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INTRODUCTION

Tropical forests are responsible for providing essential eco-
system services at both local and global scales (Hawes 
et al., 2020). These services include carbon sequestration and 
storage, climate regulation, maintenance of soil fertility, biodiver-
sity conservation and support for the livelihoods of thousands 
of traditional forest-dependent populations across the tropics 
(Fearnside, 2015; Hawes et al.,  2020). However, the provision 
of these ecosystem services is threatened by the replacement 
of forests by other forms of land use (e.g., agriculture and live-
stock) or forest degradation in response to other disturbances 
such as selective logging and exploitation of non-timber forest 
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Abstract
The exploitation of non-timber forest products has been proposed as a sustaina-
ble way to exploit tropical forests, but such an opportunity remains to be proved. 
Here, we examine the impact of intensive açaí palm (Euterpe oleracea) manage-
ment on the seed rain and soil seed bank in an estuarine forest landscape with 
a long history of forest management by locals in the Amazon region. Seed rain 
(100 80 cm2 collectors) and soil seed bank (100 30 cm2 samples) were moni-
tored through a year across 20 forest stands, covering a gradient of açaí stem 
density (50–3575 açaí stems per ha). Seed rain and bank were dominated by 
açaí seeds (85.5%–85.8%) and by excluding them, seed rain and bank were low 
density and species poor, capturing a tiny subset from the local (17.91%–19.40%) 
and landscape woody flora (11.82%–14.55%). Moreover, autochthonous and 
vertebrated-dispersed predominated as well as those from tree species consid-
ered useful by locals. Overall, açaí stem density positively affected açaí seed 
abundance in the seed rain and negatively affected seed pools in the bank in 
relation to abundance of seeds and vertebrated dispersed, while adult tree spe-
cies richness and density and accessibility to forest stands were associated 
with more diversified seed pools. Thereby, forest stands are exposed to different 
levels of açaí management (high vs. low intensity) supported taxonomically dis-
tinct seed pools. Our results suggest that açaí intensification disturbs seed rain 
and soil seed bank with potential impacts on forest regeneration and the forest 
integrity standards required to consider açaí fruit production as sustainable ac-
cording to current legislation.
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products (NTFPs) (Brockerhoff et al.,  2017; Chazdon,  2003); as well as 
climate change (Senior et al., 2017). Accordingly, the loss and degradation 
of tropical forests, including the elimination of traditional human cultures, 
have attracted the attention of scientists and decision-makers across the 
globe (Pandit et al., 2020). Indeed, the exploitation or sustainable use of 
tropical forests is one of the great scientific, technological, political and 
economic challenges of this century.

In this context, the exploitation of NTFPs has been put forward as a 
way to reconcile employment and income, conservation of biological diver-
sity and the provision of essential ecosystem services as forest integrity 
is maintained (Ticktin,  2004). However, this new conservation paradigm 
becoming increasingly controversial in the context of tropical forests, not 
only from the point of view of the economic viability and its potential for pov-
erty reduction among traditional populations that are reliant on extractivism 
(e.g., fruits, fibres, resins) but also due to the impacts on biological diversity 
at different levels of ecological organization; i.e., ecological sustainability 
(Arnold & Pérez, 1996; Gaoue et al., 2016; Illukpitiya & Yanagida, 2010). 
There is evidence that exploitation of NTFPs can lead to the collapse of 
exploited plant populations from direct exploitation of resins, fruits, leaves, 
seeds, among other products (Ticktin, 2004). Changes in the structure of 
plant communities (i.e., reduction in the abundance of individuals and rich-
ness of tree species) and in the physical structure of the forest have also 
been reported as direct and indirect results of management practices asso-
ciated with the exploitation of NTFPs (Freitas et al., 2021, 2015; Trauernicht 
& Ticktin, 2005).

The exploitation of NTFPs may be associated with hunting, elimination of 
plants without economic value, increases in the density of exploited plants, 
among other practices (Trauernicht & Ticktin, 2005). These practices, ei-
ther directly (e.g., elimination of large trees) or indirectly (e.g., changes 
in light regime and microclimate) can alter the regeneration process and 
the successional pathway of the forest and, consequently, the provision 
of key ecosystem services. Namely, we refer to changes in the seed rain 
and soil seed bank, two fundamental mechanisms of tropical forest re-
generation, with direct impacts on the tree assemblage structure (Baider 
et al., 2001; Chalermsri et al., 2020; Menezes et al., 2019; Shahabuddin & 
Prasad, 2004). Potential impacts the exploitation of NTFPs on forest re-
generation and dynamics remains poorly explored as most studies has 
focused on the target plant populations and the viability of such exploitation 
(Hernández-Barrios et al., 2015).

The exploitation of the fruits of the açaí palm (Euterpe oleracea Mart.) 
in the Amazon estuarine forests (i.e., the Amazonian “black gold”) offers 
an interesting opportunity to investigate the impact of this practice on for-
est regeneration and the taxonomic and functional composition of the re-
maining forests, with plausible impacts in the maintenance of ecosystem 
services and sustainability (both economic and ecological). Fruits from this 
native palm are the most important cash crop in the Amazon estuary and 
a staple food for local riverine populations (Brondízio et al., 2002), but also 
a commodity in the global market devoted to energetic and health drinks 
(Freitas et al., 2021). Traditionally, the açaí palm density is increased (i.e., 
stem and clump density) by eliminating competing vegetation, including 
much of the trees (i.e., understory, canopy, emergent trees) to increase 
the amount of light and decrease competition with other species, while 
açaí naturally emerged seedling/saplings are spared/favoured (Anderson 
et al.,  1995; Freitas et al.,  2015). Açaí traditional management also in-
cludes the retention or even the cultivation of other economically valuable 
species such as cocoa (Theobroma cacao L.) and timber species (Freitas 
et al., 2015).
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Açaí-dominated forests have lower biomass and lower canopy/foliar 
cover due to reduction on tree density (i.e., decline of local seed produc-
tion), with implications on the light regime and microclimate conditions 
(Freitas et al., 2021, 2015). These changes facilitate some life forms such 
as light-demanding herbaceous plants (Braga & Jardim,  2019), but also 
the recruitment of light-demanding species such as the açaí palm (Arango 
et al.,  2010; Damasco et al.,  2022), with a positive response particularly 
among young palms (Ramírez et al., 2015). All of these factors may affect 
the seed rain and soil seed bank, both taxonomically and functionally, po-
tentially leading to alternative successional trajectory as açaí management 
intensifies. As an international commodity (Freitas et al., 2015), the açaí fruit 
production is a model capable of spreading the discussion about the explo-
ration of NTFPs and the integrity of tropical forests. It has been already pro-
posed and regulated that a forest stand managed for açaí production (i.e., 
açaizal) should contain per hectare (1) a maximum of 400 clumps with five 
stems per clump, (2) 50 individuals from other palm species (20 adult and 30 
young) and (3) a minimum of 200 broadleaved trees, 40 of which large (>45 
in DBH), 40 medium (20–45 cm in DBH) and 120 small-statured (5–20 cm 
in DBH). This number of plants should guarantee a high production of açaí 
fruits and hearts of palm, with a minimal change in biodiversity (Mochiutti 
et al., 2002). However, several producers along the Amazon estuary do not 
seem to be following the plan and the regulation (Freitas et al., 2021, 2015).

Here, we assess whether intensification of açaí management (i.e., in-
crements in açaí stems and clumps) affects the structure and composi-
tion of the seed rain and soil seed bank in a traditional landscape covered 
by an estuarine forest devoted to açaí fruit production in the Amazon 
region (Ilha do Combú, Pará). We examined the role açaí stem den-
sity (50–3575 per ha), tree species richness and density, flooding level 
and accessibility to forest stands play in determining seed abundance, 
species richness but also the taxonomic and functional composition of 
woody flora (i.e., trees, palms, lianas) in the seed rain and soil seed bank 
across 20 forest stands immersed into a human-modified landscape with 
a long tradition of forest exploitation and management by traditional riv-
erine communities. We expected a negative influence of açaí stem and 
clump density on the attributes of these mechanisms of forest regener-
ation. Our findings are examined in the context of forest regeneration, 
integrity and the challenge to produce açaí fruits traditionally but also as 
a sustainable NTFP.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study area

The study was carried out in the Combú Island Environmental Protection 
Area (1°25′31″ S; 48°25′37″ W) in the eastern Amazon region, Brazil 
(Figure S1). This 15 km2 estuarine island bordered by inland area stretches 
over a flat and low-altitude terrain, which is exposed to a tidal regime and 
the consequent flooding events occurring regularly through the year (Maués 
et al., 2011). The soil is of the Low Humid Glei type, with a high percentage 
of silt and clay and a lower proportion of sand (Jardim et al., 2007). The 
region has a hot and humid tropical climate, with an average annual rainfall 
of 2500 mm and an average temperature of 27°C. The rainiest period is 
from December to May (with an average rainfall of 12.42 and 14.76 mm in 
the period of this study, respectively) and the least rainy period is from June 
to November (with an average rainfall of 8.29 and 8.35 mm in the period of 
this study, respectively) (Cavalcante et al., 2017; Inmet, 2021).
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The natural vegetation refers to an evergreen estuarine forest through 
which açaí occurs naturally and it managed (Figure 1). The forest is pe-
riodically flooded by tides with a flooding regime by tide height. Overall, 
tides impose short-lasting flooding events (up to 12 h), not exceeding 2.6 m 
(the highest tide) with a minimal frequency of once a month during the 
highest tide as informed by locals. In March–April equinox occur the most 
intensive floods, which coincides with the high-water levels of the rainy 
season (Anderson & Ioris,  1992). During this time, the entire flood plain 
is inundated when the tide-driven floods peak at the full and new moons 
(Anderson & Ioris, 1992). This flooding regime contrast to that imposed to 
seasonally flooded forest, which experience once a year a long-last event 
of flooding, with waterlogging lasting a period of 4–9 months a year (see 
Junk et al., 2015, 2010).

