections to the rest o= 
the country and has very limited connections with neighbouring French Guiana. Tese 
=acts have doubtless contributed to protecting the Cerrado o= Amapá =rom large-scale 
agricultural activities until now. However, the state does have a port at the mouth o= 
the Amazon River that allows =or export o= grãos, wood and minerals to China (via the 
Panama Canal) and Europe (Monteiro 2015). 

Te Cerrado o= Amapá is characterised by a mosaic o= areas with open woody 
vegetation, areas with a denser woody shrub layer, and open grassy areas with sparser 
shrubs and trees, and by seasonally oooded areas in the transition zone with ooodplains 
(Castro 2009; Mochiutti and Meirelles 1994; Oliveira 2009). Tis ecosystem is also 
intersected by gallery =orests (Castro 2009; Mochiutti and Meirelles 1994). Te Cer-
rado o= Amapá can be subdivided in to areas dominated by one o= =our main vegetation 
types: shrub savanna (savana arborizada), woodland savanna (savana forestada), grass 
savanna (savana gramíneo-lenhosa) and park savanna (savana parque) (Figures 1 and 2). 
Tere is clear variation in the composition and number o= species that can be encoun-
tered in dimerent locations in the Cerrado o= Amapá. For example, the woody species 
Salvertia convallariodora is not =ound in the savanna areas to the north o= the Araguari 
River, despite being one o= the most abundant species in the savannas to the south o= 
this same river (GEA et al. 2016).

Te Cerrado o= Amapá is among the most threatened ecosystems in the state 
(IBGE 2004b) and is subject to high human pressure containing both the largest urban 
centres and the majority o= the network o= highways o= the state (see Figure 3). Since 
2004 it has been recognised as a “very high” conservation priority =or Brazil (Brazil 
2004). Despite this recognition, and despite representing ~7% o= the area o= the state, 
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Figure 1. Spatial distribution o= dominant savanna types and protected areas in the state o= Amapá. Dis-
tribution o= the =our dominant savanna vegetation types (based on the Brazilian Institute o= Geography 
and Statistics (IBGE) vegetation cover map =or the Amazon (IBGE 2004a), and the three categories o= 
protected areas (based on the shapenles o= Conservation Units and Indigenous Lands available =rom the 
Amapá State Environmental Secretariat (SEMA-AP 2016) and the World Database on Protected Areas 
(IUCN and UNEP-WCMC 2016) in the state o= Amapá. Solid grey lines show the limits o= the sixteen 
municipalities that make up the state. Te shapenle o= boundaries o= the municipalities was also obtained 
=rom the Amapá State Environmental Secretariat.

as well as a signincant percentage o= its economically productive area, the Cerrado o= 
Amapá has not received the attention that we argue it deserves. Here we present the 
status o= knowledge concerning the biodiversity o= the Cerrado o= Amapá, its conserva-
tion status, and the main threats to the conservation o= this Amazonian savanna. We 
=urther suggest pathways necessary to conserve this unique ecosystem and to secure its 
=uture in the =ace o= mounting anthropogenic threats.

Biodiversity

.o date, at least 378 plant species, 350 species o= invertebrates, 200 bird species, 108 
mammals (including 38 bat species), 26 species o= nsh, 41 amphibian species and 26 
reptile species have been reported in the Cerrado o= Amapá (Aguiar and Naim 2010; 
Avila-Pires 1995; Azevedo 1967; Barbosa and Souto 2011; Boss 2009; Boss and Silva 
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Figure 2. Images o= habitat types and soybean plantations in the Cerrado o= Amapá. A Grass savanna 
with gallery =orests in the background, showing characteristic presence o= palms B Area o= park savanna C 
Area o= park savanna converted to plantations o= soybeans and maize D Te right-hand side o= the image 
shows what is le=t o= an area o= park savanna, the le=t-hand side shows an area prepared =or planting with 
soybeans and maize, and in the background are natural =orest =ragments that occur within the Cerrado o= 
Amapá E An area o= park savanna a=ter being burned; and F oooded savanna with grass savannas and a 
natural =orest =ragment behind.

2015; Cantuáriua 2012; Carvalho et al. 2009; Castro 2009; Costa-Campos 2015; Cos-
ta-Neto 2014; Costa-Neto et al. 2017; Deus et al. 2013; França et al. 2006; Galardo et 
al. 2013; Hamada et al. 2003; Jardim Botânico do Rio de Janeiro 2016; Jesus-Barros 
et al. 2012; Lima et al. 2017; Melo 2006; Mendes-Júnior 2013; Mesquita 2005; Mes-
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Figure 3. Highways and conurbations in the Cerrado o= Amapá. Te network o= main highways (black 
lines), and municipal limits (grey lines) in the state o= Amapá obtained =rom the Amapá State Environ-
mental Secretariat (SEMA-AP 2016). Te total length o= highways in the state is 3,578.5 km, o= which 
1,999.9 km (55.9%) is within the Cerrado o= Amapá. O= the 16 urban centres, 11 are within 10 km o= 
the Cerrado o= Amapá (points, with the size o= the point proportional to the population – in=ormation 
obtained =rom IBGE (2016)).

quita et al. 2007; Nunes 2001; Pereira-Junior et al. 2013; Rocha et al. 2014; Saraiva 
et al. 2011; Schunck et al. 2011; Silva et al. 2013; Silva et al. 1997; Silva et al. 2006; 
Silveira 2003; 2006). O= the plant species reported, two are endemic to the state o= 
Amapá – the carpet grass Axonopus amapaensis G. A. Black and the herb Borreria ama-
paensis E. L. Cabral & Bacigalupo (Jardim Botânico do Rio de Janeiro 2016; Rocha 
et al. 2014). Furthermore, the species’ Appendicularia thymi-olia (Bompl.) DC and 
Chamaecrista desvauxii var. saxatilis (Amshom) H.S.Irwin & Barneby (Collad.) Killip 
occur only in the Guianan shield (Jardim Botânico do Rio de Janeiro 2016; Silva et al. 
2015). Te species Philodendron carinatum E.G.Gonç., also =ound in the Cerrado o= 
Amapá, is considered rare in Brazil (.emponi et al. 2009). Amphibian species richness 
is high relative to other Amazonian savannas, likely maintained by the complex mosaic 
o= savanna, =orest patches, swamps and temporary ponds (Lima et al. 2017). .wo nsh 
species have also been described =rom the Cerrado o= Amapá – the Amapá tetra Hy-
phessobrycon amapaensis (Zarske and Géry 1998), and Melanorivulus schuncki (Costa 
and De Luca 2010). Te Amapá tetra has a very restricted distribution, and as such 
maintaining the integrity o= the streams in which it is =ound is extremely important =or 
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the conservation o= this species (Nogueira et al. 2010). At least two o= the mammals 
that have been recorded are endemic to the Amazonian savannas – Alston’s cotton rat 
Sigmodon alstoni and a recently discovered species o= opossum Cryptonanus sp. (Silva 
et al. 2013; Voss 2015). However, the area remains under-sampled =or most taxa, and 
new state records o= species o= amphibians, birds and mammals have been made in the 
Cerrado o= Amapá (Costa-Campos and Freire 2015; Schunck et al. 2011; Silva et al. 
2013; Silva et al. 1997), highlighting the possibility o= encountering new species and/
or extending the ranges o= existing species with better sampling o= the region. 

