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Native vegetation across the Brazilian Cerrado is highly heterogeneous and biodiverse and provides
important ecosystem services, including carbon and water balance regulation, however, land-use
changes have been extensive. Conservation and restoration of native vegetation is essential and could
be facilitated by detailed landcover maps. Here, across a large case study region in Goias State, Brazil
(1.1 Mha), we produced physiognomy level maps of native vegetation (n=8) and other landcover types
(n=5). Seven different classification schemes using different combinations of input satellite imagery
were used, with a Random Forest classifier and 2-stage approach implemented within Google Earth
Engine. Overall classification accuracies ranged from 88.6-92.6% for native and non-native vegetation
at the formation level (stage-1), and 70.7-77.9% for native vegetation at the physiognomy level
(stage-2), across the seven different classifications schemes. The differences in classification accuracy
resulting from varying the input imagery combination and quality control procedures used were small.
However, a combination of seasonal Sentinel-1 (C-band synthetic aperture radar) and Sentinel-2
(surface reflectance) imagery resulted in the most accurate classification at a spatial resolution

of 20 m. Classification accuracies when using Landsat-8 imagery were marginally lower, but still
reasonable. Quality control procedures that account for vegetation burning when selecting vegetation
reference data may also improve classification accuracy for some native vegetation types. Detailed
landcover maps, produced using freely available satellite imagery and upscalable techniques, will be
important tools for understanding vegetation functioning at the landscape scale and for implementing
restoration projects.

Seasonally dry regions cover a large proportion of tropical land area' and the importance of vegetation in these
regions for carbon and water balance regulation and climate change mitigation is increasingly being recognised*™*.
Generally, in seasonally dry tropical regions, complex underlying geology, combined with strong seasonal water-
deficits and contrasting wildfire regimes generate a very heterogeneous vegetation cover spanning a range of
different vegetation types, each thriving in different environmental niches®™®. Mapping the spatial distribution
of different native and non-native vegetation types in seasonally dry tropical regions is key to understanding
their functioning and threat from landcover change®. However, across large areas, this mapping is only viable
using remotely sensed imagery'. Advances in remote sensing techniques are increasingly allowing us to identify
vegetation characteristics at finer ecological scales'!~!*. However, few studies have focused on utilising recently
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Formation

Physiognomy Abbr Characteristics Canopy height (m) | Canopy cover (%)

Grassland (GRA)

Campo limpo timido* (open wet grassland) | CLU continual grasses, herbaceous and subshrub | -

Annually to seasonally waterlogged soils,

plants, without woody vegetative cover.

Campo seco* (grassland, well drained) CS - <5

Well drained soils, continual grasses, herba-
ceous and subshrub plants, sometimes with
sparse shrubby vegetation cover (campo limpo
seco, campo sujo).

Campo rupestres* (rupestrian grassland) CAMR - <5

Semi-continual grasses and herbaceous
species with rocky outcrops of quartzite,
sandstone or ironstone (canga) sometimes in
montane systems or at high elevations, with
some low stature trees and shrubs usually on
well drained soils.

Savanna (SAV)

Cerrado sensu stricto* (typical cerrado)

Continual grassy, subshrub sublayer with

xeromorphic evergreen to semi-deciduous
CsS - " -
tree cover at various densities on well drained
soils.

3-6 10-60

Cerrado rupestre* (rupestrian cerrado) CERR | density tree cover on well drained soils with | 2-3 5-10

Continual to sparse grass sublayer, with low

rocky outcrops.

Vereda* (palm swamp) v plants with localised stands of Mauritia flexu- | 12-15 (palms)

Annually to seasonally waterlogged soils,
continual grasses, herbaceous and subshrub

osa L. f. (buriti palms) in waterlogged depres-
sions or in close proximity to gallery forests.

Forest (and woodland) (FOR)

Cerradao* (dense cerrado woodland) C ceous cover, tree species composition is floris- | 8-15 60-90

Dense xeromorphic trees with scarce herba-

tically similar to cerrado sensu stricto.

Mata ciliar* (riparian forest) - watercourses, typically extending less than 8-12 60-90

Semi-deciduous to evergreen forest alongside

100 m from the water edge.

Mata de galeria* (gallery forest) MG

Semi-deciduous to evergreen forest forming

. 20-30 70-95
closed corridors along narrow watercourses.

Mata seca (seasonally dry tropical forest) - forests formed on well drained nutrient rich | 15-25 70-95

Seasonally deciduous and semi-deciduous

soils.

Table 1. Cerrado sensu lato physiognomies. Adapted from Eiten (1978)"*, Oliveira and Marquis (2002)!” and
Ribeiro and Walker (2008)'°. The eight native physiognomies present across the study area indicated*. N.B.
Mata Ciliar and Mata de Galeria are grouped to form a single class.

available imagery and new remote sensing techniques to assist in identifying and quantifying the complexity of
vegetation types across seasonally dry tropical regions.

The Brazilian Cerrado is a tropical savanna dominated biome, with marked wet and dry seasons, cover-
ing ~ 200 Mha'®. Native vegetation spans a variety of distinct physiognomies (vegetation communities with
distinct structures, height, spacing, dominant species, functional traits, phenology, soil or geological charac-
teristics) which can be grouped into broad vegetation formation categories (grassland, savanna and forest)!>-"”
(Table 1). Vegetation can range from waterlogged grassland physiognomies (campo limpo timido) to seasonally
deciduous forest (mata seca) and xeromorphic woodland (cerraddo) physiognomies across a small section of
the landscape, often transitioning over spatial scales far smaller than the best existing global vegetation cover
maps'®'?, (e.g. 0.5-10 ha, Table 1). The distribution and coexistence of these vegetation types is broadly driven
by changes in soil nutrients®*-?2, water availability?**°, geomorphology*** and vegetation-fire dynamics**-*°.
However, the interactions between and relative importance of factors in determining the distribution of different
vegetation types, particularly for physiognomies that are transitional in nature, remains disputed"**. Despite
this complexity, native vegetation in most Cerrado land cover maps is broken down into broad formation level
categories, masking the diverse nature and functioning of the multiple contrasting physiognomies within each
of these classes (Table 1)34-%,

Understanding these distinctions at scale is essential to large-scale conservation planning, particularly
within biomes such as the Cerrado®~*. As a result of extensive land use changes (LUC) only ~ 88 Mha (46%)
of native Cerrado vegetation cover now remains, with as little as 20% left undisturbed and less than 7% within
Protected Areas***!. Detailed vegetation maps are essential to aid in identifying priority physiognomies and
areas to conserve in this biome. Furthermore, physiognomy level maps would be valuable for guiding field sam-
pling strategies when assessing plant function and biodiversity and for more detailed landscape-scale process
modelling*>*. Perhaps most urgently, physiognomy level maps would facilitate large scale restoration across
this biome, which is key to recovering many of the ecosystem services already lost through unsustainable land
management practices**.

The potential for restoration of native vegetation in the Cerrado is high*. In addition to private and inter-
national stakeholders*>*¢, the Brazilian government have pledged to restore 2.1 Mha of degraded land in the
Cerrado to native type vegetation by 2030*”. However, restoration in the Cerrado remains challenging. As a result
of land-use changes, areas targeted for restoration have often undergone significant changes in soil structure
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and nutrient composition***’. Despite this, neighbouring native vegetation is a good indicator of whether pas-
sive or active restoration approaches might be suitable*, the type of vegetation to restore a degraded area to®,
prospective propagule availability’! and the potential for maximising ecosystem connectivity*”. Understanding
the matrix of vegetation surrounding a potential restoration area might also minimize the risk of restoration
failure due to invasion of exotic species (particularly pasture grasses)* and improve our ability to evaluate the
potential fire risk to newly restored vegetation.

Producing detailed maps of Cerrado physiognomies to inform conservation and restoration is challenging.
Different vegetation types may initially appear very similar in the field, and are hard to distinguish in satellite
imagery even at a high spatial resolution'®**, however many are floristically distinct'®*>* and have markedly
different soil properties and phenological responses to water deficit”’-*°. The MapBiomas project produces annual
maps of native vegetation at the formation level (forest, savanna, grassland) and non-native vegetation across Bra-
zil at a 30 m spatial resolution from 1985 onwards®. The project leverages the Google Earth Engine (GEE) plat-
form; image processing standard algorithms, cloud computing capabilities and freely available Landsat imagery
within the GEE repository®*2. These maps have been invaluable for vegetation degradation and deforestation
monitoring®*®!, assessing future LUC and carbon storage®>®*, and understanding ecosystem functionality®.
Recently, several smaller scale case studies have successfully detected and mapped Cerrado vegetative types at
the physiognomy level. These studies have used various combinations of surface reflectance imagery to assess
vegetation reflectance spectra and as a proxy for canopy structure and photosynthetic activity®*-*. In addition,
some have also used synthetic aperture radar (SAR) products, which provide valuable information on vegeta-
tion structural characteristics and soil and vegetation moisture’~2. Often, techniques that capture vegetation
phenological patterns using imagery from multiple time periods are used**%”>. Coarser scale, locally sampled
soil properties and drainage datasets are sometimes utilized®””’*. However, despite these examples of progress
towards physiognomy-level vegetation identification, many do not use freely available input imagery or easily
upscalable techniques and none incorporate both native and non-native landcover types in-situ.

Here, using a large case study area of 1.1 Mha we examine the potential to map Cerrado vegetation at the
physiognomy level using seven different combinations of freely available SAR (Sentinel-1) and surface reflectance
(Sentinel-2 or Landsat-8) remotely sensed products. The different combinations test the advantages of using the
different products, but each follow the same 2-stage classification implemented in GEE. We consider vegetation
burning when selecting ground reference data as a quality control step, and also explore the impact of incorpo-
rating seasonal metrics into the collection of input imagery.

