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Abstract: In this study, we investigated the effects of the Payment for Ecosystem Services 
(PES) in an agrisystem located in the Brazilian Midwest. This PES benefits the owners 
of rural properties that encompass springs that feed the Abóbora River microbasin 
which supplies water for consumption in the city of Rio Verde, Goiás. We evaluated the 
percentage of native vegetation cover around the springs of the watercourses and also 
estimated its change over time (2005, 2011 and 2017). The vegetation cover of the Areas 
of Permanent Preservation (APP) increased by 2.24% on average, seven years after the 
implantation of the PES. There was little difference in the change of vegetation cover 
maintained over the study years (2005, 2011, and 2017), however, the vegetation cover 
increased for 17 springs, decreased for 11 springs, and was completely degraded for 
other two. To improve the performance of this PES, we recommend (1) expanding the 
program to include the APPs surrounding the springs, together with the legal reserves of 
each property, (2) implementing measures to ensure that properties are environmentally 
adequate, (3) including the properties in the Brazilian Rural Environment Register (CAR), 
and (4) obtaining environmental licensing for the activities undertaken within the 
Abóbora River basin.    

Key words: Central Brazil, hotspot biome, native vegetation cover, springs, Water Produc-
tion Program.

INTRODUCTION
The increasing shortage of water is a global 
environmental problem with grave implications 
for both the natural environment and humanity 
(Loyola & Bini 2015). This is an important issue 
given that water is an essential resource for 
the maintenance of biodiversity, the survival of 
humanity, and the continuity of many economic 
activities. In general, the scarcity of water is the 
result of human-modified landscapes such as 
the inadequate management of hydrological 
resources, in addition to factors such as climate 
change, the pollution of watercourses by 
domestic, industrial and agricultural effluents, 

and logging (Latrubesse et al. 2019, Pelicice et 
al. 2021). These factors may all compromise 
both the availability and the quality of water 
in an ecosystem (Dobrovolski & Rattis 2015, 
Loyola & Bini 2015). Therefore, adequate water 
conservation and management actions must be 
urgently implemented to mitigate the negative 
effects of this crisis (Cosgrove & Loucks 2015, 
Latrubesse et al. 2019).

The conservation and preservation of 
springs and their associated riparian vegetation 
is one alternative solution for the water crisis, 
given that these concepts can contribute to 
an improvement in the quality and quantity of 
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the water available for a given region (Jardim 
& Bursztyn 2015). The adequate maintenance 
of springs and their riparian vegetation may 
reduce silting and the level of contamination 
by pollutants, in addition to increasing the 
infiltration of water into the ground and, in 
turn, the water table (Jardim & Bursztyn 2015). 
On the other hand, the suppression of the 
native riparian vegetation and the degradation 
of the stream environment typically lead to a 
reduction in discharge and loss of water quality, 
with knock-on effects for the productive sectors 
that depend on this resource (Ferraz et al. 2014). 

The implementat ion of  economic 
mechanisms for environmental management, 
such as the Payment for Ecosystem Services 
(PES) have enormous practical potential for the 
conservation of biodiversity and maintenance 
of environmental services (Wunder et al. 2008). 
These mechanisms are based in the “protector-
receiver” principle, because they include the 
payment of incentives to the individuals that 
protect specific areas, with the aim of providing 
or ensuring a specific environmental service 
(Vilar et al. 2010). Considering that PESs are 
categorized into distinct modalities (see Pagiola 
et al. 2013), they may potentially be an excellent 
mechanism to be adopted as a public policy 
instrument (at the municipal, state or federal 
level) for the mediation or resolution of water 
crises.

Water Production Programs (WPP) are good 
examples of PESs (Pagiola et al. 2013), since 
they pay farmers to preserve the springs of the 
watercourses located on their properties (Chaves 
et al. 2004) in order to guarantee the quality of 
the water and its available supply in a given 
region. In Brazil, approximately 70 WPPs have 
been identified by Coelho et al. (2021), which are 
certified and monitored by the National Waters 
Agency (ANA). These programs are based on the 
PES scheme, following the protector-receiver 

principle, which provides the farmers with 
incentives to invest in the protection of the 
water sources located on their land. This allows 
farmers to receive both technical and financial 
support for the implementation of good 
conservation practices on their lands (ANA 
2021). In addition to the economic contribution, 
they receive for productivity on their land, these 
farmers also contribute to the supply of good 
quality water in their region (ANA 2021). 