Owing to its geographic isolation and there=ore relatively well-preserved state, 
Amapá is particularly important =or the conservation o= some species. For example, 
the only known populations o= red-handed howler monkey (Alouatta belzebul) to the 
north o= the Amazon River are =ound in the state o= Amapá, where preliminary surveys 
show that occurrence o= this species is predominantly limited to riparian =orest within 
the Cerrado o= Amapá (R. Hilário, unpublished data). .o the south o= the Amazon 
River, most populations o= this species are highly threatened by the arc o= de=orestation, 
with just 10 small populations o= this species remaining outside o= the main area o= 
de=orestation pressure, in the Northeast Region o= Brazil (Veiga et al. 2008). Te spe-
cies is listed as vulnerable by the IUCN (IUCN 2016). Te Cerrado o= Amapá is also 
recognised as an Important Bird Area (IBA) by Bird Li=e International, owing largely 
to the presence o= large numbers o= two declining bird species – the shrike-like tanager 
Neothraupis -asciata and the ru=ous-sided pygmy tyrant Euscarthmus ru-omarginatus 
(De Luca et al. 2009). Both species are listed as near threatened in the IUCN Red List, 
with the principal threat being destruction and degradation o= their Cerrado habitats 
(IUCN 2016). Importantly, E. ru-omarginatus was previously listed as vulnerable, and 
was down-graded specincally due to its presence outside the highly threatened Cerrado 
biome, in the Amazonian savannas (IUCN 2016). As such, the massive conversion o= 
the Cerrado o= Amapá =or agricultural production would represent a substantial loss 
o= important habitat =or E. ru-omarginatus, and the species would almost certainly be 
up-graded once more in the IUCN Red List.

Conservation status

While the state o= Amapá has ~72% o= its territory covered by protected areas (Dias et 
al. 2016), these areas are almost entirely made up o= terra Lrme (lowland tropical =or-
est) and várzea (ooodplain) =orests, and oooded areas, and just 917.69 km2 (~9.16%) 
o= the Cerrado o= Amapá has protection in strictly protected areas, multiple use areas 
and Indigenous Lands (.able 1). At least an additional 68.9 – 274.9 km2 o= savanna 
habitats =all within quilombos, traditional lands o= the descendants o= escaped A=ri-
can slaves, which are recognised under Brazilian Federal law as protected areas (Brazil 
2006). However, biodiversity conservation is not usually a primary objective o= these 
areas and their emectiveness in protecting against degradation has not been well docu-
mented. Te vast majority o= protected savanna habitats in Amapá are within multiple 
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Table 1. .otal area and area protected o= the =our savanna types, and area o= exotic plantations. .otal 
area and area protected in each o= three protection categories, o= each o= the =our main vegetation types 
in the Cerrado o= Amapá, and the total recorded area o= plantations o= exotic woody species. All values 
were calculated in ArcGIS v10.4.1 (ESRI 2011) using the Brazilian Institute o= Geography and Statistics’ 
vegetation cover map =or the Amazon (IBGE 2004a), and the shapenles o= Conservation Units and Indig-
enous Lands available =rom the Amapá State Environmental Secretariat (SEMA-AP 2016) and the World 
Database on Protected Areas (IUCN and UNEP-WCMC 2016).

Vegetation type �otal area 
(km2)

Strictly Protected 
(IUCN I-IV) 

(km2)

Indigenous Lands 
(km2)

Multiple Use 
(IUCN V-VI) 

(km2)

�otal area protected 
(km2)

Park Savanna 6048.76 40.241,2 27.033 414.54,5,6 481.77 (8%)
Grass Savanna 930.22 11.095 11.09 (1.19%)
Woodland Savanna 835.36 247.195 247.19 (29.6%)
Shrub Savanna 549.6 177.645,6 177.64 (32.32%)
Plantations 1657.46 NA

.O.AL 10,021.4 40.24 (0.4%) 27.03 (0.27%) 850.42 (8.49%) 917.69 (9.16%)

Numbers indicate the =ollowing protected areas: 1Cabo Orange National Park; 2Seringal .riun=o Private Reserve; 3Uaça 
Indigenous Lands; 4Curiaú Environmental Protection Area; 5Amapá State Forest; 6Rio do Cajari Extractive Reserve.

use or sustainable use areas (IUCN category V-VI; 850.42 km2, 8.49% o= the total 
area) (.able 1). 

Protection also varies across the =our dominant vegetation types. For example, the 
grass savannas, the second most common savanna type in the Cerrado o= Amapá, are 
the least protected, with just 1.19% o= their 930.22 km2 =alling within the Amapá State 
Forest, a multiple use area (.able 1). Tis PA covers a total o= ~403 km2 o= the Cer-
rado o= Amapá, including areas o= each o= the =our dominant savanna vegetation types. 
However, there have been proposals to revoke the act o= creation o= the Amapá State 
Forest (Euler 2016), originally established to consolidate the Biodiversity Corridor o= 
Amapá (GEA 2010). Tis PA contains signincant stretches o= savanna-=orest transition 
zones, and is incorporated in the mosaic o= protected areas o= the state (see Dias et al. 
2016), in recognition o= its importance =or biodiversity conservation (Euler 2016). Te 
Amapá State Forest also protects the only stretches o= woodland savanna =ound within 
PAs, and about two-thirds o= the shrub savannas that have protection (.able 1). As 
such, were it to be down-sized or degazetted, the grass savannas and woodland savan-
nas o= the Cerrado o= Amapá could lose all protection, and shrub savannas could have 
their protection substantially reduced.

Park savannas represent ~60% o= the total area o= the Cerrado o= Amapá, and are 
the only dominant vegetation type to be protected outside o= multiple use areas (.able 
1). However, most o= their protection is still omered by multiple use areas including 
the Amapá state =orest, the Rio do Cajari Extractive Reserve, and the Curiaú Environ-
mental Protection Area (.able 1). Environmental Protection Areas (APAs), such as 
Curiaú, are not, however, subject to the same environmental licensing requirements =or 
activities that have the potential to be polluting or to cause environmental degradation 
that govern other conservation units in Brazil (Brazil 2011). Instead, the large-scale 
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planting o= crops is controlled by the same legislation (Resolution CONAMA 237/97) 
that governs environmental licensing o= crop plantations and other activities in any 
part o= the country (CONAMA 1997). Furthermore, Curiaú does not currently have a 
management plan, meaning that specincs o= what is or is not permitted within the PA 
limits have not been made ofcial. 

Approximately 40 km2 o= park savanna is also protected by strictly protected ar-
eas – the Cabo Orange National Park and the Seringal .riun=o Private Reserve (.able 
1), and a =urther ~27 km2 =all within the Uaça Indigenous Land (.able 1). Tere is 
an overlap between Cabo Orange National Park and the Cunani Quilombo and ow-
ing to conoicting legislation, negotiations are on-going regarding the limits o= the 
two protected areas which could eventually lead to a reduction in the amount o= sa-
vanna habitat under strict protection. In Brazil, Indigenous Lands omer very emective 
protection (Nepstad et al. 2006), but the Brazilian =ederal government is currently 
considering modincations to legislation that would allow =or exploitation o= natural 
resources within Indigenous Lands (Fearnside 2016). As such, should the legislation be 
approved, Indigenous Lands could be opened up to mining and large-scale planting o= 
crops (Fearnside 2016). .aking all o= this into consideration, we conclude that the Cer 
rado o= Amapá does not currently have emective long-term protection.