Method

Vegetation reference data was collected across the study site, quality control procedures were then applied to
reduce the impact of vegetation burning on classification accuracies. Seven landcover maps were then generated
at either the vegetation formation or physiognomy level with a spatial resolution of either 20 m, the nominal
resolution of most Sentinel-2 bands, or 30 m, the resolution of Landsat-8. Each of the seven formation and
physiognomy maps were generated using different feature spaces. A feature space refers to the collection of
feature vectors used to characterise a dataset. In this instance, each map pixel represents an area of land covered
in vegetation (the dataset), and various combinations of input satellite images (the vectors) are used to describe
the vegetation and generate an output map.

Study site. The study area (~ 1.1 Mha) is located in Goids State, Brazil (Fig. 1). The climate is typical of the
central Cerrado region; wet season rainfall is followed by intense water deficit in the dry season (Fig. 1B, C).
Total annual precipitation at the site is ~ 1400 mm, with ~ 130 mm of this falling in the dry season (April to Sep-
tember) (mean 2009-2019, Fig. 1B)”.

Situated within the study area is the Chapada dos Veadeiros National Park (CVNP) a legal reserve, covered by
native vegetation with an area of ~ 240,600 ha (Fig. 1)’%””. Across the park, at least eight well preserved Cerrado
physiognomies are thought to be present (Table 1). As a consequence of alterations to the boundaries of the park
over time, several private properties (and hence non-native land cover types) are also situated within the CVNP
limits. The area surrounding the CVNP is mosaic of native vegetation, which has undergone various levels of
degradation, and other land uses, including large scale and smallholder planted pastures and agriculture (Table 2).
Soils can be well-drained to annually saturated and are predominantly Cambissolos, Plintossolos, Gleysols and
Neossolos; however, both the CVNP and the surrounding area are characterised by a high pedological diversity
and topographic and geological complexity (Fig. 1Aii)’®”. This results in a high level of local-scale vegetation
heterogeneity within the same climatic envelope.

Vegetation ground reference data. We gathered all available vegetation type reference data across the
study site between 2017 and 2020. Using expert knowledge, collating data from multiple studies and surveys,
1686 unique ground reference sites (GPS coordinates) were identified across the eight native vegetation physi-
ognomies (Fig. S1). Non-native vegetation types were also identified in the field, with further GPS coordinates
selected following the inspection of timeseries imagery in Google Earth (a combination of satellite imagery and
arial photos) and the MapBiomas Collection 5 land cover map for 20183+6%6!,

To increase the number of pixels available to train and validate the classifier, reference zones spanning multiple
pixels were sampled at each unique reference site. For grassland physiognomies, reference zones were manually
delineated around a GPS location to select vegetation reference pixels, informed by field visits and high spatial
resolution imagery in Google Earth. For the majority of savanna and forest physiognomies, sample buffer zones
with a radius of between 20 and 40 m were applied (depending on the area and consistency of vegetation cover).
Based on observations in the field, for the vereda class, a smaller buffer radius of 12 m was applied to ensure
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Figure 1. Study area, location, and climate. Ai. Study area location within Central Brazil, biome boundaries
indicated (IBGE, 2019). Aii. Study area and CVNP extent, elevation taken from the COP-GLO-30 DEM.
Mean total monthly total precipitation (mm) (B) and mean monthly temperature (°C) (C) across the CVNP,
taken from the ERA5 gridded climate reanalysis at a 0.25 arc degree grid cell. Monthly values presented are
10-year averages from 2009 till 2019 (error bars indicate standard deviation from the CVNP average over the 10
year period). Monthly precipitation totals < 100 mm are indicated in red.

Formation Abbr | Characteristics

Pasture PAST | Active or abandoned planted pastures mostly dominated by planted African grass species (Brachiaria)
Plantation Forest | PF Monoculture forest plantations (mostly Eucalyptus plantations across the study site)

Agriculture A All annual and perennial agricultural land uses

Water w Any open waterbody larger than 20 m?

Non-vegetated NV Non-vegetated soil, rock or urban areas

Table 2. Non-native vegetation and landcovers present across the study site.

reference sites were centred on palm trees, in most cases sampling a single pixel at each location. Following the
same logic, a 12 m buffer zone was also used for the mata de galeria class.

After burned area masking (see next section) a total of 6603 pixels (at a 20 m spatial resolution) across the
1686 sites were sampled for the eight native vegetative physiognomies (Fig. S1, Table S1).

Burned reference data masking. Managed, accidental and natural fires are common across the study
area. In order to minimise the effect of burned vegetation contaminating classification accuracies, a global
burned area product was selected and used to disregard any vegetation reference areas, identified in the field
between 2017 and 2020, that may have burned within the input imagery period (October 2018 to September
2019).

Before undertaking this quality control procedure, the accuracy of two global burned area (BA) products
was evaluated following the methodology of Rodrigues et al.%° (Supplementary Sect. 1). Commission errors
(CE, the fraction of unburned pixels mistakenly classified as burned) and omission errors (OE, the fraction of
burned pixels not detected by the product) relative to a Cerrado specific reference BA product were assessed
(Supplementary Sect. 1).

In all further analysis, the MODIS MCD64A1 v6 BA product® was then used to assess burned area extent,
produce a burned area mask and disregard any burned vegetation reference areas.

Input imagery and feature space. Imagery selection and pre-processing. ~ All imagery used, aside from
elevation data, was taken from within the GEE repository®”. To increase the probability of finding a cloud free
pixel across all areas (for surface reflectance imagery), all available imagery from October 2018 to September
2019 for each product within the repository was considered.

Ground Range Detected (GRD) Sentinel-1 (S1) C-band SAR imagery was acquired at a 10 x 10 m pixel size,
in Interferometric Wide swath (IW) mode, on the descending pass. Images were ground- range detected and
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Wavelength/formula/polarisation S2
Feature layer (L8) S2/L8 equivalent | Initial spatial resolution(m) S2 (L8) | Image season/image statistics
Surface reflectance from Sentinel-2 (S2) and Landsat-8 (L8)
Reflectance bands
Blue (B) 492/492 nm (452-512 nm) Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry
Green (G) 560/559 nm (533-590 nm) Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry
Red (R) 665/665 nm (636-673 nm) Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry, A,,,
Red Edge 1 (R1) 704/704 nm - 20 Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
Red Edge 2 (R2) 741/739 nm - 20 Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
Red Edge 3 (R3) 783/780 nm - 20 Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
NIR 833/833 nm (851-879 nm) Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
Red Edge 4 (R4) 865/864 nm - 20 Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
SWIR 1 1614/1610 nm (1566-1651 nm) Y 20 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry
SWIR 2 2202/2186 nm (2107-2294 nm) Y 20 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry
Vegetation index
EdDe\:;I) (normalized difference vegetation NDVI — f\gﬁng Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry, Ao Ty T
EVI2 (enhanced vegetation index 2) EVI =25% #ﬁ)ﬂ Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry, A,,, Ty, Tp
SAVI (soil adjusted vegetation index) SAVI = 1.5 % % Y 10 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry, A, Ty, Tp
SWIR21 SWIR21 = $WIR2 Y 20 (30) Ann, Wet, Dry, A,,,
Sentinel-1
Polarisation
o’yydB (VH) VH (0°dB) n/a 20% Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
o’yydB (VV) VV (¢°dB) n/a 20" Ann, Wet, Dry, A,
VH:VV Ratio
%y vy (VH:VV) ‘ %(q") ‘ n/a ‘ 20* ‘ Ann, Wet, Dry
COP-DEM GLO-30
Slope ‘ Slope (*) ‘ n/a ‘ 30 ‘ -

Table 3. Input feature layers produced for the seven alternative classification feature spaces. Vegetation indices
are taken from Alencar et al. (2020)34, Xue and Su (2017)%, Parente and Ferreira (2018)® and Hill et al.*°.

The study area is situated within a single scene for Sentinel-1, mosaic images (2 scenes) were produced for
Sentinel-2 (S2) and Landsat-8 (L8) derived features. Bands and vegetation indices, available or derived from
both the S2 and L8 products are indicated (S2/L8 Equivalent). Annual (Ann, 01/10/18 to 30/09/19), wet season
(Wet, 01/10/2018-31/03/2019) and dry season (Dry, 01/04/2019-30/09/2019) images were produced for some
feature layers. Annual variance (A,,,), wet and dry season texture images (Ty, Tp) were also produced. *Pixel
size 10x 10 m (S1). See Fig. S2 to S5.

log scaled (6°dB) upon acquisition, in the VH (vertical transmit, horizontal receive) and VV (vertical transmit,
vertical receive) polarisation. The VH to VV ratio was also calculated, as this has provided additional power
when monitoring vegetation structure and vegetation and soil moisture in other studies®*®. C-band backscatter
values were transformed to o” prior to ratio calculation. S1 images were resampled (nearest neighbour) to match
the final feature space spatial resolution for use alongside either S2 or L8 data (20 or 30 m) and a per pixel mean
calculated across the image collection for the time period considered.

The effectiveness of using Sentinel-2 (S2) or Landsat-8 (L8) surface reflectance imagery to identify Cerrado
vegetation types was assessed separately at the study site. S2 Level-2A surface reflectance imagery was filtered
to include only scenes with a cloud cover of <70%. A cloud and dark pixel mask based on the S2 ESA Scene
Classification® was then applied, followed by a second masking procedure using a built-in cloud and shadow bit
mask®. Similarly, L8 surface reflectance imagery was also acquired, filtered, and a cloud and shadow bit mask
applied¥’. In addition to surface reflectance bands (Table 3), for all S2 and L8 scenes acquired across the study
site area, several vegetation indices were calculated (NDVT, EVI2, SAVI, SWIR21, Table 3). These indices were
chosen as they are a good proxy for vegetation productivity or woody vegetation coverage and have been suc-
cessfully used in other studies to characterise Cerrado vegetation®*¥-%°, Where required, all bands and indices
were resampled from their initial spatial resolution to a resolution of 20 m (S2) or 30 m (L8) and a per pixel
median was calculated across the period considered. The final images were visually inspected for any remaining
cloud presence.