Forest is dominated by typical tree species from Amazon flood-
plain forests such E. oleracea (Arecaceae), Pterocarpus santalinoides 
(Fabaceae) and Hura crepitans (Euphorbiaceae) (Lau & Jardim, 2013), 
with the presence of palm trees and trees of high-commercial value, 
such as E. oleracea (Arecaceae), Virola surinamensis (Myristicaceae), 
Carapa guianensis (Meliaceae), Hevea brasiliensis (Euphorbiaceae) 
and Symphonia globulifera (Clusiaceae). Fabaceae and Arecaceae 
are the most species-rich woody plant families (Lau & Jardim, 2013). 
Combú Island has historically been inhabited by traditional populations 
(i.e., caboclos and riverine populations; Ioris & Anderson, 1993) as it 
is surrounded easily accessed and lays close to urban settlements. 
Locals have intensively exploited rubber, timber, bushmeat and other 
forest products in addition to forest enrichment with cocoa tree and 
açaí palm tree (Magalhães et al., 2015). Currently, the island is inhab-
ited by approximately 1500 people (~350 families) whose livelihoods 
are based on fishing, extracting forest resources, and raising ducks 

F I G U R E  1   A managed stand of estuarine forest with the presence of açaí palms (a, b), a forest stands under intensive açaí 
management (c), a forest stand under non-intensive açaí management (d), a forest stand flooded during the high tide (e), a traditional house 
during the low tide (f), and a barochoric seed of tree species Swartzia racemosa Benth (g), Ilha do Combú in the northeast Amazon region, 
Brazil.

(a)

(d) (e) (f) (g)

(b) (c)
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and pigs, while other residents providing services and entertainment 
to tourists, including riverside bars and restaurants, ecotourism activ-
ities and transportation to and from the island (IdeflorBio, 2014). It is 
worth mention that a considerable proportion of açaí fruit production 
comes from such fluvial islands formed via silt sediments discharged 
by large river courses (e.g., Tocantins, Amazon, Guamá) in the estu-
arine area, which is considered the historical/colonial Amazon region 
since Portuguese founded Belem in 1616; i.e., cultural landscapes 
(Brondízio et al., 1994).

Seed rain and soil seed bank of woody species

We selected 20 forest stands and set one plot per stand forest (20 m × 20 m; 
0.04 ha; distance between 50 and 120 m from each other). Across the plots 
all stems with a DBH ≥15 cm were recorded. The 67 woody plant species 
recorded in these 20 plots were referred here as local flora (Table  S1), 
while other 110 species recorded across 31 plots (MF Barros unpublished 
data) are referred in the text as the landscape level (Table S2). In order to 
infer about the taxonomic and ecological coverage by seed rain and soil 
seed bank, we also compiled a check list of woody plant species, particu-
larly trees species DBH ≥10 cm, inhabiting the Amazon estuarine forest 
via published articles; here referred as regional flora (MF Barros and col-
laborators unpublished data). It was an exhaustive search and although 
this checklist does not contain all species inhabiting the estuarine forest 
the 793 (only 11 species (less than 1%) were shared with seed rain and 
soil seed bank; in both cases, approximately 1.5% were shared, 14 and 15 
species, respectively) valid names permitted us to obtain a taxonomic and 
ecological profile of this flora.

The 20 plots were chosen to cover a local gradient in terms of density of 
açaí clumps (50–3575 stems per ha). Here we considered plots with ≤400 
clumps per ha as exposed to low-intensity management (six plots) and 
those with ≥400 clumps per ha exposed to high-intensity management (14 
plots) based on the management threshold already proposed (Mochiutti 
et al., 2002; Embrapa, 2015). Four hundreds açaí clumps per hectare rep-
resents the maximum density recommended by the Pará's state regula-
tion relative to açaí management in native forests (Mochiutti et al., 2002; 
Embrapa, 2015). Although this threshold is ecologically questionable (see 
Freitas et al., 2021), it represents the guideline to be attended by açaí pro-
ducers and then its impact and effectivity must be continuously verified, 
including potential impacts on the forest regeneration mechanisms such as 
seed rain and soil seed bank.

Seed rain and soil seed bank from woody plant species were recorded 
every 2 months during a period of 1 year to capture the arrival of seeds in 
the rainy (December to May 2019) and the least rainy seasons (June to 
November 2020). We acknowledge that a 1-year period may not be enough 
to record all woody species inhabiting our focal landscape via seeds ar-
riving in our selected stands. However, 1 year would be representative in 
terms of seed density and seed functional profile; i.e., relative contribu-
tion of seeds into ecological groups relative to dispersal syndrome, growth 
form, seed mass, origin and utility. Seed monitoring was limited to 1-year 
period due to logistic limitations imposed to flooded terrains, and thereby, 
it is possible that we failed to capture potential species bearing supra-
annual reproduction, particularly tree species, in which such strategy has 
been documented (Haugaasen & Peres, 2005). However, a 1-year monitor-
ing has been successfully adopted for describe seed rain across tropical 
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forests (see Alvarez-Buylla & Martínez-Ramos,  1990; Holl,  1999; Melo 
et al., 2006; Myster, 2015; Reid et al., 2015).

Seed rain was collected using 5 screen collectors (80 cm × 80 cm) with 
a 1.0 mm mesh in each plot (four at the ends of the plot and one cen-
tral), giving a total of 100 collectors in our 20 plots (adapted from Terborgh 
et al., 2011). Within each plot, seed collectors were placed at least 5 m apart 
each other (a rare situation associated with collectors at the ends of the 
plot and the central one) and 150 cm above soil level; considering the entry 
of water into the plots (an important variable in floodplain forests) so that 
the seeds are not in direct contact with the water, preventing deterioration 
or predation (Terborgh et al.,  2011). The samples were sorted, separat-
ing leaves, twigs and flowers from the seeds, which were stored in paper 
bags. Seeds were identified to the lowest taxonomic level possible by a 
parataxonomist of the Museu Paraense Emílio Goeldi and other special-
ists with the aid of specimens stored in the João Murça Pires Herbarium. 
Finally, the abundance of each species was then recorded, and trait mea-
surements were taken. Useful species were acknowledged by locals, but 
they have also been referred in the literature (see literature by A. Anderson 
and collaborators).

To estimate the soil seed bank, we collected the litter and soil at five 
random points within each plot, giving a total of 100 samples per sampling; 
resulting in 600 soil samples after 1-year period. A 30 cm × 30 cm wooden 
template was used to demarcate the collection area, after which the litter 
was discarded, and the topsoil layer (first 10 cm) was collected with the help 
of a spade. An auger was used to collect soil in flooded plots (adapted from 
Lau & Jardim, 2014). Samples were sieved, separating the soil, branches 
and pieces of root from the seeds, which were stored in paper bags. Intact 
seeds were identified taxonomically as referred earlier. Lastly, seed rain 
and soil seed bank floras were taxonomically compared to the woody flora 
(DBH ≥15 cm) from the 20 plots (i.e., local flora) and the landscape level 
as already mentioned. As intact seeds were not tested for viability, our fig-
ures represent the maximum recruitment potential supported by these two 
mechanisms of forest regeneration (see Trindade et al., 2020) as a sub-
stantial proportion of intact seeds can consist of unviable seeds (Bezerra 
et al., 2022).

Functional and ecological groups

The woody plant species collected as intact seeds were classified into 
functional and ecological groups as follows: (1) primary dispersal syn-
drome: vertebrate-dispersed, hydrochoric, auto/ballistic-dispersed or 
anemochoric (Roosmalen, 1985); (2) growth/life form: tree, palm or liana; 
(3) seed mass by weighting trapped seeds in the lab; (4) origin: alloch-
thonous as seeds without adults in the forest stand or autochthonous as 
seeds with adults in the forest stand and (5) useful by locals such as a 
source of wood, food, cosmetics production or medicine; unmeasured in-
formation about the species was obtained through specialized literature 
(Felizardo et al., 2015; Nascimento & Silva, 2005). By these procedures, we 
obtained the percentual of species and seeds into these ecological groups 
plus the total seed mass by vertebrate-dispersed species for each forest 
stand excluding the açaí seeds. Here, we consider the total seed mass as 
complementary measure for seed rain impact and relevance on the forest 
regeneration process. Few seeds were not assigned to a functional and 
ecological group as they were not assigned into a genus or family (see 
Tables S3 and S4). Seed classification was carried out to permit insights 
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relative to potential drivers and ecological impacts from disrupted seed rain 
and seed bank associated with the intensification of açaí management.