Major threats: present and future

While there is no good estimate available o= the total area o= the Cerrado o= Amapá 
that has been cleared and/or degraded, estimates suggest that at least 450 km2 have 
been cleared (Sano et al. 2017), and one estimate does suggest that up to ~1,949 km2 

(~19.5% o= the total area) have been altered =or use in silviculture, mechanized agri-
culture, livestock production and exploration o= mineral resources (GEA et al. 2016). 
Tis includes at least 148.6 km2 planted with soybeans in 2016 (an increase o= almost 
70% =rom 2013) (see Figure 2 C, D; IBGE 2017), with an expected increase to ~4,000 
km2 planted with soybeans by 2026 (almost 40% o= the total area o= the Cerrado o= 
Amapá) (Silva 2016), with export =acilitated by improvements to the Port o= Santana 
(Monteiro 2015). Approximately 1,657.5 km2 o= the Cerrado o= Amapá is also already 
planted with plantations o= eucalyptus (.able 1). Massive silvicultural plantations in 
the Cerrado o= Amapá were planned in the 1990s as a contribution to migrating global 
carbon emissions (Ab’Sáber et al. 1990; Fearnside 1998), but have not been planted as 
planned. However, such plans could be revived as Brazil’s Intended Nationally Deter-
mined Contribution (iNDC), announced at the 2015 Paris Con=erence o= the Parties 
under the climate convention, calls =or “restoring and re=oresting 12 million hectares 
o= =orests by 2030, =or multiple purposes” (Brazil 2015). 

Increases in in=rastructure, including the construction o= a new port, are acting to 
increase interest in use o= the Cerrado o= Amapá =or plantations o= crops and woody 
species, and the area has been recently re=erred to as Brazil’s “nnal =rontier” o= soy-
bean production (Silva 2016). Grilagem (land grabbing, or the illegal appropriation 
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o= public land) with subsequent ‘legalisation’ o= land-ownership rights is a =urther key 
contributing =actor to the increase in area planted with eucalyptus and soybeans in the 
Cerrado o= Amapá (CP. 2015; Silva 2014). With deeds o= ownership in hand, =uture 
owners will be able to sell their lands or to acquire nnancing =or investments in equip-
ment and in=rastructure =or planting soybeans and eucalyptus (Gallazzi 2016; Silva 
2016). Despite legislative tools to control de=orestation (e.g. permanent preservation 
areas, legal reserves, and the Rural Environmental Register or CAR – Cadastro Ambien-
tal Rural in Portuguese), and promotion o= zero de=orestation, land-grabbing continues 
in Amapá and other parts o= the Amazon, contributing to on-going de=orestation and 
conoicts (Benatti et al. 2006; Hill 2016; Oliveira 2013; Silva 2014; .inoco and Sá 
2016). Tis situation may be aggravated by the passing o= Federal Lands to the state o= 
Amapá, which occurred on 15th April 2016 (see decree in Brazil 2016), though land 
grabbing, land conoicts and the expulsion o= local =armers have been on-going in the 
state since 2002 (Silva 2014). 

Te Cerrado o= Amapá and other Amazonian savannas are =urther threatened by 
un-controlled burning over large areas that occurs as a result o= poor nre manage-
ment practices in areas where nre is used to clear areas =or plantation and =or livestock 
production (see Figure 2 E; Barbosa et al. 2007). Indeed, thousands o= nre outbreaks 
have devastated the Cerrado o= Amapá each year (Figure 4), mainly in the dry season 
(Figure 5). Te number o= “hot pixels”, or 1-km2 areas on a MODIS satellite image that 
contain one or more nres, has been on the increase since 2007 with dramatic increases 
in more recent years, with the number more than doubling between 2014 and 2015, 
and remaining very high in 2016 (Figure 4). In general, the number o= nre outbreaks is 
higher in municipalities with a greater area o= savanna habitats, including .artarugalz-
inho and Macapá, where the highest numbers o= nres occur and which are also the two 
municipalities with the largest areas o= savanna habitats (Figure 4). Obvious exceptions 
to this pattern are Ferreira Gomes and Porto Grande, which is probably a reoection o= 
the replacement o= much o= the savanna habitats in these municipalities with planta-
tions o= eucalyptus and acacia (see Figures 1 and 4), where nres are controlled by the 
companies that administer these plantations. While nre in Amazonian savannas has 
been present since pre-Columbian times, as indicated by charcoal in the soil (e.g. .ur-
cios et al. 2016), these clear increases in recent years could be driven by climatic inou-
ences or by the expansion o= commercial agriculture in some municipalities. Indeed, 
expansion o= agriculture and livestock production across the state is likely to aggravate 
this threat, and in turn lead to a loss o= biodiversity =rom the Cerrado o= Amapá. Te 
presence o= roads, and consequent ignition sources, dramatically increases the =requen-
cy o= nres in Amazonian savannas (Barbosa and Fearnside 2005b) and the Cerrado o= 
Amapá contains more than hal= o= the inter-city highways in the state (Figure 3).

Te Cerrado o= Amapá, other Amazonian savannas and =orest areas that are still 
well-preserved in the states o= Amapá and Roraima, and to the north o= the Amazon 
River in the state o= Pará, also =ace increased threats =rom the potential completion o= 
the BR-210 Highway. Te BR-210, i= completed, would link Boa Vista in the state o= 
Roraima with Macapá in the state o= Amapá, crossing the state o= Pará (G1 - GLOBO 
2016). Te stretch o= the BR-210 that has already been constructed in Roraima has led 



Biodiversity, threats and conservation challenges in the Cerrado of Amapá... 117

Figure 5. .otal nres per month in the Cerrado o= Amapá, 2007 – 2016. .otal number o= hot pixels in the 
Cerrado o= Amapá between 2007 and 2016 in the rainy and dry seasons (summed across all municipalities 
and all years). Te hot pixels were quantined as described in the legend o= Figure 4. Te classincation o= 
months in to the rainy and dry seasons =ollowed .avares (2014).

Figure 4. Fire in the Cerrado o= Amapá, 2007 – 2016. .otal number o= hot pixels between 2007 and 
2016, and total area o= savanna habitats per municipality, in order o= total number o= outbreaks between 
2007 and 2016. Te hot pixels were quantined =rom shapenles o= the occurrence o= burns obtained =rom 
the databases o= the Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas Espaciais (INPE) (https://prodwww-queimadas.dgi.
inpe.br/bdqueimadas/). Based on these shapenles, and using ArcGIS v10.4.1 (ESRI 2011) the total num-
ber o= hot pixels per year and per month within the Cerrado o= Amapá were quantined in accordance with 
the Brazilian Institute o= Geography and Statistics vegetation cover map =or the Amazon (IBGE 2004a) 
and overlaid with the municipality boundaries available =rom the Amapá State Environmental Secretariat 
(SEMA-AP 2016). Te area o= savanna habitats was quantined as described in the legend o= Figure 1.
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to the loss o= large areas o= =orest along the highway (Barni et al. 2015), and in Amapá, 
practically all the de=orestation that has occurred in recent years has occurred immedi-
ately adjacent to highways (SEMA-AP 2014). Tis construction, and the subsequent 
advance o= illegal mining, land occupation and conoicts led to the organisation and 
ultimate recognition o= the land rights o= the Waiãpi indigenous people in 1996 (Gal-
lois 1998). However, i= completed, the planned highway would cross well-preserved 
areas and pass through Indigenous Lands, including those o= the Waiãpi, and other 
protected areas. Te threat to these areas would increase even =urther should legisla-
tion currently awaiting approval in the Brazilian National Congress be passed, thereby 
authorising mining within Indigenous Lands, and trans=erring the power to create new 
protected areas and Indigenous Lands to the legislative branch, where representatives 
o= large landholders are a dominant inouence (see Fearnside 2016).