Three time periods were considered for the bands, polarisations and derived vegetation indices or ratios taken
from each input product (S1, S2 and L8) in addition to other image statistics (Table 3). Given the strong constraint
rainfall seasonality and temperature may have on vegetation phenology (Fig. 1B, C), to assess the importance of
incorporating phenological characteristics into the input imagery feature space, annual, wet season and dry sea-
son images were produced. Wet and dry season months were defined using the ERA5 gridded climate reanalysis
dataset within GEE (dry season months = monthly total rainfall < 100 mm, 10-year average across the study site)”
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Feature | No. Wet/ BA
Space | Feature | Slope | S2 L8 | S1 Dry Avar | Tw/Tp Mask Difference
Layers %
F1 36 X X X X X X e
F2 18 X X X o5
F3 40 X X X X X =& 0 >
F4 35 X | X X | X x |£151512 =
F5 48 X X X X X a2 m]i >
F6 48 X X X | X X X g% 5 §]5’
F7 54 X | X X | x| X X X 5~ B Z-E
(¢ a (=] «

Table 4. Alternative feature spaces and input feature layers. Summary of feature layers for each of the seven
alternative feature spaces, full layers listed in Table S2. The difference between Feature Space 6 (F6) and each
other alternative feature space is indicated.

(Fig. 1B, C). As the magnitude of plant phenological responses observed in some bands and vegetation indices is
expected to be larger for some vegetation types, the per pixel variance over the annual imagery collection (A,,,)
was also calculated for some products (Table 3). When visually inspected, good alignment was observed between
all imagery products, however, this may require correction if applied in other regions.

Texture layers for both wet and dry season imagery (T, Tp) were also produced for some S2 layers by tak-
ing the standard deviation of pixels within a 1 ha moving window®'. These texture images were incorporated
to assess the variability of a signal amongst a pixel and its neighbours, as some physiognomies form distinctive
linear patterns in the landscape (mata de galeria, vereda)® .

Elevation data was taken from the COP-GLO-30 DEM®*, and terrain slope was then calculated. This slope
layer was included in all classification feature spaces, as different vegetation types are typically located in differ-
ent topographic zones.

Alternative feature spaces. 'The potential for mapping Cerrado vegetation at the formation and physiognomy
levels was assessed for seven different input feature spaces, each comprised of a unique input imagery combina-
tion (Table 4, Table S2). Pairwise comparisons of the output vegetation maps and map accuracies resulting from
certain feature spaces (Table 4, ‘Difference’) can be used to assess the impact of adding or removing imagery on
the accuracy of the classification.

Alternative feature spaces were made up of seasonal multispectral imagery from L8 rather than S2 (F1),
exclusively annual S1 and S2 imagery (F2), seasonal multispectral S2 imagery only (F3), seasonal S2 and S1
imagery without A,,, imagery (F4), seasonal S2 and S1 imagery with A, imagery (F6) and further incorporation
of texture layers (F7). A further classification was run using F6 imagery without applying burned reference area
masking as a quality control step, hereby referred to as F5.

Classification routine. A 2-stage classification routine using a Random Forest (RF) classifier was imple-
mented in GEE®. Initially pixels were assigned a stage-1 land cover type, where native vegetation is classified to
the formation level (herbaceous, savanna or forest), alongside non-native covers (Fig. S7). At the second stage,
native vegetation pixels were re-classified to the physiognomy level within their assigned formation class. The
process was repeated with different training/validation splits of the ground reference data, vegetation reference
pixels were split according to unique zone (rather than sampling pixels directly) to reduce spatial autocorrela-
tion and the overestimation of map accuracies®. Random training/validation splits were standardized for each
alternative feature space assessed. This 2-stage classification routine was implemented to optimise the use of
available training data and allow the production of both a simple (formation level) and more complex (physiog-
nomy level) map output. In addition to this, a 2-stage classification allows the re-training and optimisation of the
Random Forest classifier at the second stage to distinguish between a smaller group of more similar vegetative
classes at the physiognomy level.

At the initial stage of the classification process, a validation set of the ground reference data (20% of each
class) was withheld to be used for the calculation of accuracy metrics at stage-2. After this, the remaining ground
reference data was again randomly split and 80% of the remaining data was then used to train the RF classifier at
stage-1 and stage-2. The classification was repeated 50 times at each stage using different subsets of the remaining
ground reference data. For each classification, a RF classifier with 100 trees was used (RF parameters were not
tuned here, however, tuning may improve predictive performance in further analyses). At the end of each stage,
the per pixel output class of the 50 repeat runs was compared and a final formation (stage-1) or physiognomy
(stage-2) selected if a majority output class (>50%) was reached (Fig. S7). At stage-1 pixels where a majority was
not reached remained unclassified; at stage-2 pixels where a physiognomy level classification cannot be reached
remained classified to the formation level. The entire process was then repeated 10 times with a different valida-
tion set (20%) of ground reference data withheld at the initial stage, resulting in 500 potential map outputs per
feature space assessed.
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Distance based reclassification of vereda pixels. Following the classification routine, to reduce com-
mission errors for the vereda class (savanna formation), a further vereda specific distance-based step based on
landscape characteristics was added. During ground reference data selection, we centred vereda reference data
on palm pixels rather than on the surrounding waterlogged herbaceous layer (Table 1). Therefore, the herba-
ceous layer around vereda palms in this study was typically classified as campo limpo timido. Both physiognomies
have waterlogged soils for much of the year, and despite some differences, their herbaceous layers are floristically
similar®. To reduce commission errors for the vereda class, which were evident after classification stages 1 and
2, vereda pixels were re-classified based on their proximity to pixels assigned to the campo limpo timido class (see
Fig. S8). For each potential map output (n=>500), if a vereda pixel is > 1 ha from a campo limpo timido pixel, the
vereda pixel was assumed to be misclassified. After detection the erroneous pixel was re-classified as the most
common neighbouring savanna or forest physiognomic vegetation type (cerrado sensu stricto, cerrado rupestre,
cerraddo or mata de galeria), within a 1 ha moving window centred on the vereda pixel. A distance of 100 m was
chosen based on field observations and inspection of imagery in Google Earth.

Error assessment and classification probability. For each unique classification run (n =500, for seven
alternative feature spaces), overall map accuracy (OA, accounting for all misclassifications across all classes),
and per-class user’s (UA, accounting for commission errors, the fraction of other classes mistakenly classified
as a class in the final map) and producer’s (PA, accounting for omission errors, the fraction a class mistakenly
classified as another class in the final map) accuracies were calculated. Accuracies at stage-2 were calculated
using the ground refence data withheld at the start of the classification process, considering misclassification at
both stages. At stage-1 the remaining ground reference data that has not been used to train the classifier after
the second dataset split was used. Therefore, in both cases, independent test data (not used to train the models)
was used to derive these figures. Output maps were also visually inspected with comparison to in-situ imagery
in Google Earth.

The median and interquartile range (IQR, here, the difference between Upper =75th percentile and,
Lower =25th percentile) of OA, UA and PA across the 500 unique classification repeats are presented and dis-
cussed. To assess the significance of increases or decreases in map accuracy observed when the input feature
layers are varied, sample means were compared using one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA, samples were nor-
mally distributed, with constant variance when visually inspected). Subsequent post-hoc pairwise comparisons
(Tukey Multiple Comparison tests) were then applied and the results of these pairwise comparisons are outlined
in the results section. The per pixel classification probability was then calculated as the percentage of times each
pixel was classified as its final output class at each stage based on different training datasets. The estimated area
of each landcover type across the study site (taking into account per class accuracies) and 95% CI was assessed
following the methodology of Olofsson et al.?” for each unique classification.

Results

The output maps and accuracies from the results of seven unique classifications, each with a distinct feature
space are presented. The extent of vegetation burning events across the CVNP region, the amount of ground
reference data disregarded due to potential burning, and an assessment of BA product accuracies is initially
outlined. Vegetation maps were then produced at the formation level (herbaceous, savanna and forest) and at the
physiognomy level, where there are eight unique classes. Classification accuracies; overall, users and producers
accuracies, are presented for each feature space at each classification level. Finally, the landcover map with the
highest accuracy is presented alongside the final per class output probabilities and areas.

Burned area across the CVNP region. The accuracy of both global BA products assessed was low at
the study site, however, the MCD64A1_v6 product showed slightly better agreement with the Cerrado specific
reference BA product (Supplementary Sect. 1, Fig. S6). The MCD64A1_v6 product and was used for all further
analysis and the quality control of input imagery.

Over the feature layer imagery collection period the mean CE and OE of the MCD64A1_v6 product was
30.2+10.9% and 48.4 £23.7% respectively, with a mean bias of 0.77 £ 0.36 across the study site. Omission errors
over the feature layer imagery collection period reduced slightly (42.95 £23.6%) when only reference burn scars
with an area>0.5 km? (the native spatial resolution of MCD64A1_v6) were included. Over the 3 years of vegeta-
tion reference data collection prior to and including the feature layer imagery collection period (2017-2019) CE
and OE rose to 56.3 +26.6% and 70.6 +21.6% successively.

Over this same period (Jan 2017-Dec 2019), 25.9% of the study area burned at least once, and 4.1% burned
twice, as detected in the MCD64A1_v6 BA product (Fig. 2A). The majority of fires occurred in the late dry and
early wet season (Fig. 2B-D). Following vegetation reference zone burned area masking as part of the quality
control procedure, the number of available reference pixels reduced by 1.1%, 3.9% and 2.4% for herbaceous,
savanna and forest physiognomies and by 0.7% for non-native vegetated classes.