Despite the clear benefits offered by the 
WPPs, few studies have evaluated the impacts 
of this type of initiative in Brazil (e.g., Ruggiero 
et al. 2019). This means that there is no detailed 
environmental analysis of the impacts of WPP 
implementation certified by the ANA, which 
impedes any systematic evaluation of the target 
areas prior to and following the existence of this 
mechanism. In 2011, a WPP was implemented 
in the municipality of Rio Verde, Brazilian 
Midwest. This WPP is focused on the springs 
of watercourses located within the Abóbora 
River microbasin, which supplies water for both 
domestic and industrial use in this municipality. 
Recently, Morais et al. (2022) characterized the 
landscape composition in the total area of this 
WPP and also provided a species list of fauna 
(amphibians, birds, fish and medium and large 
terrestrial mammals) and woody flora that occur 
in this location.

However, no previous study has evaluated 
the impacts of this PES program on the native 
vegetation around the springs located in this 
microbasin. In our study. we fill this knowledge 
gap by calculating the percentage of native 
vegetation cover around the springs of the 
watercourses and also estimating the change 
over time (2005, 2011 and 2017). Specifically, we 
tested the hypothesis that the establishment of 
PES has had a positive effect on the conservation 
of the springs in the program, based on the 
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assumption that the springs should increase the 
percentage of native vegetation cover over time.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study area
The present study was conducted in the 
municipality of Rio Verde (17°47’7.81” S, 
50°54’29.28” W) which is located in the southwest 
of the state of Goiás in the Brazilian Midwest. Rio 
Verde has become one of the key grain-producing 
regions in Brazil in recent decades. It has an 
estimated population of 236,000 inhabitants 
(IBGE 2019) and covers an area of approximately 
8,000 km², of which, around 75% is farmland 
(e.g., plantations of maize and soybean) and 
cattle ranches (Siqueira & Faria 2019). The rest 

of this municipality, located entirely within the 
Cerrado hotspot, encompasses remnants of 
the original native vegetation, such as forest 
formations, which are often associated with 
the watercourses in the region needing to be 
conserved (Siqueira & Faria 2019).

The present study focused specifically on 55 
natural springs distributed in 26 rural properties 
located within the hydrographic microbasin of 
the Abóbora River (Figure 1). This microbasin is 
located entirely within the municipality of Rio 
Verde and covers an area of 4,992 hectares. This 
area is the target of an important PES program, 
known as the Water Production Program 
(WPP). In 2011, the WPP was implemented by 
the municipal law 6,033/2011 (Rio Verde 2011), 
which was consolidated in 2013 by municipal 

Figure 1. Location of the state of Goiás (a), municipality of Rio Verde (b), and Abóbora River microbasin (c), 
upstream from the municipal water supply acquisition point. 
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law 6,290/2013 (Rio Verde 2013). These legal 
instruments were used to identify and catalog 
the springs of the watercourses that feed the 
Abóbora River system, which is the principal 
water supply of Rio Verde.  

This program has been certified by ANA 
and aims to promote the recuperation and 
conservation of the springs that supply water to 
Rio Verde through the financial compensation of 
local farmers for the provision of environmental 
services. In addition to the financial benefits, 
the Rio Verde Municipal Secretary of the 
Environment provides these local farmers 
with technical support for the implementation 
of good conservation practices. This initiative 
aims to guarantee the medium to long-
term implementation of Areas of Permanent 
Preservation (APPs) that surround the springs, 
as well as the restoration of the streams that 
have undergone an extreme level of degradation 
(Benincá & Clemente 2021). These initiatives 
include (1) fencing-off the APPs of the springs, 
(2) constructing terraces to prevent erosion, 
(3) planting seedlings of native tree species to 
restore the APPs of the springs, and (4) promoting 
events that contribute to the environmental 
awareness of the local population. 

Recently, Morais et al. (2022) characterized 
the landscape in the WPP area and found that 
remaining native vegetation represented only 
21.32% (1,064.73 ha) of the total mapped area. 
These authors also found that the remaining 
native vegetation was distributed in 80 fragments, 
with sizes varying between 0.05 and 224.23 ha. 
In addition, this study identified that the WPP 
area had 300 registered species: 20 anurans, 100 
birds, 10 fish, 16 terrestrial mammals (medium 
and large-sized), and 154 woody plants. The 
species list provided by Morais et al. (2022) 
includes species considered endemic to the 
Cerrado (e.g., Anuran – Barycholos terntezi 
and Mammal – Callithrix penicillata) and also 

threatened species (e.g., Mammals – Herpailurus 
yagouaroundi, Myrmecophaga tridactyla and 
Tapirus terrestris). 