Te way forward

Te current network o= protected areas is insufcient to ensure the protection o= the 
Cerrado o= Amapá in the =ace o= looming threats =rom large-scale planting o= soybeans, 
plantation trees and other crops. Plans are already underway =or zoning o= the area 
=or these economic activities (GEA et al. 2016), and we assert that this process must 
be open, equitable and participatory, involving local researchers, conservationists and 
crucially the rural, traditional and indigenous populations living in and around the 
Cerrado o= Amapá, =ollowing the rules established in Brazilian Federal law concerning 
Ecological-Economic Zoning (Brazil 2002). .o allow =or the identincation o= repre-
sentative areas =or the protection o= the region’s biodiversity, investment o= resources in 
research is now urgently required. Indeed, while many parts o= the Cerrado o= Amapá 
remain under-sampled, it is already clear that much heterogeneity exists in the oora 
and =auna o= these savannas. As such, implementation o= new protected areas within 
the Cerrado o= Amapá must now be guaranteed, and these PAs must be positioned 
to be representative o= the savanna ecosystem, taking in to account this heterogeneity 
and the social value o= the dimerent areas (Fearnside 2015; Fearnside and Ferraz 1995). 
Without such a process, there is a risk o= losing a unique and important biodiversity 
be=ore it has been properly documented. 

Other priorities =or sustainable development o= the Cerrado o= Amapá should 
include implementation o= sustainable management practices, including appropri-
ate management o= the nre regime (Borges et al. 2016), soil conservation measures 
(Hudson 1995) and reduced pesticide and herbicide usage (Grovermann et al. 2017). 
Mechanisms should also be put in place to protect the many =reshwater springs that 
originate in, or =eed into, the Cerrado o= Amapá. Crucially, proper monitoring will 
be required to evaluate the impacts o= all activities in these unique savanna habitats, 
and particularly to ensure that negative biodiversity and social impacts o= large-scale 
intensive agriculture and plantations are minimised. Indeed, sustainable development 
in the region will be impossible without a planning approach that generates income to 
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sustain local rural populations (Dias et al. 2016). Mechanisms that support and =avour 
the continued development o= markets and incentives =or small-scale producers will 
be crucial =or the sustainable development o= the state o= Amapá. At a broader scale, 
we =urther highlight the need to recognise the Amazonian savannas as a distinct and 
important habitat type, dimerent =rom others large areas o= savannas (i.e. Brazilian Cer-
rado), which would allow specinc conservation initiatives to be implemented as part o= 
a broader conservation policy. For example, Brazil’s soya moratorium, which requires 
that soybeans not be produced in Amazonian =orest areas de=orested a=ter July 2006 
(Gibbs et al. 2015), could and should now be extended to require the same o= soybeans 
produced in areas o= Amazonian savanna (see Carvalho and Mustin 2017). 

Productivity could be increased through integrated crop-livestock-=orest systems 
(ICLFS) in areas already planted with eucalyptus. ICLFS contribute to soil conserva-
tion, using the soil more intensively but in concert with ecological management tools 
such as direct planting (Moraes et al. 2014). Tis type o= approach to increase produc-
tivity has been promoted as a =orm land sparing to prevent the loss o= stored carbon 
under the assumption that new areas will not be opened =or agriculture (Pacheco et 
al. 2013). Brazil’s voluntary pledges at the 2005 15th Con=erence o= the Parties o= the 
climate convention (COP-15) include the use o= technologies such as ICLFS to help 
cut carbon emissions (Kichel et al. 2014). Brazil’s Low-Carbon Agriculture (ABC) pro-
gramme was launched in 2010 (Brazil 2010), and this programme =urther incentivizes 
implementation o= ICLFS through provision o= low-interest loans, although uptake 
has been slow (Angelo 2012; Strassburg et al. 2014). However, land sparing is a di=-
ncult conservation strategy because nnancial success o= more productive commercial 
agriculture leads to more, rather than less, clearing =or agricultural expansion (e.g. 
Fearnside 1987; 2002; Kaimowitz and Angelsen 2008).

Avoiding the conversion o= Amazonian savannas to agriculture would contribute 
to maintaining climatic stability at local and regional scales (Butt et al. 2011) and ben-
ent biodiversity conservation. Te roots o= savanna vegetation store a signincant quan-
tity o= below-ground carbon (Barbosa et al. 2012). Without an emective programme to 
avoid savanna conversion, the quantity o= carbon released by the savannas o= Amapá 
could reach 8.15 t ha-1 [estimate based on data =rom arboreal vegetation near Macapá 
collated by JJ. and estimates available =or Roraima according to Barbosa and Fearnside 
(2005a) and Barbosa et al. (2012)]. Tis release would represent a loss o= US$ 27 ha-1, 
since each ton o= carbon could be sold =or US$ 3.30 in the Voluntary Carbon Market 
(Hamrick and Goldstein 2016). 

Here we draw attention to the Cerrado o= Amapá, a biodiverse and highly threat-
ened ecosystem that has to date received very little attention and almost no protection, 
compared with =orested parts o= the state. We have shown that there is an urgent need 
to implement protected areas, with local communities, scientists, conservationists and 
policy-makers working together to construct a sustainable and equitable plan =or their 
management. By doing so, we can ensure the sustainable development o= this isolated 
state in the =ar north o= Brazil, providing solutions that result in positive social, eco-
nomic and biodiversity outcomes– the so-called ‘triple bottom line’ =or conservation.



Karen Mustin et al.  /  Nature Conservation 22: 107–127 (2017)120

Acknowledgements

K.M. is supported by a Marie Skłodowska-Curie  Individual Fellowship. WDC is 
supported by a post-doctoral scholarship CAPES -  PNPD. P.M.F. thanks CNPq 
(305880/2007-1; 304020/2010-9; 573810/2008-7; 575853/2008-5), Fundação de 
Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado do Amazonas (FAPEAM: 708565), Instituto Nacional 
de Pesquisas da Amazônia (INPA: PRJ15.125) and the Brazilian Research Network on 
Climate Change (Rede Clima). J.M.C.S. received support =rom University o= Miami 
and the Swi=t Action Fund. UNIFAP provided nnancial and logistical support =or bio-
mass estimation through PAPESQ/UNIFAP (Nº 015/2015). 