Flooding and human accessibility to forest stands

To verify the influence of flooding (cm) on the seed rain and soil seed bank, 
1.50 m rulers made of PVC pipe were installed in the centre of each plot. 
Starting at 30 cm (the part buried in the soil), the rulers were marked every 
5 cm for 1 m above the ground. Measurements were taken on 4 occasions 
throughout 2020: March 11, at 13 h:01, April 10, at 13 h:40, May 8, at 12 h:45 
and September 19, at 12 h:38; these months and times were chosen as 
they corresponded to the highest recorded flooding for the Port of Belém 
2020 (Centro de Hidrografia da Marinha do Brasil, 2020). At least in flood-
plain forests (i.e., seasonal flooding), flooding level (i.e., water depth) has 
been considered to affect seed deposition on the ground and seed disper-
sal (Moegenburg & Levey, 2002).

Human accessibility (m) to forest stands and plots was estimated using 
a geographic information system. We calculated the distance of the plots to 
the main river (i.e., the Guamá river), the nearest human settlements (res-
idents' houses) and nearest drainage channels used by people to access 
açaí stands. These stand location variables were collapsed via an ordina-
tion with principal component analysis (PCA), resulting in a principal axis 
with 69% explanatory power to be used further as an explanatory variable. 
Accessibility in this study represents a proxy of chronic anthropogenic dis-
turbance (i.e., consumption of forest products) as adopted and proposed by 
Arnan et al. (2018), but also the stand access to locals and the frequency 
to which stands receive management operations or planting of useful tree 
species. It is part of the riverine culture to keep high-density açaí forest 
stands close to the householdings (Loris & Anderson, 1993). Finally, we 
also considered adult tree species richness and tree density across forest 
stands as explanatory variables as it is expected to affect the abundance 
of açaí seeds, seed rain and seed bank attributes.

Data analysis

Collinearity between our continuous explanatory variables: açaí stem den-
sity, adult tree species richness, tree density, flooding level and accessibil-
ity to forest stands was checked using the variation inflation factor (VIF) via 
car package (Fox & Weisberg, 2019). They were not collinear (VIF values <4; 
açaí stem density = 3.72, tree species richness = 1.33, tree density = 2.68, 
flooding = 1.36, and accessibility = 1.36), so all were included in the subse-
quent analyses (Legendre & Legendre, 1998; Jou et al., 2014). We consider 
açaí stem density as more accurate variable as compared to açaí clump 
density (see Freitas et al., 2021) as açaí clumps can support one or several 
stems. The explanatory-variable effects on the attributes of seed assem-
blages were assessed using generalized linear models (GLMs) from the 
stats package. It is important to mention that one single model was applied 
for each response variable. For the GLMs, the Quasipoisson distribution 
was used for count variable (seed abundance, açaí seed abundance and 
species richness), Gaussian distribution for continuous data (seed mass 
by vertebrate-dispersed species) and Binomial and Quasibinomial distri-
bution for percentage data (life form and utility) (Venables & Smith, 2018). 
Residues were checked via DHARMa (Hartih,  2022) and hnp (Moral 
et al., 2017) packages, while under and overdispersion were checked di-
viding the residual deviance by the degrees of freedom.
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It is important to mention that except for the açaí seed abundance as 
a response variable, açaí seeds were removed from the other response 
variable as the study was focused on the attributes of seed rain and soil 
seed bank, particularly seed abundance and species richness considering 
the whole woody flora as they drive forest regeneration and integrity. Açaí 
seed abundance, although probably correlated with açaí stem and clump 
density (our main explanatory variable), deserves to be quantified as it can 
result into açaí seedlings competing with other woody plant species across 
the seedling banks of managed forest stands. To verify the taxonomic or-
ganization of seed rain and seed bank across forest stands, we adopted 
a non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) based on the Bray–Curtis 
dissimilarity, followed by ANOSIM (Oksanen et al., 2015) using the vegan 
package. Further, we adopted the Envfit procedure (Oksanen et al., 2015) 
to investigate the explanatory variable-effects on the NMDS taxonomic or-
ganization using the vegan package as well. In both cases, forest stands 
were assigned to two categories recognized by current legislation: low-
intensity management (≤400 açaí clumps per ha) versus high-intensity 
management (≥400 açaí clumps per ha). Species-level responses to açaí 
stem density was also examined to investigate the extent to which man-
agement affect forest regeneration. Finally, to examine sample coverage 
for each plot, we used protocol on number of individuals-based using the 
iNEXT package (Hsieh et al., 2016). All the analyses were performed in the 
R environment (R Development Core Team, 2019).

RESULTS

Seed rain

A total of 5005 seeds were obtained between November 2019 and 
September 2020, of which 4879 belonged to 11 families, 16 genera and 16 
species; only 126 seeds (2.5%) were unidentified even to genus or family 
level (Table S3). Açaí accounting for 4282 seeds, i.e., the vast majority of 
all seeds (85.5%), while the majority of the other species exhibited a neg-
ligible contribution (Figure S2). By polling all seeds that arrived through a 
year across the 20 forest stands, including açaí seeds, seed rain was low 
density; it ranged from 1.7 to 16.8 seed m2/year (8.1 ± 4.6; mean ± stand-
ard deviation). Excluding açaí seeds, the number of accumulated seeds 
was almost negligible even elapsed a year as it varied between 0.06 and 
5.0 seeds per m2/year (1.1 ± 1.2 seeds). Seven forest stands (35% of the 
total) received less than 10 seeds over the 12 months by excluding açaí 
seeds; i.e., a negligible seed rain. In addition, only 32 seeds (29.4%; from 
5 species) were considered allochthonous, with more than half of forest 
stands lacking allochthonous seeds during the 12-month period. All alloch-
thonous seeds arrived between November and January (transition for the 
rainy season); i.e., a large spatio-temporal gap in seed arrival by excluding 
açaí seeds. It is important to mention that the sample coverage of all plots 
ranged from 66% to 100% (with 15 of the 20 plots ranging between 90% 
and 100%), indicating that we recorded a substantial portion of the flora 
attending seed rain.

Trees and palms dominated seed rain (84 ± 27% of all seeds) as did 
vertebrated-dispersed seeds across the stands (49 ± 26%); lianas contrib-
uted little and seed rain lacked shrub species. Moreover, more than half 
of vertebrate-dispersed species exhibited light or moderately-heavy seeds 
(<2 g) associated with gut dispersal such as Virola surinamensis (1.6 g) and 
Spondia mombin (1.8 g; Table S3). Accordingly, accumulated seed mass 
from vertebrated-dispersed species (excluding açaí seeds) varied between 
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0.01 and 6.8 g of seeds m2/year across forest stands (1.18 g ± 1.75 m2/year), 
with a more than a half of forest stands accumulating less than 1 g of seeds 
per m2/year. Finally, useful tree species (83.3% all species) and their seeds 
dominated seed rain across forest stands: 67 ± 39% of all seeds with two 
useful tree species (V. surinamensis and S. mombin) dominating seed rain.

Regarding explanatory variables, the abundance of açaí stems posi-
tively affected the of açaí seed abundance (X2 = 11.85, p = <0.01), while 
adult tree species richness correlated negatively with (1) açaí seed abun-
dance (X2 = 6.58, p = 0.01), and (2) the relative contribution of useful spe-
cies (X2 = 5.21, p = 0.02) and their seeds (X2 = 4.10, p = 0.04). Tree density 
negatively affected the contribution of seeds from tree species (X2 = 7.94, 
p = <0.01), but this life form correlated positively to accessibility (X2 = 8.14, 
p = <0.01, Table  1). Moving to the temporal dimension, seed capture/m2 
was higher in November/2019 (23.4 seeds/m2; a total of 1497 seeds) and 
September/2020 (23.6 seeds/m2; a total of 1511 seeds); i.e., the least 
rainy period. July/2020 (the beginning of the least rainy period), was the 
month with the lowest seed capture/m2 (4.9 seeds/m2; a total of 312 seeds; 
Figure 2a) and species (a total of five species; Figure 2b), but açaí domi-
nated seed rain (>95% of all seeds) through the year.

Non-metric multidimensional scaling made evident (1) a segrega-
tion between intensive and non-intensive açaí management seed pools, 
and (2) greater taxonomic distinction between non-intensive manage-
ment forest stands compared with the intensive management stands 
(Figure  3). This distinction was confirmed by the ANOSIM test (r = 0.61 

TA B L E  1   Generalized linear models of the seed rain examining the relationships among the explanatory variables (açaí stem 
density, tree species richness, tree density, flooding (cm), and accessibility (m)) and the seed rain attributes (seed abundance, açaí seed 
abundance, species richness and the percentual of species and seeds within functional groups plus total seed mass (g) by vertebrate-
dispersed species across 20 forest stands of an estuarine forest, Ilha do Combú, the Amazon northeast region, Brazil.