Analysis of land-use and cover
Information on vegetation cover and land-use 
within the Cerrado biome was obtained from 
the mapbiomas database (Projeto Mapbiomas 
2019), available at: http://mapbiomas.org/. The 
analyses presented here were based on the 
native vegetation cover and land-use data for 
2005, 2011, and 2017. The images of the target 
areas – 55 springs located within the Abóbora 
River microbasin (Figure 2) – were then cropped 
for analysis. A buffer with a radius of 50 meters 
was established around each of the 55 springs. 
The analyses were run in the R program (R 
Core Team 2020) using the raster (Raster 2019) 
and rgdal packages (Bivand et al. 2022). The 
data were assigned to one of two categories: 
(i) natural cover – areas covered with forest 
formations (e.g., gallery forest), natural grassland 
(e.g., humid scrub grassland) or vereda (buriti 
palm swamp); and (ii) anthropogenic habitats – 
areas covered by forestry plantations, farmland 
or cattle pasture. A detailed description of each 
category can be found at http://mapbiomas.
org/pages/database/mapbiomas_collection. 
Following this classification, the percentage of 
native vegetation present at each spring was 
calculated for 2005, 2011 and 2017.

Data analysis
To evaluate the impacts of the WPP on the target 
springs, the following dependent variables 
were considered: (1) percentage of native 
vegetation for each year (2005, 2011, 2017) and 
(2) change in native vegetation cover between 
years (2011-2005 and 2017– 2011). So, prior to the 
statistical analyses, the data were tested for the 
assumptions of normality and the homogeneity 
of variances using Levene’s test. As the data 
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satisfied these assumptions, it was possible to 
use a repeated-measures Analysis of Variance 
(ANOVA) to test the hypothesis that the WPP 
had a positive effect on the percentage of native 
vegetation associated with the springs of the 
watercourses located in the Abóbora River 
microbasin. We considered 2011 as the reference 
point for this analysis, given that this was when 
the WPP was implemented in the Abóbora 
basin. For each spring, the percentage of native 
vegetation cover (%VC) was calculated for 2005 
(%VC2005), 2011 (%VC2011), and 2017 (%VC2017). The 
change in native vegetation cover was also 
calculated for two periods: (i) 2011–2005 (= 
%VC2011 - %VC2005) and (ii) 2017–2011 (= %VC2017 - 
%VC2011). A paired t test was used to evaluate the 
hypothesis that the WPP had a positive effect 
on the native vegetation cover surrounding 
the springs of the study streams. The principal 
prediction was that the implementation of the 
WPP in the Abóbora basin in 2011 resulted in 
a significant increase in the native vegetation 
cover associated with the springs in comparison 
with the previous years.  The analyses were run 
in the R program (R Core Team 2020).

RESULTS
The number of springs with 75% or more native 
vegetation within the buffer   ​increased between 

2005 and 2017 (Figure 3). In this period, the 
native vegetation cover surrounding 27 of the 
study’s springs (49.1% of the total) remained 
unchanged, of which 20 had 100% of the area 
of the respective buffers covered by native 
vegetation. By contrast, in two cases, the native 
vegetation cover was practically 0% in both 
years. In 17 springs (30.91% of the total), the 
native vegetation cover expanded by 24.22% 
on average (SD = 22.89%, range = 1.79–71.9%; n 
= 17 springs), whereas 11 (16.36%) springs lost 
an average of 10.51% of their native vegetation 
(SD = 9.41%, range = 0.9–33.03%; n = 11 springs) 
between 2005 and 2017.

In 2005, the mean native vegetation cover 
represented 76.13% of the area within the buffer 
established around each of the study’s springs 
(Figure 4; Table SI – Supplementary Material). 
This cover increased to 79.3% in 2011 and then 
to 81.53% in 2017 (Figure 4; Table SI). Despite 
this progressive increase in the percentage 
of native vegetation cover around the study’s 
springs, the variation was not significant (F(2,162) = 
0.41; p = 0.665). Similarly, native vegetation cover 
increased 3.15% on average between 2005 and 
2011, and 2.24% between 2011 and 2017, but there 
were no significant differences in the change 
of the native vegetation cover between the two 
periods (t = 0.36; df = 54; p = 0.719).