References

Ab’Sáber A, Goldemberg J, Rodés L, Zulau= W (1990) Identincação de áreas para o ooresta-
mento no espaço total do Brasil. Estudos Avançados 4: 63–119. https://doi.org/10.1590/
S0103-40141990000200005

Adeney JM, Christensen NL, Vicentini A, Cohn-Ha=t M (2016) White-sand Ecosystems in 
Amazonia. Biotropica 48: 7–23. https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.12293

Aguiar A, Barbosa RI, Barbosa JBF, Mourão M (2014) Invasion o= Acacia mangium in Ama-
zonian savannas =ollowing planting =or =orestry. Plant Ecology & Diversity 7: 359–369. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/17550874.2013.771714

Aguiar KMO, Naim RH (2010) Composição da avi=auna da Área de Proteção Ambiental do 
Rio Curiaú, Macapá, Amapá, Brasil. Ornithologia 4: 36–48. http://cemave.net/publi-
cacoes/index.php/ornithologia/article/view/49

Angelo C (2012) Brazil’s =und =or low-carbon agriculture lies =allow. Nature News 10. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nature.2012.11111

Avila-Pires .C (1995) Lizards o= brazilian amazonia (Reptilia: Squamata). Zoologische verhan-
delingen 299: 1–706.

Azevedo LG (1967) .ipos eco-nsionômicos de vegetação do .erritório Federal do Amapá. Re-
vista Brasileira de Geograna 29: 25–51.

Barbosa JA (2013) O agronegócio da soja e o direito =undamental de acesso à propriedade dos 
povos tradicionais em Santarém-Pará. Masters’ thesis: Universidade Federal do Pará.

Barbosa RI, Campos C (2011) Detection and geographical distribution o= clearing areas in the sa-
vannas (‘lavrado’) o= Roraima using Google Earth web tool. Journal o= Geography and Region-
al Planning 4: 122–136. https://doi.org/10.18561/2179-5746/biotaamazonia.v1n1p19-25

Barbosa LMC, Souto RNP (2011) Aspectos ecológicos de Anopheles (Nyssorhyncus) darlingi 
Root 1926 e Anopheles (Nyssorhyncus) marajoara Galvão e Damasceno 1942 (Diptera: Culi-
cidae) nos bairros Marabaixo I e Zerão, Macapá, Amapá, Brasil. Biota Amazônia 1: 19–25.

Barbosa RI, Campos C, Pinto F, Fearnside PM (2007) Te “Lavrados” o= Roraima: biodiversity 
and conservation o= Brazil’s Amazonian Savannas. Functional Ecosystems and Communi-
ties 1: 29–41. http://repositorio.inpa.gov.br/handle/123/5972



Biodiversity, threats and conservation challenges in the Cerrado of Amapá... 121

Barbosa RI, Fearnside PM (2005a) Above-ground biomass and the =ate o= carbon a=ter burning 
in the savannas o= Roraima, Brazilian Amazonia. Forest Ecology and Management 216: 
295–316. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.=oreco.2005.05.042

Barbosa RI, Fearnside PM (2005b) Fire =requency and area burned in the Roraima savan-
nas o= Brazilian Amazonia. Forest Ecology and Management 204: 371–384. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.=oreco.2004.09.011

Barbosa RI, Santos JRS, Cunha MS, Pimentel .P, Fearnside PM (2012) Root biomass, root: 
shoot ratio and belowground carbon stocks in the open savannahs o= Roraima, Brazilian 
Amazonia. Australian Journal o= Botany 60: 405–416. https://doi.org/10.1071/B.11312

Barni PE, Fearnside PM, Graça PMdLA (2015) Simulating De=orestation and carbon 
loss in Amazonia: Impacts in Brazil’s Roraima state =rom reconstructing highway BR-
319 (Manaus-Porto Velho). Environmental Management 55: 259–278. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00267-014-0408-6

Benatti JH, Araújo R, Penna S (2006) A grilagem de terras públicas na Amazônia brasileira. 
Ministério do Meio Ambiente, Brasília. http://www.mma.gov.br/estruturas/168/_publica-
cao/168_publicacao30012009114114.pd=

Borges SL, Eloy L, Schmidt IB, Barradas ACS, Santos IA (2016) Fire management in vere-
das (palm swamps): new perspectives on traditional =arming systems in Jalapão, Bra-
zil. Ambiente & Sociedade 19: 269–294. https://doi.org/10.1590/1809-4422ASO-
C20150020R1V1932016 

Boss RL (2009) Variações espaciais e temporais em comunidades de aves de uma savana ama-
zônica do estado do Amapá. Masters’ Tesis, Universidade Federal do Amapá, Macapá.

Boss RL, Silva JMC (2015) Core and transient species in an Amazonian savanna bird assem-
blage. Revista Brasileira de Ornitologia-Brazilian Journal o= Ornithology 22: 374–382. 
https://miami.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/core-and-transient-species-in-an-amazo-
nian-savanna-bird-assemblag

Brazil (2002) Decreto 4297/2002. http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/decreto/2002/d4297.htm
Brazil (2004) Portaria 126, de 27 de maio de 2004. http://www.mma.gov.br/estruturas/chm/_

arquivos/port126.pd=
Brazil (2006) Decreto 5758/2006 de 13 de Abril 2006. http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_

Ato2004-2006/2006/Decreto/D5758.htm
Brazil (2010) Ministerio da Agricultura, Pecuaria e Abastecimento. Programa Agricultura de 

Baixo Carbono-ABC. 2016. http://www.agricultura.gov.br/desenvolvimento-sustentavel/
plano-abc

Brazil (2011) Lei Complementar nº 140, de 8 de dezembro de 2011. http://www.planalto.gov.
br/ccivil_03/leis/LCP/Lcp140.htm

Brazil (2015) Intended nationally determined contribution towards achieving the objective o= 
the United Nations Framework Convention on climate change. 2016. http://www4.un-
=ccc.int/submissions/INDC/Published%20Documents/Brazil/1/BRAZIL%20iNDC%20
english%20FINAL.pd=

Brazil (2016) Decreto Nº 8.713, de 15 de abril de 2016. http://www.planalto.gov.br/cci-
vil_03/_ato2015-2018/2016/decreto/D8713.htm



Karen Mustin et al.  /  Nature Conservation 22: 107–127 (2017)122

Butt N, Oliveira PA, Costa MH (2011) Evidence that de=orestation amects the onset o= the 
rainy season in Rondonia, Brazil. Journal o= Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 116: 
D11. https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD015174

Cantuáriua MF (2012) Ecologia de Culicideos (Diptera: Culididae) da Área de Proteção Am-
biental do Rio Curiaú, Macapá, Amapá. Masters’ thesis: Universidade Federal do Amapá.

Carvalho MJL, Silva WR, Silva RA (2009) Ácaros em =ruteiras e outras plantas no Estado de Ama-
pá. Biota Neotropica 9: 103–106. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1676-06032009000200009

Carvalho WD, Mustin K (2017) Te highly threatened and little known Amazonian savan-
nahs. Nature Ecology & Evolution 1: 0100. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0100

Castro IJ (2009) Assembléia de morcegos (Mammalia: Chiroptera) da Área de Proteção Ambien-
tal do Rio Curiaú, Amapá. Masters’ thesis, Macapá-AP: Universidade Federal do Amapá.

CONAMA (1997) Resolução nº 237 , de 19 de dezembro de 1997. http://www.mma.gov.br/
port/conama/res/res97/res23797.html

Costa-Campos CE (2015) Ecologia de comunidades e comportamento reprodutivo de an=íbios 
anuros em savana amazônica. PhD thesis, Natal-BR: Universidade Federal do Rio Grande 
do Norte.