Seed rain
Açaí stem 
density

Tree species 
richness Tree density Flooding Access r2

Seed abundance x2 0.52 2.40 0.17 0.92 0.02 0.38

p 0.46 0.12 0.67 0.33 0.87

Açaí seed 
abundance

x2 11.85 6.58 2.85 2.71 0.02 0.58

p <0.01***(+) 0.01*(−) 0.09 0.09 0.86

Species richness x2 0.11 0.03 0.78 1.09 0.40 0.15

p 0.73 0.85 0.37 0.29 0.52

Vertebrate-
dispersed 
species

x2 0.71 0.64 0.64 0.00 0.46 0.17

p 0.39 0.42 0.42 0.99 0.49

Vertebrate-
dispersed seeds

x2 0.24 0.70 0.00 0.17 0.78 0.14

p 0.61 0.40 0.96 0.67 0.37

Tree species x2 0.18 1.16 0.22 0.16 0.37 0.25

p 0.66 0.28 0.63 0.68 0.53

Tree seeds x2 0.01 2.03 7.94 0.53 8.14 0.28

p 0.89 0.15 <0.01**(−) 0.46 <0.01**(+)

Useful species x2 0.14 5.21 0.27 0.01 0.10 0.37

p 0.70 0.02*(−) 0.59 0.89 0.74

Seeds from useful 
species

x2 0.00 4.10 0.00 0.08 1.44 0.49

p 0.96 0.04*(−) 0.97 0.76 0.22

Seed mass x2 0.09 1.23 0.38 0.54 0.07 0.22

p 0.76 0.26 0.53 0.45 0.78

Note: Only the significant relationships are shown in bold. Positive and negative signs indicate significant positive and negative relationships, respectively. 
*p ≤ 0.05, **p ≤ 0.01, ***p ≤ 0.001.
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and p = <0.01). NMDS followed by Envfit indicated that açaí management 
intensity (r2 = 0.43, p = <0.01) and plot spatial location affected seed rain 
taxonomic composition (Mantel test, r = 0.64; p = <0.01). Consistent with 

F I G U R E  2   The number of seeds/m2 and average seed number of woody species (trees, palms, and lianas) in the seed rain from 20 
forest stands, Ilha do Combú in the northeast Amazon region, Brazil. p = − average precipitation (mm); t = − average temperature (°C).

F I G U R E  3   The taxonomic ordination of the seed rain assemblages from 20 forest stands via a non-metric multidimensional scaling 
(NMDS) considering intensive (≥400 clumps/ha) and non-intensive (<400 clumps/ha) açaí management, Ilha do Combú in the northeast 
Amazon region, Brazil. Stress = 0.17.

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



1142  |      da SILVA et al.

the taxonomic segregation exhibited by seed pools, several species had 
their relative abundance/occurrence correlated with açaí stem density 
(Figure S3). Finally, the seed rain though a whole year captured less than 
20% of the species presented in both local and landscape-level flora.

Soil seed bank

A total of 862 seeds were obtained with 844 assigned to 13 families, 19 
genera and 17 woody plant species; 18 seeds (2.08%) were not identified 
(Table S4). Açaí dominant the bank with 740 seeds (85.8%), while other 
species contributed with few seeds (Figure S4). By pooling all seeds from 
the 20 forest stands, seed density ranged from 0.01 to 0.28 seeds m2/
month (1.3 ± 1.1 seeds; mean ± standard deviation), including açaí seeds. 
By excluding açaí seeds, soil seed bank density declined drastically: 0.06–
0.19 seeds per m2/month (0.2 ± 0.1 m2/month), with only nine seeds (across 
six stands) classified as allochthonous; i.e., a large spatio-temporal lack 
of intact seeds in the bank by excluding açaí seeds. In fact, 95.9% of all 
seeds were classified as autochthonous. Finally, about sample coverage of 
all plots ranged from 41% to 100% (with seven plots ranging between 90% 
and 100%), indicating that we recorded a reasonable portion of the flora 
attending seed rain.

Across forest stands, seeds from tree species (88% ± 31%), vertebrate 
dispersed (57% ± 41%) and those from useful species (69% ± 37%) domi-
nated soil seed bank by excluding açaí seeds. Moving to the explanatory 

TA B L E  2   Generalized linear models of the soil seed bank examining the relationships among the explanatory variables (açaí stem 
density, tree species richness, tree density, flooding (cm), and accessibility (m)) and the soil seed bank attributes (seed abundance, 
açaí seed abundance, species richness, and the percentual of species and seeds within functional groups plus total seed mass (g) by 
vertebrate-dispersed species across 20 forest stands of an estuarine forest, Ilha do Combú, the Amazon northeast region, Brazil.

Seed bank
Açaí stem 
density

Tree species 
richness Tree density Flooding Access r2

Seed abundance x2 4.11 1.11 11.50 2.53 0.68 0.67

p 0.04*(−) 0.29 <0.01***(+) 0.11 0.40

Açaí seed abundance 1.71 9.83 0.00 1.16 0.36 0.37

0.18 <0.01**(−) 0.98 0.28 0.54

Species richness x2 0.38 0.00 0.08 0.06 0.17 0.09

p 0.53 0.97 0.77 0.79 0.67

Vertebrate-dispersed 
species

x2 2.32 1.39 0.97 0.96 0.02 0.11

p 0.12 0.23 0.32 0.32 0.87

Vertebrate-dispersed 
seeds

x2 3.86 4.86 3.05 1.02 0.07 0.43

p 0.04*(−) 0.02*(−) 0.08 0.31 0.78

Tree species x2 1.71 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32

p 0.19 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Tree seeds x2 2.98 2.36 0.61 1.51 0.60 0.26

p 0.08 0.12 0.43 0.21 0.43

Useful species x2 1.00 0.48 0.32 0.57 0.06 0.16

p 0.31 0.48 0.56 0.44 0.79

Seeds from useful 
species

x2 0.80 6.75 0.07 1.33 0.25 0.38

p 0.36 <0.01**(−) 0.78 0.24 0.61

Seed mass x2 1.39 5.87 1.56 0.01 0.29 0.32

p 0.23 0.01*(−) 0.21 0.90 0.58

Note: Only the significant relationships are shown in bold. Positive and negative signs indicate significant positive and negative relationships, respectively. 
*p ≤ 0.05, **p ≤ 0.01, ***p ≤ 0.001.
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variables, seed abundance (X2 = 4.11, p = 0.04) and percentual of vertebrate-
dispersed seeds (X2 = 3.86, p = 0.04) correlated negatively with the abun-
dance of açaí palm stems. Tree species richness negatively affected açaí 
seed abundance (X2 = 9.83, p = <0.01), percentual of vertebrate-dispersed 
seeds (X2 = 4.86, p = 0.02), percentual of useful seeds (X2 = 6.75, p = <0.01) 
and accumulated seed mass (X2 = 5.87, p = 0.01). Finally, tree density was 
positively related to seed abundance (X2 = 11.50, p = <0.01, Table 2). In re-
lation to temporal dimension, August/2019 (4.9 seeds/m2; 315 seeds) and 
October/2019 (4.9 seeds/m2; 312 seeds) exhibited the highest abundance 
of seeds and tree species richness (Figure 4), but açaí dominated the seed 
bank along the year as it did regarding seed rain.

The NMDS ordination indicated a taxonomic segregation of seed bank 
between forest stands exposed to intensive vs. non-intensive açaí manage-
ment (Figure S5). This pattern was confirmed by an ANOSIM test (r = 0.61 
and p = <0.01), while Envfit indicated no influence from açaí management 
intensity and the other explanatory variables on the taxonomic composition 
of seed bank. However, a Mantel's test indicated a significant relationship 
(r = 0.69; p = <0.01) between taxonomic similarity patterns in the soil seed 
bank and plot location. Finally, some species did appear to respond to açaí 
management (Figure 5) and similar to the seed rain, soil seed bank captured 
less than 20% of species recorded in both local and landscape-level flora.

DISCUSSION

Our results suggest that the estuarine forest historically managed by tra-
ditional populations supports seed rain and soil seed bank dominated 

F I G U R E  4   The number of seeds/m2 and average seed number of woody species (trees, palms, and lianas) in the soil seed bank from 
20 forest stands, Ilha do Combú in the northeast Amazon region, Brazil. p = average precipitation (mm); t = average temperature (°C).
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by seeds of the açaí palm (>85% of the seeds), although açaí fruits are 
regularly collected by locals. Moreover, seed rain and bank occur through 
extremely low density and species-poor assemblages with allochthonous 
seed pools/assemblages considered inexpressive. Seed pools are domi-
nated by tree species, vertebrate-dispersed and those bearing relatively 
light (<27.99 g) and medium-sized seeds. Both the seed rain and soil seed 
bank have a seasonal character (peaking in the dry season), with large 
spatio-temporal gaps in seed supply for forest regeneration by excluding 
açaí seeds. Moreover, species exploited by local populations, such as 
V. surinamensis and C. guianensis predominate. Considering short peri-
ods, such a year, seed rain and soil seed bank contain a small proportion 
of the local and landscape-level woody flora. Overall, seed rain and bank 
result from a combination of adult plant assemblage attributes, including 
açaí stem and clump density, but also adult tree species richness and tree 
density. Forest stand accessibility and flooding level appear to play a minor 
role on seed pools. Although some of our findings were highly expected 
(such as the correlation between açaí seeds and açaí clump density) they 
have ecological relevance in the context of forest regeneration dynamics 
as discussed further.