Classification accuracies. Overall accuracy. Classification overall accuracies at the formation level
(stage-1, forest, savanna and grassland, non-native vegetation, and non-vegetation classes) were high for all
feature spaces compared (Fig. 3A). At stage-1 median OAs ranged from 88.6% for F1 to 92.6% for F7. The clas-
sification maps resulting from all input imagery combinations had a similar OA accuracy. However, a marginal
but significant improvement in map OA was observed when a seasonal Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 feature space
(F6) was used, when compared to the seasonal Sentinel-1 and Landsat-8 equivalent (F1) (p<0.001). Adding
texture imagery (F7) and undertaking the classification reference zone burned area masking (F5) did not signifi-
cantly increase or reduce map OA when compared F6. In contrast, when compared to F6, removing Sentinel-1
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Figure 2. Total burned area and burn timing across the CVNP study area. Annual burn timing for 2017 (A),
2018 (B) and 2019 (C), daily fire hotspot count across the study area taken from the VIIRS 375-m active fires
product. (D) Burned area frequency form Jan 2017 to Dec 2019, taken from the MCD64A1_v6 BA product.
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Figure 3. Overall map accuracies at classification stages 1 and 2. (A) Stage-1 formation level map OA, including
native and non-native vegetated and non-vegetated classes, for the seven alternative feature spaces F1-F7. (B)
Stage-2 physiognomy level map OA for native vegetation classes only, across the seven alternative feature spaces
F1-F7. For each feature space, the classification process has been repeated 500 times with different training/
validation vegetation reference data splits. Aside from the paired groups indicated in black, all post-hoc pairwise
comparisons between feature spaces (Tukey Multiple Comparison tests) where significant p <0.05.

C-band SAR (F3), removing annual variance imagery (F4) and using a fully annual feature space (F2) resulted
in a significant reduction in OA (p<0.05).

At stage-2 OAs for the eight native physiognomy level classes were lower, ranging from 70.7% (F1) to 77.9%
(F7) (Fig. 3B). Here, a larger variation in OA between the feature spaces was observed, albeit still relatively small.
When compared, the map OA for F5 was not statistically different from F4 or F6 (p>0.05), however, map OAs for
all other feature spaces were statistically different from all other alternatives (p<0.01). At stage-2, incorporating
seasonal imagery (Wet, Dry) and indicators (Avar) for all input layers (F2, F6) had a greater effect on map OA
than the inclusion of seasonal SAR imagery (F3, F6). A small, non-significant increase in map OA was observed
between F5 and F6, when reference zone burned area masking was applied (Fig. 3B).

Users and producers accuracy. Users and producers accuracies were calculated for each formation and physiog-
nomy level class. For all stage-1 formation level classes produced using each alternative feature space, both UA
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Figure 4. Users and producers accuracies at classification stages 1 and 2. (A and D) Stage-1 formation level
map UA (A) and PA (D), for each native vegetation, non-native vegetation and non-vegetated class (grass
(GRA), savanna (SAV), forest (FOR), pasture (PAST), plantation forest (PF), agriculture (A), water (W) and
non-vegetated (NV)) for the seven alternative feature spaces F1-F7. Stage-2 physiognomy level map UA and

PA only (B and E) and combined stage-1 and 2 UA and PA (C and F) for, for each physiognomy ((campo limpo
dmido (CLU), campo seco (CS), campo rupestres (CAMR), cerrado sensu stricto (CSS), cerrado rupestre (CER),
vereda (V), cerraddo (C) and mata de galeria (MG)), across the seven alternative feature spaces F1-F7. For each
feature space, the classification process has been repeated 500 times with different training/validation vegetation
reference data splits.

and PA were above 80% (Fig. 4A, D, Table S3). Monoculture plantation forests had the highest UA and PA of all
stage-1 vegetated classes, and savannas (UA) and pastures (PA) the lowest. Across the native vegetation forma-
tions, differences in map UA or PA between the alternative feature spaces remained small (2.0 to 3.9%). However,
when considering both commission and omission errors, F6 performed significantly better than F1 (L8 derived
feature space) across all three native formations (p <0.001). UAs and PAs were significantly lower for non-SAR
(F3) feature spaces when compared to F6 for herbaceous and savanna formations, with no significant change for
forest formations (p <0.05). The seasonal feature space (F6) performed better than the annual feature space (F2)
for both savanna and grassland formations (UA, p<0.05). The inclusion of BA masking (F5, F6) significantly
improved UA and PA for savanna and grassland formations (p <0.05). Median UAs range from 85.6% to 93.6%,
and PAs from 90.2% to 94.7%, with the lowest UA and PA observed for savanna formations across all feature
spaces compared.

At the physiognomy level, UA and PAs at stage-2 only are presented in Fig. 4B and E, combined stage-1 and
stage-2 classification errors are also presented in Fig. 4C and E. All further physiognomy level results report the
combined stage-1 and stage-2 classification errors (Fig. 4C, F, Table S4). Compared to OAs, UA and PAs were
more variable when comparing different classes and input feature spaces, however per class inter-feature space
differences in map accuracy remained small. Considering only feature spaces which result in the highest OAs at
the second classification stage (F7 and F6, seasonal S1 and S2 with and without texture layers successively), both
UA and PA were well above 70% for the majority of physiognomies (Table S4). With the exception of cerraddo
(UA) and cerrado rupestre (PA), both commission and omission errors significantly increased (p <0.05) across
all classes when annual feature imagery (F2) was used in place of an equivalent seasonal feature space (F6). For
grassland physiognomies, optimised UAs (the highest per class accuracy across all feature spaces assessed) were
high for all physiognomies (81.8-83.4%), however the optimised PA was low for campo timido (64.6%) (Fig. 4C,
F, Table S3). Across the savanna physiognomies UA and PAs for cerrado sensu stricto, cerrado rupestre and
veredas ranged from 60.2 to 81.8 (Table S3). Forest physiognomies: cerraddo and mata de galeria were the most
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accurately mapped at stage-2. Including texture layers (F7) appeared to improve classification UA and PA for both
forested classes when compared to the equivalent non-texture feature space at the second stage (F6) (Fig. 4B, E).

CVNP landcover maps and probability. Although it resulted in the second highest map OA at stages
1 and 2 when comparing the seven alternative input feature spaces, the classification map presented here was
produced using feature space F6 (Fig. 5A). Incorporating texture imagery (F7) improved map OA at both clas-
sification stages, however, it also lead to misclassifications at land cover transitions and at the edges of some
physiognomies in areas where native vegetation is more highly fragmented (Fig. S9). As a result, the accuracies
reported for F7 are likely to be artificially high, due to the placement of ground reference data within areas of
homogenous vegetation, avoiding these transitional areas, and not reliably representing them in map accuracy
metrics®.

After classification stage-1, a majority formation level class, where a single class was output for >50% of
the 500 classification runs with unique ground reference training subsets, could be assigned for 99.5% of pixels
across the study site. At the second classification stage, 97.9% of pixels classified as grassland, 98.6% for savanna
and 97.7% for forest at stage-1 could be classified at the physiognomy level. Cerrado sensu stricto was the most
common native vegetation class across the study area, followed by cerrado rupestre, with veredas the rarest
class (Fig. 5B). Median per pixel classification probabilities for each native physiognomy ranged from 90.8%
(IQR=26.7%) to 100% (IQR=0.1%) (including only pixels where a majority has been reached, Fig. 5C).

Discussion

Capacity to map Cerrado vegetation at the formation and physiognomy levels. We demon-
strate that freely available remote sensing imagery, and a Random Forest classifier implemented in GEE, are suf-
ficient to separate all non-native and most native vegetative Cerrado land covers considered here. This is true at
both the formation and finer physiognomy levels using our approach. At the initial stage, native and non-native
vegetation covers were easily distinguishable, this is reassuring, particularly in the case of separating native
grassland vegetation and high biomass exotic pasture species. This separation is critical for reliably detecting the
majority of land cover conversions to pasture®, identifying potential restoration area*’ and assessing the risk of
invasion of exotic grassy species for early-stage restoration projects®. Within this study we used, high biomass,
highly managed pastures, dominated by planted exotic species®, as our ground reference dataset. However,
pastureland definitions, management strategies and levels of degradation can vary widely'®"!°!. These variations
are likely to impact our ability to reliably separate pastures from native grassland physiognomies at wider scales,
and perhaps within our study area, especially when pastures consist of a mixture of native and non-native grass
species. At the formation level, accuracies when differentiating grassland, savanna and forest formations were
higher than most biome scale map products across the Cerrado®*. This may be because these ecoregion scale
studies rely on a far lower density of ground reference data across a larger area than used here. At the physi-
ognomy level accuracies were comparable to, or an improvement over other case studies where freely available
satellite imagery has been used®”*. However, our method offers a key advantage in such that it can easily be
scaled-up to a much wider study area, without auxiliary empirical environmental data, and using imagery from
a single annual period.

Users and producers accuracies were high for most grassland physiognomies (Fig. 4C, E, Table S4). Two
grassland physiognomies; the campo limpo seco and campo sujo classes are mapped as a single class here (campo
seco). Both are well-drained, with a high species overlap in the herbaceous-shrub stratum®® and can be difficult
to identify in the field at fine spatial scales'®. Other grassland physiognomies; campo limpo timido and campo
rupestre were reliably detectable in this study. Campo limpo timido has near annually waterlogged soils and is
floristically distinct when compared to campo seco vegetation®>>*%. Campo limpo timido is likely to have a very
high soil organic matter content, relative to other grassland and woody physiognomies”?>1%. The ability to detect
remaining campo limpo timido and protect it is therefore valuable from a conservation and a climate change
mitigation perspective. Similarly, campo rupestre vegetation is highly biodiverse with extremely high numbers of
endemics and a high functional diversity in order to tolerate different environmental stressors, however, the area
of campo rupestre across Brazil is low!**1%, thus making accurate detection highly valuable to conservation efforts.