Costa-Campos CE, Freire EMX (2015) Distribution extension and geographic distribution 
map o= Elachistocleis helianneae (Anura: Microhylidae): new record =or state o= Amapá, 
Eastern Amazon. Check List 11: 1747. https://doi.org/10.15560/11.5.1747

Costa-Neto SV (2014) Fitonsionomia e oorística de savanas do Amapá. PhD thesis, Belém: 
Universidade Federal Rural da Amazônia.

Costa-Neto SV, Miranda I, Rocha AES (2017) Flora das savanas do estado do Amapá. In: Bas-
tos A, Miranda-Júnior J, Silva R (Eds) Conhecimento e manejo sustentável da biodiversi-
dade amapaense. Blucher, São Paulo, 65–94. https://doi.org/10.5151/9788580392197-04

Costa WJ, De Luca AC (2010) Rivulus schuncki, a new species o= the killinsh subgenus Mela-
norivulus, =rom eastern Brazilian Amazon (Cyprinodonti=ormes: Rivulidae). Ichthyologi-
cal Exploration o= Freshwaters 21: 289.

CP. (2015) Conoitos no Campo – Brasil 2015. https://www.cptnacional.org.br/index.php/
component/jdownloads/send/41-con=litos-no-campo-brasil-publicacao/14019-con=li-
tos-no-campo-brasil-2015

De Luca AC, Develey PF, Bencke GA, Goerck JM (2009) Áreas importantes para a conservação 
das aves no Brasil. Parte II – Amazônia, Cerrado e Pantanal. SAVE Brasil, São Paulo.

Deus EG, Pinheiro LS, Lima CR, Sousa MSM, Guimarães JA, Strikis PC, Adaime R (2013) 
Wild hosts o= =rugivorous dipterans (.ephritidae and Lonchaeidae) and associated par-
asitoids in the Brazilian Amazon. Florida Entomologist 96: 1621–1625. https://doi.
org/10.1653/024.096.0453

Dias .CAC, Cunha AC, Silva JMC (2016) Return on investment o= the ecological in=rastruc-
ture in a new =orest =rontier in Brazilian Amazonia. Biological Conservation 194: 184–193. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2015.12.016

Domingues MS, Bermann C (2012) O arco de desoorestamento na Amazônia: da pecuária à soja. 
Ambiente & Sociedade 15: 1–22. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1414-753X2012000200002

ESRI (2011) ArcGIS Desktop: Release 10. Environmental Systems Research Institute, Re-
dlands, CA.



Biodiversity, threats and conservation challenges in the Cerrado of Amapá... 123

Euler A (2016) Floresta Estadual do Amapá: Uma unidade de conservação sob ameaça. In: 
Lomba R, Rangel K, Silva M, Silva G (Eds) Conoito, territorialidade e desenvolvimento: 
algumas reoexões sobre o campo amapaense. UNIFAP, Macapá, Brazil, 173–192.

Fearnside PM (1987) Rethinking continuous cultivation in Amazonia. BioScience 37: 209–
214. https://doi.org/10.2307/1310520

Fearnside PM (1998) Plantation =orestry in Brazil: projections to 2050. Biomass and Bioenergy 
15: 437–450. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0961-9534(98)00061-0

Fearnside PM (2002) Can pasture intensincation discourage de=orestation in the Amazon and 
Pantanal regions o= Brazil? In: Wood C, Porro R (Eds) De=orestation and land use in the 
Amazon. University Press o= Florida,, Gainesville, Florida, USA, 299–314.

Fearnside PM (2006) O cultivo da soja como ameaça para o meio ambiente na Amazônia 
Brasileira. In: Forline L, Murrieta R, Vieira I (Eds) Amazônia além dos 500 anos. Museu 
Paraense Emílio Goeldi, Belém, Brazil, 281–324.

Fearnside PM (2015) Pesquisa sobre conservação na Amazônia brasileira e a sua contribuição 
para a manutenção da biodiversidade e uso sustentável das oorestas tropicais. In: Vieira I, 
Jardim M, Rocha E (Eds) Amazônia em .empo: Estudos Climáticos e Socioambientais. 
Universidade Federal do Pará, Museu Paraense Emílio Goeldi and Embrapa Amazônia 
Oriental, Belém, Brazil, 21–49.

Fearnside PM (2016) Brazilian politics threaten environmental policies. Science 353: 746–748. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag0254

Fearnside PM, Ferraz J (1995) A conservation gap analysis o= Brazil’s Amazonian vegetation. Con-
servation Biology 9: 1134–1147. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1995.9051134.x

França FGR, Mesquita DO, Colli GR (2006) A checklist o= snakes =rom Amazonian savannas in 
Brazil, housed in the Coleção Herpetológica da Universidade de Brasília, with new distribu-
tion records. Occasional Papers o= the Oklahoma Museum o= Natural History 17: 1–13.

G1 – GLOBO (2016) Ministros assinam contrato que estuda ligação de RR ao Pará pela BR-
210. http://g1.globo.com/rr/roraima/noticia/2016/06/ministros-assinam-contrato-que-
-estuda-ligacao-de-rr-ao-para-pela-br-210.html

Galardo AKR, Galardo CD, Santana AA, Mendes JCC, Souza FRA, Duarte JP, Saraiva JF, Pinna 
LCL, Carvalho RW, Correa APSA, Lima ACSF (2013) Primeira ocorrência de Lutzomyia 
(Lutzomyia) longipalpis Lutz & Neiva, 1912 (Diptera: Psychodidae: Phlebotominae) no 
Estado do Amapá, Brasil. Biota Amazônia (Biote Amazonie, Biota Amazonia, Amazonian 
Biota) 3: 179–183.

Gallazzi S (2016) Ilegalidades nas terras do Amapá. In: Lomba R, Rangel K, Silva M, Silva G 
(Eds) Conoito, territorialidade e desenvolvimento: Algumas reoexões sobre o campo ama-
paense. UNIFAP, Macapá, Brazil, 194–213.

Gallois D. (1998) Brazil: the case o= the Waiãpi. In: Gray A, Paradella A, Newing H (Eds) 
From principle to practice: indigenous peoples and biodiversity conservation in Latin 
America. IWGIA, Forest People Programme & AIDESEP, Copenhagen, 167–185.

GEA (2010) Plano de Prevenção e Controle do Desmatamento e Queimadas do Estado do 
Amapá – PPCDAP. http://ebah-web-586602798.us-east-1.elb.amazonaws.com/content/
ABAAABhp0AJ/plano-prevencao-controle-desmatamento-queimadas-estado-amapa-ppc-
dap?part=11



Karen Mustin et al.  /  Nature Conservation 22: 107–127 (2017)124

GEA, SE.EC, IEPA, NO., EMBRAPA (2016) Zoneamento Socioambiental do Cerrado do 
Estado do Amapá: Relatório técnico sintetizado. IEPA, Macapá.

Gibbs HK, Rausch L, Munger J, Schelly I, Morton DC, Noojipady P, Soares-Filho B, Barreto 
P, Micol L, Walker NF (2015) Brazil’s soy moratorium. Science 347: 377–378. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.aaa0181

Grovermann C, Schreinemachers P, Riwthong S, Berger . (2017) ‘Smart’ policies to reduce 
pesticide use and avoid income trade-oms: An agent-based model applied to Tai agricul-
ture. Ecological Economics 132: 91–103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2016.09.031

Hamada N, Ale-Rocha R, Luz SLB (2003) Description o= Simulium damascenoi (Diptera: Sim-
uliidae) male and the black-oy species =rom the State o= Amapá, Brazil. Memórias do Insti-
tuto Oswaldo Cruz 98: 353–360.