Most studies on the impact by the exploitation of NTFP in tropical forests 
is focused on the exploited species (Muler et al., 2014; Peres & Lake, 2003). 
There is a much smaller number of studies assessing community-level im-
pacts of NTFP extraction, and very few studies addressing ecosystem-level 
issues such as regeneration mechanisms (see Trauernicht & Ticktin, 2005). 
This is particularly true for the estuarine forest exposed to the açaí man-
agement since there is no a single record for seed rain and seed bank 
although this forest represents the core habitat for açaí-fruit collection 
and intensification in the Amazon region (Tregidgo et al.,  2020). In fact, 

F I G U R E  5   Tree species ordination according to the seed abundance in seed bank and açaí stem density across 20 estuarine forest 
stands, Ilha do Combú in the northeast Amazon region, Brazil.
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information on seed rain bank is even scarce for the Amazonian floodplain 
forests one of the most investigated flooded forests globally (see Wittmann 
et al., 2010). In this context, forest stands managed for açaí support seed 
rain and bank from woody plant species with both similarities and contrasts 
as compared to unmanaged floodplain forests, at least qualitatively. First, 
most of tree species refers to those with primary seed-dispersal by verte-
brates (i.e., gut-dispersal), although some species bear seeds that might 
be able to float; i.e., secondarily dispersed by water (Parolin et al., 2013, 
2004). Others may be dispersed by mammal/birds and fishes (i.e., ich-
thyochory), particularly those species small seeds (Anderson et al., 2011, 
2009), while others exhibit devices directly associated to hydrochory such 
as air-containing or spongy tissues (Barbosa & Montag, 2017; Wittmann 
et al., 2007). In both habitats (i.e., estuarine and floodplain forests), spe-
cies bearing medium-sized (<1.5 cm length) and relatively light seeds (<2 g) 
predominate (Parolin, 2000). Finally, as suggested by the proportion of al-
lochthonous seeds we documented in our focal landscape (29.4%), seed 
dispersal limitation is frequent (Terborgh et al., 2019).

Indeed, our literature-based checklist relative to tree species inhab-
iting the Amazon estuarine forests (as referred earlier) has revealed 
the presence of hundreds of species bearing attributes associated 
with vertebrate-dispersed species including gut-dispersal by medium-
sized or even large vertebrates such as those belonging to Sapotaceae, 
Chrysobalanaceae, Myristicaceae, Annonaceae and Fabaceae, includ-
ing those into Pouteria, Licania, Virola, Anonna and Inga just to mention 
a few genera (see Roosmalen, 1985). This clearly suggest the presence 
of a flora adapted to active seed dispersal by vertebrates such as pri-
mates, large rodents and large-gaped birds, which in many cases are 
responsible for long-distance seed dispersal such as the Virola species 
(Russo et al., 2006). In which extent, complementary vectors (i.e., fishes 
and water) are able to guarantee effective seed dispersal is still to be 
revealed, although we documented the presence of buoyant seeds and 
those exhibiting the hydrochloric syndrome (see Parolin, 2000; Parolin 
et al., 2004). However, hydrochory is always downstream, with upstream 
forests relaying on either vertebrates or wind to be receive allochthonous 
seeds (Parolin et al., 2013).

However, in contrast to the few findings from the Amazon floodplain for-
ests, we documented a species poor and low-density seed assemblages 
with a lack of floating seed banks (sensu Parolin et al., 2010), seed patches 
(Antunes et al., 2019), seed piles associated with primate/bat sleeping sites 
(Russo & Augspurger, 2004), latrine with seeds by tapirs (Tobler et al., 2010) 
or even seedling carpets (Barnett et al., 2012; Antunes et al., 2019), with 
exception of those by açaí seeds/seedlings. Although floodplain forests 
may support less dense seed rain as compared with terra firme forests (see 
Myster, 2015), hundreds of seeds from dozens of woody plants species are 
likely to achieve any tropical forest stand (Aud & Ferraz, 2012; de la Peña-
Domene et al., 2017; Jesus et al., 2012; Melo et al., 2006; Sousa et al., 2017; 
Terborgh et al., 2011). Even in a scenario of seed limitation it was recorded 
148 seeds per m2 year 1, among them 63 intact seeds with 13 seeds from 
tree species (Terborgh et al., 2019). Considering both floodplain and terra 
firme old-growth forests, we probably recorded the lowest scores ever re-
ported in the literature by not considering açaí seeds; i.e., the managed 
species (Chapla & Campos, 2011; Jara-Guerrero et al., 2020; Myster, 2014, 
2015; Terborgh et al.,  2019). This is also valid for the accumulated seed 
mass by vertebrate-dispersed species we documented (see Parolin 
et al., 2010). Moreover, a single palm species dominates seed rain and seed 
bank through both seasons but with a peak during the dry season across all 
stands. It implies an unseasonal seed rain and bank, largely reducing the 
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high spatiotemporal heterogeneity, which is typical from seed rain across 
floodplain forests (Terborgh et al., 2019; Menezes et al., 2019). As we mon-
itored seed rain and bank for a year, long-term monitoring is welcome, but 
there is no reason to believe that we assessed an idiosyncratic reproductive 
period or failed to document high density, species rich and functionally di-
verse seed assemblages in the case it occurs in our focal landscape. In fact, 
our sampling effort achieved a reasonable taxonomic coverage by the seed 
assemblages, up to 100% across several forest stands.

These findings from our estuarine managed forest contrast to the idea 
that (1) floodplain forests in the Amazon region do not form seed bank 
as seeds start germinating shortly after flood-water recede (Kubitzki and 
Ziburski, 1994; Wittmann et al., 2007), and (2) seed rain occurs during the 
rainy/flooding period/aquatic phase (Hawes and Peres, 2016; Haugaasen 
and Peres, 2005; Parolin and Wittmann, 2010). In fact, such a year-round 
dominance by a single light-demanding species (i.e., the açaí palm species) 
across both seed rain and bank is likely to occur at (1) early-successional 
stages, (2) forest edges, (3) restored forest stands (Holl, 1999; Melo et al., 
2006; Reid et al., 2015).

According to our expectations, açaí stem and clump density but also 
adult tree species richness and tree density affected most of seed rain and 
bank attributes, including a taxonomic organization associated to levels 
of açaí management; low intense and intensively managed. Although we 
did not explicitly examine the underlying mechanisms, the nature of açaí-
managed forest stands offers reasonable explanations for our “disrupted” 
seed rain and bank. Açaí-managed forest stands are likely to produce over 
a 1 million açaí fruits per ha (Oliveira et al., 2000), part of it saturating seed 
rain and soil seed bank along the year as documented here; i.e., the uncol-
lected seeds. Moreover, forest stand management also eliminates unde-
sirable plants (particularly trees) in order to give açaí clumps more space 
and illuminated habitats, although desirable/useful species can be spared 
(Anderson et al., 1995). Accordingly, açaí intensification is negatively asso-
ciated with tree species richness and abundance, in some cases leading 
to the establishment of monospecific stands; up to 1040 clumps per ha 
(Freitas et al., 2021, 2015). Note that almost half of our 20 plots exhibited 
less than 10 woody plant species, i.e., 50% of the species richness ob-
served in the most species-rich plots with few açaí clumps. Reduced tree 
density not only results into lower seed production but also eliminates large 
trunks and buttress roots, which trap seeds while waters are receding to-
wards major bays (Junk et al., 2010). Collectively, these processes are the 
best explanation for (1) the positive relationship between açaí stem density 
and açaí seeds but a negative impact from stem density on seed bank 
abundance and vertebrate-dispersed seeds, (2) the negative relationship 
between tree species richness and the contribution of useful tree species 
and açaí seeds in the seed pools, (3) a positive impact of tree density on 
the abundance of seeds in the bank and (4) the lack of shrub species in 
the seed pools. However, tree species richness apparently reduces the 
relative contribution vertebrates-dispersed species and their accumulated 
seed mass by vertebrate-dispersed species in the bank. This is consistent 
with the fact tree species richness is negatively related to the useful spe-
cies, including the vertebrate-dispersed ones such as V. surinamensis and 
S. globulifera. Increased species richness might also be associated with 
the occurrence of abiotically dispersed species, such as C. guianensis. 
Accordingly, there is a clear taxonomic distinction between the seed pools 
achieving low intensively vs. intensively managed forest stands. Overall, 
there is a negative impact of açaí intensification on seed pools, while tree 
species abundance and species richness contribute for a more dense and 
diversified seed pools.

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



      |  1147AÇAÍ PALM INTENSIFICATION AND FOREST REGENERATION

As a working hypothesis, we shall propose that landscapes rather than 
stands devoted to açaí production via intensification tend to supported de-
pleted seed rain and soil seed bank as compared to unmanaged forest land-
scapes due to (1) low density and impoverished woody plant assemblages 
(see Freitas et al., 2021) causing reduced seed production, (2) protection of 
tree species of economic interest, such as cocoa (T. cacao), ucuúba (V. su-
rinamensis) and cupuaçu (T. grandiflorum; Anderson et al., 1995; Tregidgo 
et al., 2020), (3) rapid/intense seed flow/runoff towards river channels as 
the tide penetrates freely across the forest stands lacking big trees and 
their logs and buttresses operating as seed traps (see Moegenburg and 
Levey, 2002) and (4) depauperated vertebrate fauna acting as seed dis-
persers in response to (a) historical bushmeat, (b) changes on forest struc-
ture and (c) high levels of seed-harvesting by locals. Particularly in the 
case of açaí, intensive seed-harvesting has been document to reduce seed 
dispersal by frugivores (Moegenburg and Levey, 2002), while açaí inten-
sification been associated with pollination decline (Campbell et al., 2018).