Figure 2. Spatial distribution of the native vegetation cover (in green) within the hydrographic microbasin of the 
Abóbora River among the study years (2005, 2011, and 2017).
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DISCUSSION
Our present study describes the dynamics of the 
native vegetation cover over a 12-year period 
in the Areas of Permanent Preservation (APPs) 
surrounding 55 target springs of a Payment 
for Ecosystem Services (PES) program in the 
Cerrado Biome. The initial prediction of this 
study was that the implementation of the Water 
Production Program (WPP) in the microbasin 

would have had a positive impact on the native 
vegetation cover surrounding of these springs 
and as a consequence, on the provision of these 
environmental services (i.e., the supply of water). 
We observed that 76% of the studied springs 
maintained or increased their native vegetation 
cover within their APPs over time. Despite this 
result, we did not find any significant differences 
in the native vegetation cover between 2005, 

Figure 3. Number of 
springs in each class of 
native vegetation cover 
between 2005, 2011 and 
2017.

Figure 4. Violin plots 
demonstrating the mean, 
median and variation of 
native vegetation cover 
around the springs over the 
years (200, 2011 and 2017). 
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2011 and 2017. Therefore, we did not corroborate 
our initial hypothesis. 

Despite the lack of significant findings, we 
can highlight that this WPP has contributed to 
the maintenance of native vegetation around 
springs that are located in an area of intense 
agricultural activity. This is important, because 
despite Brazilian environmental legislation 
which specifically protects the native vegetation 
associated to areas of permanent preservation 
(Brancalion et al. 2016), the provision of critical 
environmental services may be compromised by 
the lack of incentives or inadequate management 
of natural resources (Pagiola & Platais 2002). In 
addition, the lack of environmental awareness 
on the part of rural landowners is also 
preoccupying, given that the existing legislation 
(federal law 12,651/2012 - the Native Vegetation 
Protection Law) does not obligate landowners 
to recuperate native vegetation in plots within 
the APPs that are considered to have been 
consolidated as part of their rural property 
(Brasil 2012). In this context, empirical field data 
have shown that the plant species composition 
and richness of these consolidated areas may be 
significantly different from those of undisturbed 
APPs (Siqueira et al. 2016). 

This scenario may be further aggravated by 
the fact that the owners of these areas may often 
not recognize the importance of maintaining 
or restoring the native vegetation on their 
properties, given that they are not compensated 
financially for the ecosystem services generated 
by any such measures (Pagiola & Platais 2002). 
On the other hand, the rural landowners that 
recognize the importance of ecosystem services 
are more likely to implement management 
measures that have positive impacts on the 
environment (Lima & Bastos 2020). This is likely 
to be the case in the present study area of the 
Abóbora River microbasin, given that while 
it is part of a major farming region, the local 

landowners’ opinions appear to be favorable to 
the measures covered by the WPP. 

In addition, we observed that the percentage 
of vegetation cover associated with the study’s 
springs did tend to maintain over time (2005 – 
2017). This result is important, considering the 
contribution of the Rio Verde municipality to 
the Brazilian production of grain (soybean and 
maize), which has transformed much of the 
region’s natural habitats into anthropogenic 
landscapes over the past few decades (Siqueira 
& Faria 2019). In particular, the latter authors 
found that by 2016, only 23% of the municipality 
was covered with native vegetation (e.g., 
grassland, forest, and savanna formations). This 
pattern has been repeated within the Abóbora 
basin on a smaller scale, where Morais et al. 
(2022) found in 2018 that approximately 21% of 
the total area of this basin was covered with 
native vegetation. 