Within the savanna formation, veredas had the lowest UA within our study. Due to the low density of palms
and their distinct linear positioning or tight clustering, usually following drainage lines, the riparian zone of
streams or depressions in the landscape®!, reliably detecting veredas using 20 to 30 m spatial resolution imagery
remains challenging. Other savanna formations were however, easily distinguishable. Cerrado rupestre was sepa-
rable from cerrado sensu stricto, perhaps due to differences in relief, geology, density of woody species, extent
of exposed surface and soil characteristics, despite woody species composition showing some similarities'”1%,
These two physiognomies have also proven to be separable using multispectral optical satellite imagery in previ-
ous case studies, including those carried out in the CVNP region'®.

The two forest formations, mata de galeria and cerradio, had a consistently high UA and PA within our study.
Mata de galeria woody species are floristically distinct, often semi-deciduous or with a low Leaf Mass per Area
(LMA) starkly contrasting cerraddo®>''’ and most other common woody Cerrado species. Cerraddo was also
very distinct from cerrado sensu stricto, despite the high number of woody species these two physiognomies
share®®. Often the only differentiating factor between these two physiognomies is increased woody vegetation
cover and height, and lack of herbaceous cover in cerraddo, likely indicative of slight elevations in soil fertility and
lower frequency fires*>!!". Critically, both forest physiognomies have high standing biomass stocks''?''3, and are
important for landscape connectivity''%, contributing to their importance from a conservation and restoration
perspective. Overall, the majority of classes could be separated at the physiognomy level using this approach,
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IQR of the 95% CI considering all 500 unique classification outputs is indicated. (C) Per pixel classification
probabilities for each physiognomy (median and IQR, per class, across the study site, including only pixels
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Scientific Reports | (2022) 12:1588 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6 nature portfolio



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

highlighting the heterogeneity of Cerrado vegetation at the landscape scale, however our capacity to achieve this
separation varied according to the input imagery feature space used.

Impacts of varying classification input imagery.  Although altering the combination of imagery used
in the classification process did result in significant changes to map OA, UA and PA at the formation and physi-
ognomy level, the resulting differences in map accuracies observed here were surprisingly small. Optical vegeta-
tion indices (EVI2, NDVI) are important for identifying vegetation cover in landscapes that span grassland-
savanna-forest transitions'"! (Fig. S2B). There were some marginal benefits of using an equivalent Sentinel-2
over Landsat-8 derived feature space in terms of accuracy in addition to the benefits of a finer final map spa-
tial resolution when using Sentinel-2 (Table 4). These advantages were more evident at the physiognomy level
(Fig. 3B). This improvement in accuracy may be attributed to the addition of red-edge bands in the S2 product,
which provide further information on vegetation reflectance at wavelengths between the Red an NIR bands,
where spectral reflectance signatures for vegetation typically change rapidly (Table 3, Fig. S2A)!'>. The decrease
in accuracy observed when using L8 may also be due to differences in imagery spatial resolution. Additionally,
if this approach was expanded to other tropical areas, the high revisit frequency of S2 when compared to L8 may
increase the chance of obtaining cloud free imagery''S. However, it is encouraging that reasonable accuracies can
be produced using L8, given the much longer time series this potentially allows for this type of analysis (similar
imagery derived from predecessors to the L8 satellite are available from 1982 onwards, whereas Sentinel-2 data
is only available from 2015%%).

Including seasonal imagery and phenological response indicators (annual variance, Fig. S2C and $4B) for
certain imagery sets appeared to have the greatest impact on classification accuracy at stage-2 (Fig. 3B). Many
studies use simple vegetation phenological metrics, like seasonal imagery, within the classification feature space
to differentiate between vegetation types in semi-arid or seasonally dry environments**!"”. Cerrado physiogno-
mies generally have different phenological responses to drought. Consequently, the inter and intra-physiognomy
timing of dry-season die back and wet season-green up varies between physiognomies®®!'®!", making seasonal
imagery a key tool for separating physiognomies in this study. Several studies have used high frequency timeseries
imagery to monitor annual variation in vegetation productivity, this allows the quantification of the magnitude
and timing of phenological responses to water deficit to be incorporated directly into vegetation classification
attempts®®7>74120. However, the application of freely available high frequency timeseries imagery to identify
complex phenological metrics (rather than aggregating seasonal data) remains difficult in the Cerrado due to
cloud cover'! and frequent burn events (Fig. 2).

When compared to the inclusion of seasonal imagery, the benefits of incorporating C-band SAR into our
classification feature space were even more marginal. The advantages of using SAR products, both exclusively
and in combination with optical imagery for monitoring ecosystem functioning and vegetation mapping have
been demonstrated across several studies®*#*12212 Inter-season changes in small scale, top of canopy and leafy
vegetation structure, soil and biomass moisture are evident in the grassland physiognomies, particularly in the
VH polarisation (Fig. $4)%!12*12, However, incorporating C-band SAR only minimally improved the classification
above what was possible when using optical imagery alone (Fig. 3). Utilizing L-band SAR, where freely available
(for instance the PALSAR-2/PALSAR Mosaics'?) could potentially improve vegetation type separation capability
further, by providing information about woody vegetation structure and biomass gradients'*’~'?°. Furthermore,
the addition of texture imagery resulted in systematic misclassifications of some physiognomies which were not
captured in our error metrics, despite appearing to improve classification OA®. This is likely due to a lack of
reference data located at the edges of transitions between vegetation types.

Disregarding reference data that may have burned over the imagery period marginally improved classification
accuracies for the savanna and grassland formations. This quality control step may have prevented bare ground
pixels and recovering post-burn vegetation pixels from being included in the training dataset (Fig. 2)3*'*°. The
impact of vegetation burning on the collection of reliable ground reference data and the subsequent effect burn
events have on classification accuracies will likely vary across the Cerrado, as natural and anthropogenic fire
regimes differ'!. In addition, the accuracy of the global BA products used here, when assessed globally and
across the Cerrado was found to be low in multiple studies®®**!** as mirrored in the results of this study for the
CVNP region (Fig. S6). Several novel methodologies have recently been developed to improve Cerrado burned
area monitoring>*1%.

Despite some imagery and products appearing more important than others for the separation of different
vegetation types, it seems a seasonal, combined Sentinel-2 and Sentinel-1 feature space may have the greatest
potential for mapping vegetation across the Cerrado.

Limitations and further work. The capacity to undertake this methodology using freely accessible
imagery within the GEE platform, taking advantage of cloud computing capabilities, means that this method-
ology is comparatively easy to upscale to a biome wide study region®. Despite this, upscaling is still likely to
present additional challenges. Across the Cerrado, physiognomy species compositions'*, vegetation function-
ing, climate and phenology®**!'%, and the level of degradation and fragmentation® can be highly variable. This
is particularly pronounced at the transitional zones between the Cerrado and other biomes; Amazonia, Mata
Atlantica and the Caatinga®'**1¥’. Therefore, the signature of each physiognomy within each imagery set is likely
to change across the Cerrado. A large amount of recently collected ground reference data would likely be needed
to produce a map across such a large area, and this is likely to be logistically challenging and time consuming to
collect. In this study, although roughly consistent at each stage (Table S1), the number of reference pixels sam-
pled varied between vegetation types, which may adversely impact results'*®. Furthermore, the classification of
many of these physiognomies in the field is challenging, categorizing vegetation based on characteristics is often
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subjective and across the literature their definitions vary often with overlap between classes, a problem that will
become more pronounced when working across a wider area'®*. Consequently, upscaling will still require a
considerable amount of data, collected over different time points with a standardised methodology for classify-
ing the physiognomies. Further work should also aim to include important Cerrado physiognomies that weren’t
considered here, for example mata seca (Table 1)'*. Finally, this methodology identifies vegetation at a single
point in time and to further aid in understanding ecosystem functioning, and facilitating conservation and res-
toration efforts, timeseries maps with native vegetation identified at the physiognomy level will be essential**#**¢1,
This methodology may also be valuable for mapping vegetation in other heterogeneous seasonally dry regions
across the Tropics'.

Conclusion

In this study, we show that it is possible to detect and map a range of non-native and native Cerrado physiog-
nomies to within a reasonable level of accuracy using freely available imagery. When burned ground reference
data masking is undertaken, a combination of seasonal and annual variance imagery, incorporating both surface
reflectance and C-band SAR data produced the highest map accuracies across the CVNP region. As this study
utilises accessible cloud computing capabilities (GEE) alongside free satellite derived imagery, this methodol-
ogy may be more easily upscalable than other techniques, if sufficient ground reference data can be collected.
If trailed in different locations and extended across wider areas of the Cerrado, this approach may be valuable
for improving our understanding of the functioning of native vegetation at the landscape scale and how best to
implement conservation and restoration projects.