Although in this moment we are not able to accurately estimate in which 
extent açaí intensification respond for such a disrupted/peculiar seed rain 
and bank, it is reasonable to propose that açaí-managed forest stands do 
not offer enough seeds from woody plant species required to guarantee the 
emergence of functionally diverse seedling banks required for regeneration 
dynamics of flooded forests and their plant communities structured accord-
ing to flooding, light and predation gradients (see Lopez and Kursar, 2007; 
Parolin, 2002; Parolin et al., 2004; Terborgh et al., 2017). Moreover, tree 
seedlings emerging from the few seeds able to reach açaí-dominated 
forest stands are expected (1) to be outcompeted for the massive açaí 
seedling bank and by those seedlings from useful species plus the layer 
of herbs species associated to high-density açaí forest stands (Weinstein 
and Moegenburg, 2004), and/or (2) be suppressed by açaí dropped fronds 
as already documented by several arborescent palm species in tropical 
forests (Aguiar and Tabarelli, 2010; Farris-Lopes et al., 2004).

The practical implication from this situation is that it is unlikely that açaí-
managed forest stands/landscapes will naturally achieve the standards 
posed by current regulations, a pre requisite to label açaí-based com-
modities as sustainable via the certification of açaí fruit production (see 
Damasco et al., 2022). We refer to forest stands supporting a minimum of 
400 clumps/ha according to the current regulation (SEMAS, 2013). In re-
sponse to an increasing global demand, açaí intensification shall continue 
to expand as transition from extractivism based on natural açaí populations 
(i.e., traditional forest management (Anderson et al., 1995)) towards açaí-
dominated forests or even plantations/monospecific forest stands (see 
Freitas et al., 2021; Weinstein and Moegenburg, 2004). Açaí fruit produc-
tion is the most lucrative NTFP from the Amazon region, a key asset for 
riverine populations and a potential global “case” of a sustainable NTFP 
already influencing the collection/cultivation of other native fruits (Damasco 
et al., 2022; Tregidgo et al., 2020; Sousa & Barros, 2018).

In this context, the Amazon estuarine forest currently responds for the 
bulk of açaí fruit production via familiar/small-holding production/extractiv-
ism with a trend of higher yields by a combination of stand intensification 
and a progressive encroachment of the entire estuarine forest; i.e., one of 
the most populated region in the Brazilian Amazon (IBGE, 2022). Reverting 
such a disturbing trend depends on a combination of initiatives including 
(1) improved governance in order to guarantee compliance with the current 
regulations, (2) education programs targeting both producers, consumers 
and the processing industry towards sustainable standards and (3) the es-
tablishment of protected areas into the last tracts of relatively preserved 
forests. Considering the ecological and economic impacts emerging from 
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traditional açaí management (sustainable vs. unsustainable collection/
cultivation), the hypotheses presented here should receive attention while 
research offers the basic biological/ecological standards to be achieved 
towards sustainable production/certification with the help of effective public 
policies and regulations.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Gabriele Silva: Data curation (lead); formal analysis (supporting); funding ac-
quisition (supporting); investigation (equal); methodology (supporting); writing 
– original draft (lead); writing – review and editing (equal). Marcelo Tabarelli: 
Conceptualization (supporting); funding acquisition (supporting); investiga-
tion (supporting); methodology (supporting); supervision (supporting); vali-
dation (supporting); visualization (supporting); writing – review and editing 
(supporting). Mário Jardim: Conceptualization (supporting); investigation 
(supporting); methodology (supporting); supervision (equal); writing – review 
and editing (equal). Eniel Cruz: Data curation (equal); writing – review and 
editing (equal). Maria Fabíola Barros: Conceptualization (lead); data cura-
tion (supporting); formal analysis (lead); funding acquisition (lead); investiga-
tion (lead); methodology (lead); resources (supporting); supervision (lead); 
validation (lead); visualization (lead); writing – review and editing (lead).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We are grateful for financial support from the Fundo Brasileiro para 
a Biodiversidade and Instituto Humanize; 104/2019. MT thank CNPq 
(473529/2007-6, 302574/2010-7, 304598/2011-9) and CAPES (02488/09-4, 
405693/2013-3), and MFB thank CNPq (301340/2020-0; PCI scholarship).

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
The data that supports the findings of this study are available in the sup-
plementary material of this article.

ORCID
Maria Fabíola Barros   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0284-8438 

REFERENCES
Aguiar, A.V. & Tabarelli, M. (2010) Edge effects and seedling bank depletion: the role played 

by the early successional palm Attalea oleifera (Arecaceae) in the Atlantic Forest. 
Biotropica, 42, 158–166.

Alvarez-Buylla, E.R. & Martínez-Ramos, M. (1990) Seed bank versus seed rain in the regen-
eration of a tropical pioneer tree. Oecologia, 84, 314–325. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1007/BF003​29755

Anderson, A.B. & Ioris, E.M. (1992) Valuing the rain forest: economic strategies by small-
scale forest extractivists in the Amazon estuary. Human Ecology, 20, 337–369. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF008​89901

Anderson, A.B., Magee, P., Gely, A. & Jardim, M.A.G. (1995) Forest management patterns in 
the floodplain of the Amazon estuary. Conservation Biology, 9, 47–61. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1995.09010​047.x

Anderson, J.T., Nuttle, T., Rojas, J.S.S., Pendergast, T.H. & Flecker, A.S. (2011) Extremely 
long-distance seed dispersal by an overfished amazonian frugivore. Proceedings of 
the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 278, 3329–3335. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1098/rspb.2011.0155

Anderson, J.T., Rojas, S.J. & Flecker, A.S. (2009) High-quality seed dispersal by fruit-eating 
fishes in Amazonian floodplain habitats. Oecologia, 161, 279–290. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s0044​2-009-1371-4

Antunes, K.H., Fachi, J.L., de Paula, R., da Silva, E.F., Pral, L.P., dos Santos, A.Á. et al. 
(2019) Microbiota-derived acetate protects against respiratory syncytial virus infec-
tion through a GPR43-type 1 interferon response. Nature Communications, 10, 1–17. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1038/s4146​7-019-11152​-6

Arango, D.A., Duque, A.J. & Muñoz, E. (2010) Dinámica poblacional de la palma Euterpe 
oleracea (Arecaceae) en bosques inundables del Chocó, Pacífico colombiano. Revista 
de Biología Tropical, 58, 465–481.

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0284-8438
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0284-8438
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00329755
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00329755
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00889901
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1995.09010047.x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.0155
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.0155
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-009-1371-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11152-6


      |  1149AÇAÍ PALM INTENSIFICATION AND FOREST REGENERATION

Arnan, X., Leal, I.R., Tabarelli, M., Andrade, J.F., Barros, M.F., Câmara, T. et al. (2018) A 
framework for deriving measures of chronic anthropogenic disturbance: surrogate, di-
rect, single and multi-metric indices in Brazilian caatinga. Ecological Indicators, 94, 
274–282. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoli​nd.2018.07.001

Arnold, J.E.M. & Pérez, M.R. (1996) Framing the issues relating to non-timber forest prod-
ucts research, in: Current issues in non-timber forest products research. https://doi.
org/10.17528/​cifor/​000466

Aud, F.F. & Ferraz, I.D.K. (2012) Seed size influence on germination responses to light 
and temperature of seven pioneer tree species from the Central Amazon. Anais da 
Academia Brasileira de Ciências, 84, 759–766. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/
S0001​-37652​01200​0300018

Baider, C., Tabarelli, M. & Mantovani, W. (2001) The soil seed bank during Atlantic Forest re-
generation in Southeast Brazil. Brazilian Journal of Biology, 61, 35–44. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0034​-71082​00100​0100006

Barbosa, T.A.P. & Montag, L.F.A. (2017) The role of Lithodoras dorsalis (Siluriformes: 
Doradidae) as seed disperser in eastern Amazon. Neotropical Ichthyology, 15, 1–10. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/1982-0224-20160061

Barnett, A.A., Almeida, T., Spironello, W.R., Sousa Silva, W., MacLarnon, A. & Ross, C. (2012) 
Terrestrial foraging by Cacajao melanocephalus ouakary (primates) in Amazonian Brazil: 
is choice of seed patch size and position related to predation risk? Folia Primatologica 
(Basel)., 83, 126–139. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1159/00034​3591

Bezerra, J.S., Arroyo-Rodríguez, J.M.T., Leal, A., Leal, I.R. & Tabarelli, M. (2022) Drastic 
impoverishment of the soil seed bank in a tropical dry forest exposed to slash-and-burn 
agriculture. Forest Ecology and Management, 513, 120185. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.foreco.2022.120185

Braga, E.O. & Jardim, M.A.G. (2019) Florística, estrutura e formas de vida do estrato inferior 
de uma Floresta Ombrófila Densa Aluvial, Pará, Brasil. Ciência Florestal, 29, 1048–
1059. Available from: https://doi.org/10.5902/19805​09821834

Brockerhoff, E.G., Barbaro, L., Castagneyrol, B., Forrester, D.I., Gardiner, B., González-
Olabarria, J.R. et al. (2017) Forest biodiversity, ecosystem functioning and the provision 
of ecosystem services. Biodiversity and Conservation, 26, 3005–3035. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s1053​1-017-1453-2

Brondízio, E.S., Moran, E.F., Mausel, P. & Wu, Y. (1994) Land use change in the Amazon 
estuary: patterns of caboclo settlement and landscape management. Human Ecology, 
22, 249–278. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF021​68853

Brondízio, E.S., Safar, C.A.M. & Siqueira, A.D. (2002) The urban market of acai fruit (Euterpe 
oleracea Mart.) and rural land use change: ethnographic insights into the role of price 
and land tenure constraining agricultural. Urban Ecosystem, 6, 67–97.