Hamrick K, Goldstein A (2016) Raising ambition: State o= the voluntary carbon markets 2016. 
Forest .rends’ Ecosystem Marketplace Washington, DC.

Hill D (2016) ‘Never seen it so bad’: violence and impunity in Brazil’s Amazon. Te Guardian. 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/andes-to-the-amazon/2016/=eb/16/never-
seen-it-so-bad-violence-and-impunity-in-brazils-amazon

Hudson N (1995) Soil conservation. Iowa State University Press, Ames, 391 pp.
IBGE (2004a) Mapa de Biomas do Brasil. http://www.ibge.gov.br
IBGE (2004b) Uso da .erra no Estado do Amapá. Relatório técnico. http://biblioteca.ibge.gov.

br/visualizacao/livros/liv95893.pd=
IBGE (2016) Cidades. 2017. http://www.cidades.ibge.gov.br/v3/cidades/home-cidades
IBGE (2017) Banco de dados SIDRA. Senso Agropecuário. http://www.sidra.ibge.gov.br/bda/

tabela/listabl.asp?c=1612&z=&o=
IUCN (2016) Te IUCN Red List o= Treatened Species. Version 2016-2. 2016. http://www.

iucnredlist.org
IUCN, UNEP-WCMC (2016) Te World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA). [July 2016]. 

2016. https://www.protectedplanet.net/
Jardim Botânico do Rio de Janeiro (2016) Flora do Brasil 2020. 2016. http://ooradobrasil.jbrj.

gov.br/
Jesus-Barros CR, Adaime R, Oliveira MN, Silva WR, Costa-Neto SV, Souza-Filho MF (2012) 

Anastrepha (Diptera: .ephritidae) species, their hosts and parasitoids (Hymenoptera: Bra-
conidae) in nve municipalities o= the state o= Amapá, Brazil. Florida Entomologist 95: 
694–705. https://doi.org/10.1653/024.095.0320

Kaimowitz D, Angelsen A (2008) Will livestock intensincation help save Latin Amer-
ica’s tropical =orests? Journal o= Sustainable Forestry 27: 6–24. https://doi.
org/10.1080/10549810802225168

Kichel A, Bungenstab DJ, Zimmer AH, Soares CO, Almeida RG (2014) Crop-Livestock-For-
estry integration and the progress o= the Brazilian agriculture. In: Bungenstab DJ, Almeida 
RG (Eds) Integrated Crop-Livestock-Forestry systems: a Brazilian experience =or sustain-
able =arming. Embrapa, Brasília, DF, 19–26

Klink CA, Machado RB (2005) Conservation o= the Brazilian Cerrado. Conservation Biology 
19: 707–713. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2005.00702.x



Biodiversity, threats and conservation challenges in the Cerrado of Amapá... 125

Kohler F, Brondizio ES (2017) Considering the needs o= indigenous and local populations 
in conservation programs. Conservation Biology 31: 245–251. https://doi.org/10.1111/
cobi.12843

Lima JRF, Lima JD, Lima SD, Silva RBL, Andrade GVd (2017) Amphibians =ound in the 
Amazonian Savanna o= the Rio Curiaú Environmental Protection Area in Amapá, 
Brazil. Biota Neotropica 17. http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pi-
d=S1676-06032017000200301&nrm=iso

Melo GAR (2006) Apidae (Subtribos Meliponina e Euglossina) da região dos lagos do Amapá. 
In: Costa-Neto SV (Ed) Inventário Biológico das Áreas do Sucuriju e Região dos Lagos, no 
Amapá: Relatório Final PROBIO. IEPA, Macapá-BR, 123–130

Mendes-Júnior RNG (2013) Composição e estrutura das assembleias de peixes de pequenos 
riachos aouentes do lago Ajuruxi, Mazagão-AP. Masters’ Tesis, Instituto Nacional de Pes-
quisas da Amazônia, Manaus.

Mesquita D (2005) Estrutura de taxocenoses de lagartos em áreas de Cerrado e de Savanas 
Amazônicas do Brasil. PhD Tesis, Universidade de Brasília, Brasília.

Mesquita DO, Colli GR, Vitt LJ (2007) Ecological release in lizard assemblages o= neotropical 
savannas. Oecologia 153: 185–195. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-007-0725-z

Mochiutti S, Meirelles PRL (1994) Utilização das pastagens nativas do Amapá. In: Puignav JP 
(Ed.) Utilización y manejo de pastizales. IICA, Montevideo, 127–133.

Monteiro P (2015) Do manganês aos grãos: Amapá quer abrigar o melhor porto logístico da 
Amazônia. 2017. https://www.portosenavios.com.br/noticias/portos-e-logistica/29995-
do-manganes-aos-graos-amapa-quer-abrigar-o-melhor-porto-logistico-da-amazonia

Moraes A, Carvalho PCF, Lustosa SBC, Lang CR, Deiss L (2014) Research on integrated 
crop-livestock systems in Brazil. Revista Ciência Agronômica 45: 1024–1031. https://doi.
org/10.1590/S1806-66902014000500018

Nepstad D, Schwartzman S, Bamberger B, Santilli M, Ray D, Schlesinger P, Le=ebvre P, Alencar 
A, Prinz E, Fiske G, Rolla A (2006) Inhibition o= Amazon de=orestation and nre by Parks 
and Indigenous Lands. Conservation Biology 20: 65–73. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-
1739.2006.00351.x

Nogueira C, Buckup PA, Menezes NA, Oyakawa O., Kasecker .P, Ramos Neto MB, da Sil-
va JMC (2010) Restricted-Range Fishes and the Conservation o= Brazilian Freshwaters. 
PLOS ONE 5: e11390. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0011390

Nolte C, Agrawal A, Silvius KM, Soares-Filho BS (2013) Governance regime and location 
inouence avoided de=orestation success o= protected areas in the Brazilian Amazon. Pro-
ceedings o= the National Academy o= Sciences 110: 4956–4961. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1214786110

Nunes A (2001) Gradientes estruturais dos habitats em savanas amazônicas: implicações sobre 
a distribuição e ocorrência das espécies de pequenos mamí=eros (Rodentia, Didelphimor-
phia). PhD thesis, Rio de Janeiro: Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro.

Oliveira CP (2009) O método de avaliação por múltiplos critérios como apoio ao planejamento 
ambiental: aplicação experimental no cerrado central do Amapá, Brasil. Masters’ Tesis, 
Universidade Federal do Amapá, Macapá.



Karen Mustin et al.  /  Nature Conservation 22: 107–127 (2017)126

Oliveira G (2013) Land regularization in Brazil and the global land grab. Development and 
Change 44: 261–283. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118688229.ch4

Pacheco AR, Chaves R, Nicoli CML (2013) Integration o= crops, livestock, and =orestry: a sys-
tem o= production =or the Brazilian Cerrados. In: Hershey C, Neate P (Eds) Eco-efciency: 
=rom vision to reality. Centro Internacional de Agricultura .ropical, Cali, Colombia, 1–11.