Received: 9 September 2021; Accepted: 5 January 2022
Published online: 28 January 2022

References
1. Pennington, R. T., Lehmann, C. E. R. & Rowland, L. M. Tropical savannas and dry forests. Curr. Biol. 28, R541-R545 (2018).
2. Piao, S. et al. Interannual variation of terrestrial carbon cycle: Issues and perspectives. Glob. Change Biol. 26, 300-318 (2019).
3. Fan, L. et al. Satellite-observed pantropical carbon dynamics. Nat. Plants. 5, 944-951 (2019).
4. Humphrey, V. et al. Sensitivity of atmospheric CO, growth rate to observed changes in terrestrial water storage. Nature 560,
628-631 (2018).
5. Moro, M. E, Nic Lughadha, E., de Aratjo, E. S. & Martins, F. R. A phytogeographical metaanalysis of the semiarid caatinga
domain in Brazil. Bot. Rev. 82, 91-148 (2016).
6. Terra, M., et al. Water availability drives gradients of tree diversity, structure and functional traits in the Atlantic—-Cerrado-Caat-
inga transition, Brazil. J. Plant Ecol. 11, 803-814 (2018).
7. Leite, M. B,, Xavier, R. O., Oliveira, P. T. S,, Silva, E K. G. & Silva Matos, D. M. Groundwater depth as a constraint on the woody
cover in a Neotropical Savanna. Plant Soil. 426, 1-15 (2018).
Silvertown, J., Araya, Y. & Gowing, D. Hydrological niches in terrestrial plant communities: a review. J. Ecol. 103, 93-108 (2014).
9. Poulter, B. et al. Plant functional type classification for earth system models: results from the European Space Agency’s Land
Cover Climate Change Initiative. Geosci. Model Dev. 8, 2315-2328 (2015).
10. Congalton, R. G., Gu, J., Yadav, K., Thenkabail, P. & Ozdogan, M. Global land cover mapping: A review and uncertainty analysis.
Remote Sens. 6(12), 12070-12093 (2014).
11. Phiri, D. & Morgenroth, J. Developments in Landsat land cover classification methods: A review. Remote Sens. 9(9), 967 (2017).
12. Joshi, N. et al. A review of the application of optical and radar remote sensing data fusion to land use mapping and monitoring.
Remote Sens. 8(1), 70 (2016).
13. Xiao, J. et al. Remote sensing of the terrestrial carbon cycle: A review of advances over 50 years. Remote Sens. Environ. 233,
111383 (2019).
14. Frangoso, R. D. et al. Delimiting floristic biogeographic districts in the Cerrado and assessing their conservation status. Biodivers.
Conserv. 29, 1477-1500 (2019).
15. Eiten, G. Delimitation of the cerrado concept. Plant Ecol. 36, 169-178 (1978).
16. Ribeiro, J.E & Walter, B.M.T. As principais fitofisionomias do bioma Cerrado in Cerrado: ecologia e flora (ed. Sano, S.M., Almeida,
S.P. & Ribeiro, J.E) 151-212 (EMBRAPA, 2008).
17. Oliveria, P.S. & Marquis, R.J. The Cerrados of Brazil: ecology and natural history of a neotropical savanna. (Columbia University
Press, 2002).
18. Buchhorn, M. et al. Copernicus Global Land Cover Layers—Collection 2. Remote Sens. 12, 1044 (2020).
19. European Space Agency. Data. https://climate.esa.int/en/projects/land-cover/data/ (2021).
20. Pellegrini, A. F. A. Nutrient limitation in tropical savannas across multiple scales and mechanisms. Ecology 97, 313-324 (2016).
21. Vourlitis, G. L. et al. Variations in stand structure and diversity along a soil fertility gradient in a Brazilian savanna (Cerrado)
in Southern Mato Grosso. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 77, 1370-1379 (2013).
22. Abrahio, A. et al. Soil types select for plants with matching nutrient-acquisition and use traits in hyperdiverse and severely
nutrient-impoverished campos rupestres and cerrado in Central Brazil. J. Ecol. 107, 1302-1316 (2018).
23. de Assis, A. C. C,, Coelho, R. M., da Silva Pinheiro, E. & Durigan, G. Water availability determines physiognomic gradient in
an area of low-fertility soils under Cerrado vegetation. Plant Ecol. 212, 1135-1147 (2011).
24. Oliveira, P. T. S. et al. Groundwater recharge decrease with increased vegetation density in the Brazilian cerrado. Ecohydrology.
10, e1759 (2016).
25. de Oliveira Xavier, R., Leite, M. B., Dexter, K. & da Silva Matos, D. M. Differential effects of soil waterlogging on herbaceous
and woody plant communities in a Neotropical savanna. Oecologia. 190, 471-483 (2019).
26. Zappi, D. C., Moro, M. E, Meagher, T. R. & Nic Lughadha, E. Plant biodiversity drivers in Brazilian campos rupestres: insights
from phylogenetic structure. Front. Plant Sci. 8, (2017).
27. Neri, A. V., Schaefer, C. E. G. R, Souza, A. L., Ferreira-Junior, W. G. & Meira-Neto, J. A. A. Pedology and plant physiognomies
in the cerrado, Brazil. An. Acad. Bras. Ciénc. 85, 87-102 (2013).
28. Simon, M. F. & Pennington, T. Evidence for Adaptation to Fire Regimes in the Tropical Savannas of the Brazilian Cerrado. Int.
J. Plant Sci. 173, 711-723 (2012).
29. de Castro, E. A. & Kauffman, J. B. Ecosystem structure in the Brazilian Cerrado: a vegetation gradient of aboveground biomass,
root mass and consumption by fire. J. Trop. Ecol. 14, 263-283 (1998).

o

Scientific Reports |

(2022) 12:1588 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6 nature portfolio


https://climate.esa.int/en/projects/land-cover/data/

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.
48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.
61.

62.
63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

da Silva, D. M. & Batalha, M. A. Soil-vegetation relationships in cerrados under different fire frequencies. Plant Soil 311, 87-96
(2008).

Durigan, G. Zero-fire: Not possible nor desirable in the Cerrado of Brazil. Flora. 268, 151612 (2020).

Lloyd, J. & Veenendaal, E. M. Are fire mediated feedbacks burning out of control? (2016)

Bueno, M. L. et al. The environmental triangle of the Cerrado Domain: Ecological factors driving shifts in tree species composi-
tion between forests and savannas. J. Ecol. 106, 2109-2120 (2018).

Alencar, A. et al. Mapping Three Decades of Changes in the Brazilian Savanna Native Vegetation Using Landsat Data Processed
in the Google Earth Engine Platform. Remote Sens. 12, 924 (2020).

INPE. Projeto TerraClass Cerrado Mapeamento do Uso e Cobertura Vegetal do Cerrado. http://www.inpe.br/cra/projetos_pesqu
isas/dados_terraclass.php (2019)

Sano, E. E., Rosa, R., Brito, J. L. S. & Ferreira, L. G. Land cover mapping of the tropical savanna region in Brazil. Environ. Monit.
Assess. 166, 113-124 (2009).

Sano, E. E. et al. Cerrado ecoregions: A spatial framework to assess and prioritize Brazilian savanna environmental diversity for
conservation. J. Environ. Manag. 232, 818-828 (2019).

Monteiro, L. M. et al. Evaluating the impact of future actions in minimizing vegetation loss from land conversion in the Brazilian
Cerrado under climate change. Biodivers. Conserv. 29, 1701-1722 (2018).

Silva, J. E, Farinas, M. R,, Felfili, J. M. & Klink, C. A. Spatial heterogeneity, land use and conservation in the cerrado region of
Brazil. J. Biogeogr. 33, 536-548 (2006).

Strassburg, B. B. N. et al. Moment of truth for the Cerrado hotspot. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 1, 0099 (2017).

Soares-Filho, B. et al. Cracking Brazil's Forest Code. Science 344, 363-364 (2014).

Gomes, L., Miranda, H. S. & Bustamante, M. M. C. How can we advance the knowledge on the behavior and effects of fire in
the Cerrado biome? For. Ecol. Manag. 417, 281-290 (2018).

Hartley, A. J., MacBean, N., Georgievski, G. & Bontemps, S. Uncertainty in plant functional type distributions and its impact
on land surface models. Remote Sens. Environ. 203, 71-89 (2017).

Cava, M. G. B,, Pilon, N. A. L., Ribeiro, M. C. & Durigan, G. Abandoned pastures cannot spontaneously recover the attributes
of old-growth savannas. J. Appl. Ecol. 55, 1164-1172 (2017).

Brancalion, P. H. S. et al. Governance innovations from a multi-stakeholder coalition to implement large-scale Forest Restoration
in Brazil. World Dev. Perspect. 3, 15-17 (2016).

Seddon, N. et al. Understanding the value and limits of nature-based solutions to climate change and other global challenges.
Phil. Trans. R. Soc. B. 375, 20190120 (2020).

MMA. Plano de Manejo Parque Nacional Chapada dos Veadeiros. Ministro de Estado do Meio Ambiente. Brasilia. (2009).
Hunke, P, Roller, R., Zeilhofer, P, Schréder, B. & Mueller, E. N. Soil changes under different land-uses in the Cerrado of Mato
Grosso, Brazil. Geoderma Reg. 4, 31-43 (2015).

Sampaio, A.B. et. al. Guia de restauragio do Cerrado: volume 1: semeadura direta. Embrapa Cerrados-Livro técnico INFOTECA-
E, 2015).

Schmidt, I. B. et al. Tailoring restoration interventions to the grassland-savanna-forest complex in central Brazil. Restor. Ecol.
27,942-948 (2019).

Schmidt, I. B. et al. Community-based native seed production for restoration in Brazil: the role of science and policy. Plant Biol.
J. 21, 389-397 (2018).

Strassburg, B. B. N. et al. Author Correction: Strategic approaches to restoring ecosystems can triple conservation gains and
halve costs. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 4, 765-765 (2020).

Assis, G. B., Pilon, N. A. L., Siqueira, M. F. & Durigan, G. Effectiveness and costs of invasive species control using different
techniques to restore cerrado grasslands. Restor. Ecol. 29, (2020).

Torello-Raventos, M. et al. On the delineation of tropical vegetation types with an emphasis on forest/savanna transitions. Plant
Ecol. Divers. 6,101-137 (2013).

da Silva, D. P, Amaral, A. G., Bijos, N. R. & Munhoz, C. B. R. Is the herb-shrub composition of veredas (Brazilian palm swamps)
distinguishable?. Acta Bot. Bras. 32, 47-54 (2017).