Campbell, A.J., Carvalheiro, L.G., Maués, M.M., Jaffé, R., Giannini, T.C., Freitas, M.A.B. et 
al. (2018) Anthropogenic disturbance of tropical forests threatens pollination services 
to açaí palm in the Amazon river delta. Journal of Applied Ecology, 55, 1725–1736. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.13086

Cavalcante, D.V., Bentes, B.S. & Martinelli-Lemos, J.M. (2017) Abundance and spatial-
temporal distribution of Macrobrachium surinamicum Holthuis, 1948 (Palaemonidae) 
in the Amazon estuary, north of Brazil. Brazilian Journal of Biology, 77, 594–601. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/1519-6984.00316

Centro de Hidrografia da Marinha do Brasil. (2020) Porto de Belém (Estado do Pará) – 2020 
[WWW Document]. Centro de Hidrografia da Marinha Do Brasil https://www.marin​
ha.mil.br/chm/tabua​s-de-mare

Chalermsri, A., Ampornpan, L.A. & Purahong, W. (2020) Seed rain, soil seed bank, and seed-
ling emergence indicate limited potential for self-recovery in a highly disturbed, tropical, 
mixed deciduous forest. Plants, 9, 1–13. Available from: https://doi.org/10.3390/plant​
s9101391

Chapla, T.E. & Campos, J.B. (2011) Soil seed bank during succession at an abandoned pas-
ture in the upper Paraná river-floodplain, Brazil. Acta Scientiarum. Biological Sciences, 
33, 59–69. Available from: https://doi.org/10.4025/actas​cibio​lsci.v33i1.6391

Chazdon, R.L. (2003) Tropical forest recovery: legacies of human impact and natural distur-
bances. Perspectives in Plant Ecology, Evolution and Systematics, 6, 51–71. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1078/1433-8319-00042

Damasco, G., Anhalt, M., Perdiz, R.O., Wittmann, F., de Assis, R.L., Schöngart, J. et al. 
(2022) Certification of açaí agroforestry increases the conservation potential of the 
Amazonian tree flora. Agroforestry Systems, 96, 407–416. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1007/s1045​7-021-00727​-2

de la Peña-Domene, M., Howe, H.F., Cruz-León, E., Jiménez-Rolland, R., Lozano-Huerta, C. & 
Martínez-Garza, C. (2017) Seed to seedling transitions in successional habitats across a 
tropical landscape. Oikos, 126, 410–419. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.03394

Embrapa. (2015) Técnica aumenta produção do açaí em até cinco vezes [WWW Document]. 
https://www.embra​pa.br/busca​-de-notic​ias?p_p_id=busca​notic​ia_WAR_pcebu​
sca6_1port​let&p_p_lifec​ycle=0&p_p_state​=pop_up&

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2018.07.001
https://doi.org/10.17528/cifor/000466
https://doi.org/10.17528/cifor/000466
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0001-37652012000300018
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0001-37652012000300018
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0034-71082001000100006
https://doi.org/10.1590/1982-0224-20160061
https://doi.org/10.1159/000343591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2022.120185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2022.120185
https://doi.org/10.5902/1980509821834
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-017-1453-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02168853
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.13086
https://doi.org/10.1590/1519-6984.00316
https://www.marinha.mil.br/chm/tabuas-de-mare
https://www.marinha.mil.br/chm/tabuas-de-mare
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9101391
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9101391
https://doi.org/10.4025/actascibiolsci.v33i1.6391
https://doi.org/10.1078/1433-8319-00042
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-00727-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-021-00727-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.03394
https://www.embrapa.br/busca-de-noticias?p_p_id=buscanoticia_WAR_pcebusca6_1portlet&p_p_lifecycle=0&p_p_state=pop_up&
https://www.embrapa.br/busca-de-noticias?p_p_id=buscanoticia_WAR_pcebusca6_1portlet&p_p_lifecycle=0&p_p_state=pop_up&


1150  |      da SILVA et al.

Farris-Lopes, K., Denslow, J.S., Moser, B. & Passmore, H. (2004) Influence of a com-
mon palm, Oenocarpus mapora, on seedling establishment in a tropical moist for-
est in Panama. Journal of Tropical Ecology, 20, 429–438. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1017/S0266​46740​4001531

Fearnside, P.M., 2015. Pesquisa sobre conservação na Amazônia brasileira e a sua con-
tribuição para a manutenção da biodiversidade e uso sustentável das florestas tropic-
ais, in: Amazônia Em Tempo: Estudos Climáticos e Socioambientais. pp. 21–49.

Felizardo, S.A., Freitas, A.D.D., Marques, N.D.S. & Bezerra, D.A. (2015) Características 
biométricas de frutos e sementes de Oenocarpus bataua Mart. com procedência em 
Almeirim, Pará. Revista Verde de Agroecologia e Desenvolvimento Sustentável, 10, 09. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.18378/​rvads.v10i5.3672

Fox, J. & Weisberg, S. (2019) An R companion to applied regression, 3o. ed. Thousand Oaks CA.
Freitas, M.A.B., Magalhães, J.L.L., Carmona, C.P., Arroyo-Rodríguez, V., Vieira, I.C.G. & 

Tabarelli, M. (2021) Intensification of açaí palm management largely impoverishes tree 
assemblages in the Amazon estuarine forest. Biological Conservation, 261, 109251. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2021.109251

Freitas, M.A.B., Vieira, I.C.G., Albernaz, A.L.K.M., Magalhães, J.L.L.M. & Lees, A.C. (2015) 
Forest ecology and management floristic impoverishment of Amazonian floodplain for-
ests managed for açaí fruit production. Forest Ecology and Management, 351, 20–27. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.05.008

Gaoue, O.G., Ngonghala, C.N., Jiang, J. & Lelu, M. (2016) Towards a mechanistic under-
standing of the synergistic effects of harvesting timber and non-timber forest prod-
ucts. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 7, 398–406. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/2041-210X.12493

Hartih, F. (2022) DHARMa: residual diagnostics for hierarchical (multi-level/mixed) regres-
sion models. R Packag. Version 0.4.5.

Haugaasen, T. & Peres, C. (2005) Tree phenology in adjacent Amazonian flooded 
and unflooded forests. Biotropica, 37, 620–630. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2005.00079.x

Hawes, J.E. & Peres, C.A. (2016) Patterns of plant phenology in Amazonian seasonally 
flooded and unflooded forests. Biotropica, 48, 465–475. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/btp.12315

Hawes, J.E., Vieira, I.C.G., Magnago, L.F.S., Berenguer, E., Ferreira, J., Aragão, L.E.O.C. 
et al. (2020) A large-scale assessment of plant dispersal mode and seed traits across 
human-modified Amazonian forests. Journal of Ecology, 108, 1373–1385. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13358

Hernández-Barrios, J.C., Anten, N.P.R. & Martínez-Ramos, M. (2015) Sustainable 
harvesting of non-timber forest products based on ecological and economic 
criteria. Journal of Applied Ecology, 52, 389–401. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365-2664.12384

Holl, K.D. (1999) Factors limiting tropical rain forest regeneration in abandoned pasture: 
seed rain, seed germination, microclimate, and soil. Biotropica, 31, 229–242. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.1999.tb001​35.x

Hsieh, T.C., Ma, K.H. & Chao, A. (2016) iNEXT: an R package for rarefaction and extrapolation 
of species diversity (Hill numbers). Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 7, 1451–1456.

IBGE. (2022). População do Brasil e Unidades da Federação. https://www.ibge.gov.br/estat​
istic​as/socia​is/traba​lho/22827-censo-demog​rafico-2022.html

IdeflorBio, 2014. Etnozoologia e ofidismo na Área de Proteção Ambiental da Ilha do 
Combú, Belém-PA [WWW Document]. Belém: IdeflorBio https://idefl​orbio.pa.gov.br/
unida​des-de-conse​rvaca​o/regia​o-admin​istra​tiva-de-belem/​area-de-prote​cao-ambie​
ntal-da-ilha-do-combu/

Illukpitiya, P. & Yanagida, J.F. (2010) Farming vs forests: trade-off between agriculture and 
the extraction of non-timber forest products. Ecological Economics, 69, 1952–1963. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecole​con.2010.05.007

Inmet. (2021) Instituto Nacional de Meteorologia [WWW Document]. https://portal.inmet.gov.
br/dados​histo​ricos

Ioris, E.M. & Anderson, A.B. (1993) Estratégias econômicas de pequenos produtores ex-
trativistas no estuário amazônico (Ilha Combu, Município do Acará, Estado do Pará). 
Ciência & Trópico, 92, 217–238.

Jara-Guerrero, A., Espinosa, C.I., Méndez, M., De la Cruz, M. & Escudero, A. (2020) 
Dispersal syndrome influences the match between seed rain and soil seed bank of 
woody species in a neotropical dry forest. Journal of Vegetation Science, 31, 995–1005. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12894

Jardim, M.A.G., dos Santos, G.C., Medeiros, T.D.S. & Francez, D.C. (2007) Diversidade 
e estrutura de palmeiras em floresta de várzea do estuário amazônico. Amazônia: 
Ciência & Desenvolvimento, 2, 67–84.