Pereira-Junior AP, Campos CEC, Araujo AS (2013) Composição e diversidade de an=íbios anu-
ros do campus da Universidade Federal do Amapá. Biota Amazônia 3: 13–21. https://doi.
org/10.18561/2179-5746/biotaamazonia.v3n1p13-21

P=am A, Robalino J, Lima E, Sandoval C, Herrera LD (2014) Governance, location and avoid-
ed de=orestation =rom protected areas: greater restrictions can have lower impact, due to 
dimerences in location. World Development 55: 7–20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.world-
dev.2013.01.011

Prance G. (1996) Islands in Amazonia. Philosophical .ransactions o= the Royal Society o= Lon-
don Series B: Biological Sciences 351: 823–833. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1996.0077

Rocha AES, Miranda IS, Costa-Neto SV (2014) Composição oorística e chave de identinca-
ção das Poaceae ocorrentes nas savanas costeiras amazônicas, Brasil. Acta Amazonica 44: 
301–314. https://doi.org/10.1590/1809-4392201305173

Sankaran M, Hanan NP, Scholes RJ, Ratnam J, Augustine DJ, Cade BS, Gignoux J, Higgins 
SI, Le Roux X, Ludwig F (2005) Determinants o= woody cover in A=rican savannas. Nature 
438: 846–849. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04070

Sano EE, Corrêa AA, Amutares IS, Freitas DM, Lisboa JA, Cho DF (2017) Desmatamento em 
áreas de cobertura não-oorestais do bioma Amazônia: resultados preliminares baseados em 
imagens do satélite Landsat-8 OLI de 2013. In: INPE (Ed.) XVIII Simpósio Brasileiro de Sen-
soriamento Remoto, Santos, SP, 3369–3376. Available at: http://www.dsr.inpe.br/sbsr2017

Saraiva JF, Souto RNP, Ferreira RMA (2011) Flebotomíneos (Diptera: Psychodidae) coletados 
em um assentamento rural no Estado do Amapá, Brasil. Biota Amazônia 1: 58–62. https://
doi.org/10.18561/2179-5746/biotaamazonia.v1n1p58-62

Scholes R, Archer S (1997) .ree-grass interactions in savannas. Annual review o= Ecology and 
Systematics 28: 517–544. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.28.1.517

Schunck F, De Luca AC, Piacentini VQ, Rego MA, Renno B, Correa AH (2011) Avi=auna o= two 
localities in the south o= Amapá, Brazil, with comments on the distribution and taxonomy 
o= some species. Revista Brasileira de Ornitologia-Brazilian Journal o= Ornithology 19: 16

SEMA-AP (2014) Boletim do desmatamento no estado do Amapá – Biênio 2011/2012. Go-
verno do Estado do Amapá, Macapá.

SEMA-AP (2016) Shapes. 2017. http://www.sema.ap.gov.br/interno.php?dm=745
Silva CR, Martins ACM, Castro IJ, Bernard E, Cardoso EM, Santos DL, Gregorin R, Rossi RV, 

Percequillo AR, Cruz KC (2013) Mammals o= Amapá State, Eastern Brazilian Amazonia: 
a revised taxonomic list with comments on species distributions. Mammalia 77: 409–424. 
https://doi.org/10.1515/mammalia-2012-0121

Silva E (2016) A última =ronteira da soja. Revista Globo Rural, 28–33.
Silva J (2014) Conoitos pela terra no Amapá entre 2002 a 2011: o mito da paz no campo e 

a violência institucionalizada. In: Lomba R, Rangel K, Silva G, Silva M (Eds) Conoito, 



Biodiversity, threats and conservation challenges in the Cerrado of Amapá... 127

territorialidade e desenvolvimento: algumas reoexões sobre o campo amapaense. Editora 
UFGD, Dourados, Brazil, 113–140.

Silva J, Bates J (2002) Biogeographic patterns and conservation in the South American Cer-
rado: a tropical savanna hotspot. BioScience 52: 225–234. https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-
3568(2002)052[0225:bpacit]2.0.co;2

Silva JMC, Oren DC, Roma JC, Henriques LMP (1997) Composition and distribution pat-
terns o= the avi=auna o= an Amazonian upland savanna, Amapá, Brazil. Ornithological 
Monographs 48: 743–762. https://doi.org/10.2307/40157565

Silva R, Jesus C, Silva W, Costa N (2006) Ocorrência de ga=anhotos em áreas de cerrados de 
Mazagão, Amapá. Comunicado .écnico n°120 de EMBRAPA Amapá. Macapá.

Silva WL, Costa-Neto SV, Soares MVB (2015) Diversidade de Leguminosae em Savanas do 
Amapá. Biota Amazônia 5: 83–89. https://doi.org/10.18561/2179-5746/biotaamazonia.
v5n1p83-89

Silveira O. (2003) Fauna de insetos das ressacas das bacias do Igarapé da Fortaleza e do Rio 
Curiaú. In: .akiyama LR, Silva AQ (Eds) Diagnóstico das ressacas do Estado do Amapá: ba-
cias do Igarapé da Fortaleza e Rio Curiaú. CPAQ/IEPA, DGEO/SEMA, Macapá-BR, 73–80.

Silveira O. (2006) Vespidae da região dos Lagos do Amapá. In: Costa-Neto SV (Ed) Inventário 
Biológico das Áreas do Sucuriju e Região dos Lagos, no Amapá: Relatório Final PROBIO. 
IEPA, Macapá, 114–122.

Strassburg BBN, Latawiec AE, Barioni LG, Nobre CA, Silva VP, Valentim JF, Vianna M, Assad 
ED (2014) When enough should be enough: Improving the use o= current agricultural 
lands could meet production demands and spare natural habitats in Brazil. Global En-
vironmental Change 28: 84–97. doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.06.001

.avares JPN (2014) Características da climatologia de Macapá-AP. Caminhos de Geograna 15: 
138–151

.emponi L, Coelho M, Mayo S (2009) Araceae. Plantas raras do Brasil Conservação Internacio-
nal, Universidade Estadual de Feira de Santana, Belo Horizonte, Feira de Santana. 67–70.

.inoco J, Sá M (2016) O grileiro dos jardins. Jornal O Eco. http://www.oeco.org.br/reporta-
gens/o-grileiro-dos-jardins/

.urcios MM, Jaramillo M, Vale JF, Fearnside PM, Barbosa RI (2016) Soil charcoal as long‐
term pyrogenic carbon storage in Amazonian seasonal =orests. Global change biology 22: 
190–197. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13049

Veiga LM, Kierulm C, Oliveira MM (2008) Alouatta belzebul. Te IUCN Red List o= Treat-
ened Species 2008. 2016

Vidal J (2017) Amazon rain=orest’s nnal =rontier under threat =rom oil and soya. Te Guardian. 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2017/=eb/16/amazon-rain=orest-nnal-
=rontier-in-brazil-under-threat-=rom-oil-and-soya

Voss RS (2015) .ribe Sigmdontini Wagner, 1843. In: Patton J, Pardiñas U, D’Elía G (Eds) 
Mammals o= South America: Rodents. University o= Chicago Press, Chicago, 2932–3054.

Zarske A, Géry J (1998) Hyphessobrycon amapaensis spec. nov., eine neue und mutmaßliche 
Stellvertreterart von Hyphessobrycon heterorhabdus (Ulrey, 1894) aus dem Bundesstaat 
Amapa in Brasilien. Staatliches Museum =ür .ierkunde 50: 19–26.