Munhoz, C. B. R. & Felfili, J. M. Floristica do estrato herbaceo-subarbustivo de um campo limpo imido em Brasilia, Brasil.
Biota. Neotrop. 7, 205-215 (2007).

Franco, A. C. et al. Leaf functional traits of Neotropical savanna trees in relation to seasonal water deficit. Trees 19, 326-335
(2004).

Oliveras, I. & Malhi, Y. Many shades of green: the dynamic tropical forest-savannah transition zones. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. B. 371,
20150308 (2016).

Cianciaruso, MV. & Batalha, MA. A year in a Cerrado wet grassland: a non-seasonal island in a seasonal savanna environment.
Braz. ]. Biol. 68, 495-501 (2008).

MapBiomas. MapBiomas v5.0. https://mapbiomas.org (2021).

Souza, C. M. Jr. et al. Reconstructing three decades of land use and land cover changes in Brazilian biomes with landsat archive
and earth engine. Remote Sens. 12, 2735 (2020).

Gorelick, N. et al. Google earth engine: planetary-scale geospatial analysis for everyone. Remote Sens. Environ. 202, 18-27 (2017).
Crouzeilles, R. et al. There is hope for achieving ambitious Atlantic Forest restoration commitments. Perspect. Ecol. Conserv. 17,
80-83 (2019).

Smith, C. C. et al. Secondary forests offset less than 10% of deforestation-mediated carbon emissions in the Brazilian Amazon.
Glob. Change Biol. 26, 7006-7020 (2020).

Rosan, T. M. et al. Extensive 21st-Century Woody Encroachment in South America’s Savanna. Geophys. Res. Lett. 46, 6594-6603
(2019).

Schwieder, M. et al. Mapping Brazilian savanna vegetation gradients with Landsat time series. Int. J. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf.
52, 361-370 (2016).

Ribeiro, E. F. et al. Geographic Object-Based Image Analysis Framework for Mapping Vegetation Physiognomic Types at Fine
Scales in Neotropical Savannas. Remote Sens. 12, 1721 (2020).

Jacon, A. D., Galvdo, L. S., dos Santos, J. R. & Sano, E. E. Seasonal characterization and discrimination of savannah physiognomies
in Brazil using hyperspectral metrics from Hyperion/EO-1. Int. ]. Remote Sens. 38, 4494-4516 (2017).

Neves, A. K. et al. Hierarchical mapping of Brazilian Savanna (Cerrado) physiognomies based on deep learning. J. App. Remote
Sens. 15, 044504-1-044504-23 (2021).

de Souza Mendes, F,, Baron, D., Gerold, G., Liesenberg, V. & Erasmi, S. Optical and SAR remote sensing synergism for mapping
vegetation types in the endangered cerrado/amazon ecotone of nova mutum—mato grosso. Remote Sens. 11, 1161 (2019).
Sano, E. E,, Ferreira, L. G., Asner, G. P. & Steinke, E. T. Spatial and temporal probabilities of obtaining cloud-free Landsat images
over the Brazilian tropical savanna. Int. J. Remote Sens. 28, 2739-2752 (2007).

Flores-Anderson, A.IL, Herndon, K.E., Thapa, R.B. & Cherrington, E. The SAR handbook: comprehensive methodologies for
forest monitoring and biomass estimation. (SERVIR, 2019).

Bendini, H. N. et al. Detailed agricultural land classification in the Brazilian cerrado based on phenological information from
dense satellite image time series. Int. J. Appl. Earth. Obs. Geoinf. 82, 101872 (2019).

Scientific Reports |

(2022) 12:1588 |

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6 nature portfolio


http://www.inpe.br/cra/projetos_pesquisas/dados_terraclass.php
http://www.inpe.br/cra/projetos_pesquisas/dados_terraclass.php
https://mapbiomas.org

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

74.

75.
76.

77.

78.
79.

80.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

97.

98.
99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.
116.

117.

118.

Bendini, H. N. et al. Combining environmental and Landsat analysis ready data for vegetation mapping: a case study in the
Brazilian savanna biome. Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spatial Inf. Sci. XLIII-B3-2020, 953-960 (2020).

ECMWE. Climate reanalysis. https://climate.copernicus.eu/climate-reanalysis (2021).

UNESCO. MINOR MODIFICATIONS PROPOSAL TO THE BOUNDARIES of Cerrado Protected Areas World Heritage: Chapada
dos Veadeiros and Emas National Parks. (UNESCO Brasilia, 2019)

ICUN. Advisory mission to Cerrado Protected Areas World Heritage Property (Chapada Dos Veadeiros component) (Brazil).
(International Union for Conservation of Nature, 2016)

EMBRAPA. Sistema brasileiro de classificagdo dos solos. (EMBRAPA, 2006)

IBGE. Mapa de Solos do Brasil do IBGE escala 1:250.000 https://www.ibge.gov.br/geociencias/downloads-geociencias.html (IBGE,
2020).

Rodrigues, J. A. et al. How well do global burned area products represent fire patterns in the Brazilian Savannas biome? An
accuracy assessment of the MCD64 collections. Int. J. Appl. Earth. Obs. Geoinf. 78, 318-331 (2019).

NASA, MCD64A1 v6. https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/products/mcd64alv006/ (2021)

GEE. Earth Engine Data Catalog. https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets (2021)

Vreugdenhil, M. et al. Sensitivity of sentinel-1 backscatter to vegetation dynamics: an Austrian case study. Remote Sens. 10, 1396
(2018).

Harfenmeister, K., Spengler, D. & Weltzien, C. Analyzing temporal and spatial characteristics of crop parameters using sentinel-1
backscatter data. Remote Sens. 11, 1569 (2019).

European Space Agency. Level-2A Algorithm Overview https://sentinel.esa.int/web/sentinel/technical-guides/sentinel-2-msi/
level-2a/algorithm (2021)

GEE. Sentinel-2 MSI: MultiSpectral Instrument, Level-2A. https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/ COPER
NICUS_S2_SR (2021).

GEE. USGS Landsat 8 Level 2, Collection 2, Tier 1. https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/ LANDSAT _
LC08_C02_T1_L2 (2021)

Xue, J. & Su, B. Significant remote sensing vegetation indices: a review of developments and applications. J. Sens. 2017, 1353691
(2017).

Parente, L. & Ferreira, L. Assessing the spatial and occupation dynamics of the Brazilian pasturelands based on the automated
classification of MODIS images from 2000 to 2016. Remote Sens. 10, 606 (2018).

Hill, M. J., Zhou, Q,, Sun, Q,, Schaaf, C. B. & Palace, M. Relationships between vegetation indices, fractional cover retrievals and
the structure and composition of Brazilian Cerrado natural vegetation. Int. ]. Remote Sens. 38, 874-905 (2017).

Nomura, K. & Mitchard, E. More than meets the eye: using sentinel-2 to map small plantations in complex forest landscapes.
Remote Sens. 10, 1693 (2018).

Hagen-Zanker, A. A computational framework for generalized moving windows and its application to landscape pattern analysis.
Int. J. Appl. Earth. Obs. Geoinf. 44, 205-216 (2016).

Wantzen, K. M. et al. Soil carbon stocks in stream-valley-ecosystems in the Brazilian Cerrado agroscape. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ.
151, 70-79 (2012).

ESA. Copernicus DEM: Global and European Digital Elevation Model (COP-DEM). https://spacedata.copernicus.eu/web/cscda/
dataset-details?articleld=394198 (2021)

Breiman, L. Mach. Learn. 45, 5-32 (2001).

Chen, D. & Wei, H. The effect of spatial autocorrelation and class proportion on the accuracy measures from different sampling
designs. ISPRS J. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 64, 140-150 (2009).

Olofsson, P, Foody, G. M., Stehman, S. V. & Woodcock, C. E. Making better use of accuracy data in land change studies: Esti-
mating accuracy and area and quantifying uncertainty using stratified estimation. Remote Sens. Environ. 129, 122-131 (2013).
Foody, G. M. Status of land cover classification accuracy assessment. Remote Sens. Environ. 80, 185-201 (2002).

Jank, L., Barrios, S. C., do Valle, C. B., Simeao, R. M. & Alves, G. E. The value of improved pastures to Brazilian beef production.
Crop Pasture Sci. 65,1132 (2014).

Oliveira, J. et al. Choosing pasture maps: An assessment of pasture land classification definitions and a case study of Brazil. Int.
J. Appl. Earth. Obs. Geoinf. 93, 102205 (2020).

Pereira, O., Ferreira, L., Pinto, F. & Baumgarten, L. Assessing pasture degradation in the Brazilian cerrado based on the analysis
of MODIS NDVI time-series. Remote Sens. 10, 1761 (2018).

Meirelles, M.L., Ferreira, E.A.B. and Franco, A.C. Dindmica sazonal do carbono em campo timido do cerrado. Embrapa Cerrados-
Documentos (INFOTECA-E, 2006).

Franga, A. M. S., Paiva, R. J. O, Sano, E. E. & Carvalho, A. M. Estimates for carbon stocks in soil under humid grassland areas
in the federal district of Brazil. OJE 04, 777-787 (2014).

Silveira, F. A. O. et al. Ecology and evolution of plant diversity in the endangered campo rupestre: a neglected conservation
priority. Plant Soil. 403, 129-152 (2015).

Pereira, E. G., Siqueira-Silva, A. I, de Souza, A. E., Melo, N. M. J. & Souza, J. P. Distinct ecophysiological strategies of widespread
and endemic species from the megadiverse campo rupestre. Flora 238, 79-86 (2018).

Moreira, S. N, Pott, V. ., Pott, A., da Silva, R. H. & Junior, G. A. D. Flora and vegetation structure of Vereda in southwestern
Cerrado. Oecol. Aust. 23,776-798 (2019).

Pinto, J. R. R,, Lenza, E. & Pinto, A. de S. Composigao floristica e estrutura da vegetagdo arbustivo-arbérea em um cerrado
rupestre, Cocalzinho de Goids, Goids. Rev. Bras. Bot. 32, (2009).