In contrast with previous studies (Siqueira 
& Faria 2019, Morais et al. 2022), the present 
analysis focused on an even more restricted 
scale, that is the 50 m buffer around the springs 
of the study’s streams. In 2017, the springs 
that feed into the Abóbora River had a mean 
native vegetation cover of approximately 80%. 
The springs of watercourses are considered to 
be environmentally, economically, and socially 
important, given that they provide conditions 
for the survival of a region’s native fauna and 
flora, as well as protecting the most valuable 
resource – water – needed for many economic 
activities (Falkenmark & Molden 2008). 
Therefore, the approach adopted in the present 
study permitted the description of processes 
on a fine spatial scale, along with the variation 
over time, providing an accurate depiction of 
the study landscape. It is important to provide 
fine-scale spatial data to better characterize the 
environments within agroecosystems (Santos et 
al. 2021), thus making the information presented 
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in this study essential in the planning of future 
conservation actions for biodiversity and 
ecosystem services. 

As the WPP is a long-term initiative, 
future management actions may guarantee 
more positive results, in terms of the both the 
conservation of biodiversity and the long-term 
guarantee of water supplies. Such actions can 
consider (i) expanding the program to formally 
include the APPs surrounding the springs 
together with the legal reserves of each property 
(e.g., Metzger et al. 2019), (ii) the implementation 
of measures to ensure that the properties 
become environmentally adequate (e.g., to 
implement the agroforest system and/or reduce 
the use of pesticides), (iii) the inclusion of the 
properties in the Brazilian Rural Environment 
Register (CAR), and (iv) obtaining environmental 
licensing for the activities undertaken within the 
Abóbora River basin.

Ultimately, the PESs (e.g. WWP) may 
represent a complementary mechanism 
of environmental management, which can 
contribute to the effective protection of natural 
resources, such as the native vegetation, and 
the provision of important ecological services 
(Pagiola et al. 2013). In this sense, the Water 
Production Program (WPP) of Rio Verde has 
contributed to the maintenance of native 
vegetation around the springs located in an 
area that has historically suffered intense 
anthropic impacts (e.g., Siqueira & Faria 2019). 
Therefore, we recommend that municipalities 
that also suffer from anthropogenic changes 
similar to observed in Rio Verde should adopt 
WWPs as an environmental management 
mechanism for a more effective preservation 
of Cerrado water resources. This is particularly 
important, because this tool may represent a 
viable alternative for the balancing of economic 
growth and environmental preservation in a 
given region. 

Acknowledgments
The authors are grateful to the Rio Verde Municipal 
Secretary of Environment for assistance in the field 
activity. ARM acknowledges Conselho Nacional de 
Desenvolvimento Cientifíco e Tecnológico (CNPq) for the 
research productivity fellow (process n. 310658/2020-9). 
This study was financed in part by the Coordenação de 
Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior— Brazil 
(CAPES)—Finance Code 001. We thank John C. Karpinski 
for the English revision.

REFERENCES
ANA - AGÊNCIA NACIONAL DE ÁGUAS. Available at: <https://
www.ana.gov.br/programas-e-projetos/programa-
produtor-de-agua>. Accessed on August 28th, 2021.

BENINCÁ MC & CLEMENTE EC. 2021. O programa “produtor de 
água” como proposta de fortalecimento socioeconômico 
e de recuperação dos recursos naturais. Geosul 36: 
356-380. 

BIVAND R, KEITT T & ROWLINGSON B. 2022. _rgdal: Bindings 
for the ‘Geospatial’ Data Abstraction Library. R package 
version 1.6-2. https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=rgdal.

BRANCALION P, GARCIA LC, LOYOLA R, RODRIGUES RR, PILLAR VD & 
LEWINSOHN TM. 2016. Análise crítica da Lei de Proteção da 
Vegetação Nativa (2012), que substituiu o antigo Código 
Florestal: atualizações e ações em curso. Nat Conserv 14: 
e1-e16. 

BRASIL. 2012. Lei Federal 12.651 de 25 de maio de 2012.  
Available at: <http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_
ato2011-2014/2012/lei/l12651.htm>. Accessed on August 
26th, 2021.

CHAVES HML, BRAGA B, DOMINGUES AF & SANTOS DG. 2004. 
Quantificação dos Benefícios Ambientais e Compensações 
Financeiras do “Programa do Produtor de Água” (ANA): II. 
Aplicação. Rev Bras de Recur Hídr 9: 15-21.

COELHO NR, GOMES AS, CASSANO CR & PRADO RB. 2021. 
Panorama das iniciativas de pagamento por serviços 
ambientais hídricos no Brasil. Eng Sanit Ambient 26: 
409-415.

COSGROVE WL & LOUCKS DP. 2015. Water management: 
current and future challenges and research directions. 
Water Resour Res 51: 4823-4839. 