Gomes, L., Lenza, E., Maracahipes, L., Marimon, B. S. & Oliveira, E. A. de. Comparagdes floristicas e estruturais entre duas
comunidades lenhosas de cerrado tipico e cerrado rupestre, Mato Grosso, Brasil. Acta Bot. Bras. 25, 865-875 (2011).

Gomes, D.L. Classificagdo fitofisiondémica do cerrado no Parque Nacional da Chapada dos Veadeiros, GO, com a aplicagio de uma
andlise combinatéria com filtros adaptativos em imagens TM Landsat. (Dissertagao de Mestrado, Brasilia, 2008).

Neyret, M. et al. Examining variation in the leaf mass per area of dominant species across two contrasting tropical gradients in
light of community assembly. Ecol. Evol. 6, 5674-5689 (2016).

Abreu, R. C. R. et al. The biodiversity cost of carbon sequestration in tropical savanna. Sci. Adv. 3, 1701284 (2017).

Morais, V. A. et al. Carbon and biomass stocks in a fragment of cerraddo in Minas Gerais state, Brazil. Cerne 19, 237-245 (2013).
Bispo, P. da C. et al. Woody aboveground biomass mapping of the Brazilian savanna with a multi-sensor and machine learning
approach. Remote Sens. 12, 2685 (2020).

Taberelli, M. & Gascon, C. Lessons from fragmentation research: improving management and policy guidelines for biodiversity
conservation. Conserv. Biol. 19, 734-739 (2005).

Holder, D. N. H., Dockary, M. & Barber, J. The red edge of plant leaf reflectance. Int. J. Remote Sens. 4, 273-288 (1983).

Li, J. & Roy, D. A global analysis of sentinel-2A, sentinel-2B and landsat-8 data revisit intervals and implications for terrestrial
monitoring. Remote Sens. 9, 902 (2017).

Hunter, E D. L., Mitchard, E. T. A, Tyrrell, P. & Russell, S. Inter-seasonal time series imagery enhances classification accuracy
of grazing resource and land degradation maps in a savanna ecosystem. Rermote Sens. 12, 198 (2020).

Ramos, D. M., Diniz, P, Ooi, M. K. J., Borghetti, E. & Valls, J. E. M. Avoiding the dry season: dispersal time and syndrome mediate
seed dormancy in grasses in Neotropical savanna and wet grasslands. J. Veg. Sci. 28, 798-807 (2017).

Scientific Reports |

(2022) 12:1588 |

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6 nature portfolio


https://climate.copernicus.eu/climate-reanalysis
https://www.ibge.gov.br/geociencias/downloads-geociencias.html
https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/products/mcd64a1v006/
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets
https://sentinel.esa.int/web/sentinel/technical-guides/sentinel-2-msi/level-2a/algorithm
https://sentinel.esa.int/web/sentinel/technical-guides/sentinel-2-msi/level-2a/algorithm
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/COPERNICUS_S2_SR
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/COPERNICUS_S2_SR
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/LANDSAT_LC08_C02_T1_L2
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/LANDSAT_LC08_C02_T1_L2
https://spacedata.copernicus.eu/web/cscda/dataset-details?articleId=394198
https://spacedata.copernicus.eu/web/cscda/dataset-details?articleId=394198

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

119. de Camargo, M. G. G., de Carvalho, G. H., Alberton, B. de C., Reys, P. & Morellato, L. P. C. Leafing patterns and leaf exchange
strategies of a cerrado woody community. Biotropica. 50, 442-454 (2018).

120. Riietschi, M., Schaepman, M. & Small, D. Using multitemporal sentinel-1 C-band backscatter to monitor phenology and classify
deciduous and coniferous forests in Northern Switzerland. Remote Sens. 10, 55 (2017).

121. Sano, E. E,, Ferreira, L. G. & Huete, A. R. Synthetic aperture radar (L band) and optical vegetation indices for discriminating
the Brazilian savanna physiognomies: a comparative analysis. Earth Interact. 9, 1-15 (2005).

122. Joshi, N. et al. A review of the application of optical and radar remote sensing data fusion to land use mapping and monitoring.
Remote Sens. 8,70 (2016).

123. Nicolau, A. P, Flores-Anderson, A., Griffin, R., Herndon, K. & Meyer, E. ]. Assessing SAR C-band data to effectively distinguish
modified land uses in a heavily disturbed Amazon forest. Int. J. Appl. Earth. Obs. Geoinf. 94, 102214 (2021).

124. Notarnicola, C. & Posa, F. Inferring vegetation water content from C- and L-band SAR images. IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens.
45, 3165-3171 (2007).

125. El Hajj, M., Baghdadi, N., Bazzi, H. & Zribi, M. Penetration analysis of SAR signals in the C and L bands for wheat, maize, and
grasslands. Remote Sens. 11, 31 (2018).

126. JAXA. Global PALSAR-2/PALSAR/JERS-1 Mosaic and Forest/Non-Forest map. https://www.eorc.jaxa.jp/ ALOS/en/palsar_fnf/
fnf_index.htm (JAXA, 2021).

127. Zimbres, B. et al. Mapping the stock and spatial distribution of aboveground woody biomass in the native vegetation of the
Brazilian Cerrado biome. For. Ecol. Manag. 499, 119615 (2021).

128. Ryan, C. M. et al. Quantifying small-scale deforestation and forest degradation in African woodlands using radar imagery. Glob.
Change Biol. 18, 243-257 (2011).

129. Yu, Y. & Saatchi, S. Sensitivity of L-Band SAR backscatter to aboveground biomass of global forests. Remote Sens. 8, 522 (2016).

130. Pilon, N. A. L. et al. The diversity of post-fire regeneration strategies in the cerrado ground layer. J. Ecol. 109, 154-166 (2020).

131. Schmidt, I. B. & Eloy, L. Fire regime in the Brazilian Savanna: Recent changes, policy and management. Flora. 268, 151613
(2020).

132. Boschetti, L. et al. Global validation of the collection 6 MODIS burned area product. Remote Sens. Environ. 235, 111490 (2019).

133. Humber, M. L., Boschetti, L., Giglio, L. & Justice, C. O. Spatial and temporal intercomparison of four global burned area products.
Int. ]. Digit. Earth. 12, 460-484 (2018).

134. Arruda, V. L. S., Piontekowski, V.., Alencar, A., Pereira, R. S. & Matricardi, E. A. T. An alternative approach for mapping burn
scars using Landsat imagery, Google Earth Engine, and Deep Learning in the Brazilian Savanna. Remote Sens. Appl. Soc. Environ.
22, 100472 (2021).

135. Santos, F. L. M. et al. Assessing VIIRS capabilities to improve burned area mapping over the Brazilian Cerrado. Int. J. Remote
Sens. 41, 8300-8327 (2020).

136. Marques, E. Q. et al. Redefining the Cerrado- Amazonia transition: implications for conservation. Biodivers. Conserv. 29, 1501~
1517 (2019).

137. Marimon, B. S. et al. Disequilibrium and hyperdynamic tree turnover at the forest-cerrado transition zone in southern Amazonia.
Plant Ecol. Divers. 7,281-292 (2013).

138. Mellor, A., Boukir, S., Haywood, A. & Jones, S. Exploring issues of training data imbalance and mislabelling on random forest
performance for large area land cover classification using the ensemble margin. ISPRS J. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 105, 155-168

(2015).

139. DRYFLOR. Plant diversity patterns in neotropical dry forests and their conservation implications. Science. 353, 1383-1387
(2016).

Acknowledgements

K.L. would like to acknowledge a Shell funded PhD studentship. L.R., R.S.O. and T.C.H. acknowledge funding
from a joint UK NERC-FAPESP Grant No. NE/S000011/1 & FAPESP-19/07773-1. L.R. acknowledges a UK NERC
independent fellowship Grant No. NE/N014022/1.

Author contributions

EV.B., M.B.C, M.N.E, D.LM,, G.G.M,, CB.R.M,, R.S.0., A.B.S. and N.A.S. collected ground reference data
across study region. K.L. analysed ground reference data and satellite imagery and implemented the classification.
T.C.H., M.H., G.G.M,, E.T.A.M., and N.A.S. advised on imagery processing and algorithms. EV.B. C.B.R.M.,
R.S.0., A.B.S.,,LB.S. and L.R. advised on Cerrado vegetation function, characteristics, and restoration practice.
K.L.,, EB., C.A.D., T.C.H,, R.S.O. and L.R. conceptualised the study. K.L. wrote the manuscript with help from
all authors.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.org/
10.1038/541598-022-05332-6.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to K.L.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Scientific Reports |

(2022) 12:1588 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6 nature portfolio


https://www.eorc.jaxa.jp/ALOS/en/palsar_fnf/fnf_index.htm
https://www.eorc.jaxa.jp/ALOS/en/palsar_fnf/fnf_index.htm
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6
www.nature.com/reprints

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International

License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

Scientific Reports|  (2022) 12:1588 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05332-6 nature portfolio


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Mapping native and non-native vegetation in the Brazilian Cerrado using freely available satellite products
	Method
	Study site. 
	Vegetation ground reference data. 
	Burned reference data masking. 
	Input imagery and feature space. 
	Imagery selection and pre-processing. 
	Alternative feature spaces. 

	Classification routine. 
	Distance based reclassification of vereda pixels. 
	Error assessment and classification probability. 

	Results
	Burned area across the CVNP region. 
	Classification accuracies. 
	Overall accuracy. 
	Users and producers accuracy. 

	CVNP landcover maps and probability. 

	Discussion
	Capacity to map Cerrado vegetation at the formation and physiognomy levels. 
	Impacts of varying classification input imagery. 
	Limitations and further work. 

	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