DOBROVOLSKI R & RATTIS L. 2015. Water collapse in Brazil: the 
danger of relying on what you neglect. Nat Conserv 13: 1-4.

FALKENMARK M & MOLDEN D. 2008. Wake up to realities of 
river basin closure. Int J Water Resour Dev 24: 201-215.



FRANCIELE DE KÁSSIA DE OLIVEIRA et al.	 IMPACTS OF PAYMENT FOR ECOSYSTEM SERVICES

An Acad Bras Cienc (2023) 95(2)  e20220054  9 | 10 

FERRAZ F, LAGO GMT & BARGOS DC. 2014. Mapeamento e 
Classificação do Nível de Degradação das Nascentes da 
Microbacia do Ribeirão dos Passos (MBRP) como subsídio 
ao Planejamento Ambiental. Caminhos de Geografia 18: 
78-90.

IBGE - INSTITUTO BRASILEIRO DE GEOGRAFIA E ESTATÍSTICA. 2019.  
Portal Cidades. Available at: <https://cidades.ibge.gov.
br/brasil/go/rio-verde/panorama>.  Accessed on August 
28th, 2021.

JARDIM MH & BURSZTYN MA. 2015. Pagamento por serviços 
ambientais na gestão de recursos hídricos: o caso de 
Extrema (MG). Eng Sanit Ambient 20: 353-360.

LATRUBESSE EM, ARIMA E, FERREIRA ME, NOGUEIRA SH, WITTMANN 
F, DIAS MS, DAGOSTA FCP & BAYER M. 2019. Fostering water 
resource governance and conservation in the Brazilian 
Cerrado biome. Conserv Sci Pract 1: e77.

LIMA FP & BASTOS RP. 2020.  Understanding landowners? 
intention to restore native areas: The role of ecosystem 
services. Ecosyst Serv 44: 101121.

LOYOLA RD & BINI LM. 2015. Water shortage: a glimpse into 
the future. Nat Conserv 13: 1-2.

METZGER JP, BUSTAMANTE MMC, FERREIRA J, FERNANDES GW, 
LIBRÁN-EMBID F, PILLAR VD, PRIST PR, RODRIGUES RR, VIEIRA ICG 
& OVERBERCK GE. 2019. Why Brazil needs its Legal Reserves. 
Perspect Ecol Conserv 17: 91-103.

MORAIS AR ET AL. 2022. Multi-taxon inventory and landscape 
characterization in an agrosystem of the Brazilian Midwest 
targeted for payment for environmental services. Biota 
Neotrop 22: 1-10.

PAGIOLA S, GLEHN HV & TAFFARELLO D. 2013. Experiências do 
Brasil em pagamentos por serviços ambientais, 1st ed., São 
Paulo: Secretaria do Meio Ambiente, 336 p. 

PAGIOLA S & PLATAIS G. 2002. Payments for environmental 
services: from theory to practice. Washington: World Bank, 
4 p. 

PELICICE FM ET AL. 2021. Large-scale Degradation of the 
Tocantins-Araguaia River Basin. Environ Manage 68: 
445-452.

PROJETO MAPBIOMAS. 2019. Série Anual de Mapas de 
Cobertura e Uso de Solo do Brasil. Available in <http://
mapbiomas.org/>. Accessed on June 02, 2019.

R  CORE  TEAM .  2020 .  R :  A  l anguage  and 
e n v i ro n m e n t  f o r  s t a t i s t i c a l  c o m p u t i n g 
(version 3.4.3). R Foundation for Statistical Computing, 
Vienna, Austria. https ://www.R-proje ct.org/. Acessed 
May 10, 2020.

RASTER R. 2019. raster: Geographic Data Analysis and 
Modeling. R package version 3.0-7. https://CRAN.R-project.
org/package=raster.

RIO VERDE. 2011. Lei Municipal nº 6.033, de 28 de outubro 
de 2011.Available at: <rioverde.go.gov.br>. Accessed on 
June 26, 2019. 

RIO VERDE. 2013. Lei Municipal nº 6.290, de 23 de agosto de 
2013. Available at: <rioverde.go.gov.br>. Accessed on June 
26, 2019.

RUGGIERO PGC, METZGER JP, TAMBOSI LR & NICHOLS E. 2019. 
Payment for ecosystem services programs in the Brazilian 
Atlantic Forest: Effective but not enough. Land Use Policy 
82: 283-291.

SANTOS JS, DODONOV P, OSHIMA JE, MARTELLO F, DE JESUS AS, 
FERREIRA ME, SILVA-NETO CM, RIBEIRO MC & COLEVATTI RG. 2021. 
Landscape ecology in the Anthropocene: an overview for 
integrating agroecosystems and biodiversity conservation. 
Perspect Ecol Conserv 19: 21-32. 

SIQUEIRA MN & FARIA KMS. 2019. Analysis of the landscape 
dynamics in the municipality of Rio Verde, Goiás, Brazil: 
a tool to choose priority areas for conservation. Soc Nat 
31: 1-20.

SIQUEIRA MN, MORAIS AR, FARIA KMS & CASTRO SS. 2016. 
Ecological aspects related to ligneous vegetation in the 
Permanent Preservation Areas of Mineiros, Goiás, in 
light of the new native vegetation protection policy - law 
12.651/2012. Rev Árvore 40: 575-584.

VILAR MB, OLIVEIRA ACC, JACOVINE LAG, FERREIRA MG & SOUZA 
AL. 2010. Valoração ambiental de propriedades rurais 
de municípios da Bacia Hidrográfica do Rio Xopotó, 
MG. Cerne 16: 539-545.

WUNDER S, BÖRNER J & PEREIRA L. 2008. Pagamentos por 
serviços ambientais: perspectivas para a Amazônia Legal, 
1st ed., Brasília: Ministério do Meio Ambiente, 136 p.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL 
Table SI.

How to cite
OLIVEIRA FK, DOS SANTOS CE, SIQUEIRA MN,  PASSOS HS & MORAIS AR. 
2023. Evaluating the impacts of Payment for Ecosystem Services (water 
supplies) in an agricultural system of the Brazilian Cerrado. An Acad 
Bras Cienc 95: e20220054. DOI 10.1590/0001-3765202320220054.

Manuscript received on January 25, 2022;
accepted for publication on June 9, 2022



FRANCIELE DE KÁSSIA DE OLIVEIRA et al.	 IMPACTS OF PAYMENT FOR ECOSYSTEM SERVICES

An Acad Bras Cienc (2023) 95(2)  e20220054  10 | 10 

FRANCIELE DE KÁSSIA DE OLIVEIRA1

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3336-3532

CAROLINA EMÍLIA DOS SANTOS2

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1047-4819

MARIANA N. SIQUEIRA3 
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1047-4819

HAIHANI S. PASSOS4 
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3105-1735

ALESSANDRO R. MORAIS5

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0511-5790

1Programa de Pós-Graduação em Biodiversidade 
e Conservação, Institutito Federal Goiano, 
Campus Rio Verde, Rodovia Sul Goiana, Km 01, 
Zona Rural, 75901-970 Rio Verde, GO, Brazil
2Programa de Pós-Graduação em Ecologia e Evolução, Instituto 
de Ciências Biológicas, Universidade Federal de Goiás, Campus 
Samambaia, Avenida Esperança, 74690-900 Goiânia, GO, Brazil
3Universidade de Rio Verde, Faculdade de 
Engenharia Ambiental,  Fazenda Fontes do 
Saber, s/n, 75901-970 Rio Verde, GO, Brazil
4Diretoria de Extensão, Instituto Federal Goiano, 
Campus Rio Verde, Rodovia Sul Goiana, Km 01, 
Zona Rural, 75901-970 Rio Verde, GO, Brazil
5Instituto Federal Goiano, Laboratório de Ecologia, Evolução e 
Sistemática de Vertebrados, Campus Rio Verde, Rodovia Sul 
Goiana, Km 01, Zona Rural, 75901-970 Rio Verde, GO, Brazil

Correspondence to: Alessandro Ribeiro de Morais
E-mail: alessandro.morais@ifgoiano.edu.br

Author contributions
FKO, CES and HSP: Contribution to data collection, data analysis 
and interpretation, manuscript preparation and critical 
revision. MNS: Contribution to data collection, data analysis 
and interpretation, manuscript preparation, critical revision, 
and adding intellectual content. ARM: Substantial contribution 
in the concept and design of the study, contribution to data 
collection, data analysis and interpretation, manuscript 
preparation, critical revision, and adding intellectual content.