Jesus, F.M., Pivello, V.R., Meirelles, S.T., Franco, G.A.D.C. & Metzger, J.P. (2012) 
The importance of landscape structure for seed dispersal in rain forest 

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467404001531
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467404001531
https://doi.org/10.18378/rvads.v10i5.3672
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2021.109251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12493
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12493
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2005.00079.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2005.00079.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.12315
https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.12315
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13358
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12384
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12384
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.1999.tb00135.x
https://www.ibge.gov.br/estatisticas/sociais/trabalho/22827-censo-demografico-2022.html
https://www.ibge.gov.br/estatisticas/sociais/trabalho/22827-censo-demografico-2022.html
https://ideflorbio.pa.gov.br/unidades-de-conservacao/regiao-administrativa-de-belem/area-de-protecao-ambiental-da-ilha-do-combu/
https://ideflorbio.pa.gov.br/unidades-de-conservacao/regiao-administrativa-de-belem/area-de-protecao-ambiental-da-ilha-do-combu/
https://ideflorbio.pa.gov.br/unidades-de-conservacao/regiao-administrativa-de-belem/area-de-protecao-ambiental-da-ilha-do-combu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2010.05.007
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/dadoshistoricos
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/dadoshistoricos
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12894


      |  1151AÇAÍ PALM INTENSIFICATION AND FOREST REGENERATION

fragments. Journal of Vegetation Science, 23, 1126–1136. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2012.01418.x

Jou, Y.J., Huang, C.C.L. & Cho, H.J. (2014) A VIF-based optimization model to alleviate 
collinearity problems in multiple linear regression. Computational Statistics, 29, 1515–
1541. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s0018​0-014-0504-3

Junk, W.J., Piedade, M.T.F., Wittmann, F., Schöngart, J. & Parolin, P. (2010) Amazonian 
floodplain forests: Ecophysiology, biodiversity and sustainable management. New 
York: Springer.

Junk, W.J., Wittmann, F., Schöngart, J. & Piedade, M.T.F. (2015) A classification of the major 
habitats of Amazonian black-water river floodplains and a comparison with their white-
water counterparts. Wetlands Ecology and Management, 23, 677–693. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s1127​3-015-9412-8

Kubitzki, K. & Ziburski, A. (1994) Seed dispersal in flood plain forests of Amazonia. 
Biotropica, 26, 30–43.

Lau, A.V. & Jardim, M.A.G. (2013) Florística e estrutura da comunidade arbórea em uma 
floresta de várzea na Área de Proteção Ambiental, Ilha do Combu, Belém, Pará. Biota 
Amazônica, 3, 88–93.

Lau, A.V. & Jardim, M.A.G. (2014) Composição e densidade do banco de sementes em uma 
floresta de várzea, Ilha do Combu, Belém-PA, Brasil. Biota Amazônia, 4, 5–14.

Legendre, P. & Legendre, L. (1998) Numerical ecology. Second English edition. Amsterdam, 
The Netherlands: Elsevier Science.

Lopez, O.R. & Kursar, T.A. (2007) Interannual variation in rainfall, drought stress and seed-
ling mortality may mediate monodominance in tropical flooded forests. Oecologia, 154, 
35–43. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s0044​2-007-0821-0

Loris E. M. & Anderson A. B. (1993) Estratégias econômicas de pequenos produtores ex-
trati vistas no estuário amazônico (Ilha Combu, Municipio do Acará, Estado do Pará). 
Ciência & Trópico, 92, 217–238.

Magalhães, J.L.L., Lopes, M.A. & De Queiroz, H.L. (2015) Development of a flooded Forest 
Anthropization index (FFAI) applied to Amazonian areas under pressure from differ-
ent human activities. Ecological Indicators, 48, 440–447. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ecoli​nd.2014.09.002

Maués, B.A.R., Jardim, M.A.G., Batista, F.D.J., Medeiros, T.D.S. & Quaresma, A.D.C. (2011) 
Composição florística e estrutura do estrato inferior da Floresta de Várzea na Área 
De Proteção Ambiental Ilha do Combu, Município de Belém, Estado Do Pará. Revista 
Árvore, 35, 669–677.

Melo, F.P.L., Dirzo, R. & Tabarelli, M. (2006) Biased seed rain in forest edges: evidence 
from the Brazilian Atlantic forest. Biological Conservation, 132, 50–60. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.03.015

Menezes, J.C., Neto, O.C.C., Azevedo, I.F.P., Machado, A.O. & Nunes, Y.R.F. (2019) Soil 
seed bank at different depths and light conditions in a dry forest in northern Minas 
Gerais. Floresta e Ambient., 26, 1–9. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/217
9-8087.031417

Mochiutti, S., Queiroz, J.A.L., Kouri, J., Malcher, E.S.L.T., Freitas, J.L. & Farias Neto, J.T. 
(2002) Geração de tecnologias para a produção sustentável e processamento de 
frutos de açaí no Estuário Amazônico. Embrapa Amapá – Congresso Brasileiro de 
Fruticultura, 17, 113–117.

Moegenburg, S.M. & Levey, D.J. (2002) Prospects for conserving biodiversity in amazo-
nian extractive reserves. Ecology Letters, 5, 320–324. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1461-0248.2002.00323.x

Moral, R.A., Hinde, J. & Demétrio, C.G.B. (2017) Half-normal plots and overdispersed mod-
els in R: the hnp package. Journal of Statistical Software, 81, 1–23. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.18637/​jss.v081.i10

Muler, A.E., Rother, D.C., Brancalion, P.S., Naves, R.P., Rodrigues, R.R. & Pizo, M.A. 
(2014) Can overharvesting of a non-timber-forest-product change the regener-
ation dynamics of a tropical rainforest? The case study of Euterpe edulis. Forest 
Ecology and Management, 324, 117–125. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
foreco.2013.09.001

Myster, R.W. (2014) Interactive effects of flooding and treefall gap formation on terra firme for-
est and várzea forest seed and seedling mechanisms and tolerances in the Ecuadorean 
Amazon. Community Ecology, 15, 212–221. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1556/
ComEc.15.2014.2.10

Myster, R.W. (2015) Comparing and contrasting flooded and unflooded forests in the Peruvian 
Amazon: seed rain. New Zealand Journal of Forestry Science, 45, 1–9. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s4049​0-015-0033-z

Nascimento, W.M.O. & Da Silva, W.R. (2005) Comportamento fisiológico de sementes 
de açaí (Euterpe oleracea Mart.) submetidas à desidratação. Revista Brasileira de 
Fruticultura, 27, 349–351. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100​-29452​00500​
0300003

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2012.01418.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2012.01418.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00180-014-0504-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11273-015-9412-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-007-0821-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1590/2179-8087.031417
https://doi.org/10.1590/2179-8087.031417
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1461-0248.2002.00323.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1461-0248.2002.00323.x
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v081.i10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2013.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2013.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1556/ComEc.15.2014.2.10
https://doi.org/10.1556/ComEc.15.2014.2.10
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40490-015-0033-z
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-29452005000300003
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-29452005000300003


1152  |      da SILVA et al.

Oksanen, A.J., Blanchet, F.G., Friendly, M., Kindt, R., Legendre, P., Mcglinn, D. et al. (2015) 
Vegan: community ecology package. 2019. R package version, 2, 10.

Oliveira, M.S.P., Carvalho, J.E.U. & Nascimento, W.M.O. (2000) Açaí (Euterpe oleracea 
Mart.). In: Série Frutas Nativas, 7 vols. Jaboticabal: FUNEP, pp. 52.

Pandit, R., Parrotta, J.A., Chaudhary, A.K., Karlen, D.L., Vieira, D.L.M., Anker, Y. et al. (2020) 
A framework to evaluate land degradation and restoration responses for improved plan-
ning and decision-making. Ecosystems and People, 16, 1–18. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1080/26395​916.2019.1697756

Parolin, P. (2000) Seed mass in Amazonian floodplain forests with contrasting nutrient sup-
plies. Journal of Tropical Ecology, 16, 417–428.

Parolin, P. (2002) Submergence tolerance vs. escape from submergence: two strategies of 
seedling establishment in Amazonian floodplains. Environmental and Experimental 
Botany, 48, 177–186. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098​-8472(02)00036​
-9

Parolin, P., De Simone, O., Haase, K., Waldhoff, D., Rottenberger, S., Kuhn, U. et al. 
(2004) Central amazonian floodplain forests: tree adaptations in a pulsing system. 
The Botanical Review, 70, 357–380. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1663/0006-
8101(2004)070[0357:CAFFT​A]2.0.CO;2

Parolin, P., Lucas, C., Piedade, M.T.F. & Wittmann, F. (2010) Drought responses of flood-
tolerant trees in Amazonian floodplains. Annals of Botany, 105, 129–139. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcp258

Parolin, P. & Wittmann, F. (2010) Struggle in the flood : tree responses to flooding stress in 
four tropical floodplain systems. AoB Plants, 2010, 1–19. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1093/aobpl​a/plq003

Parolin, P., Wittmann, F. & Ferreira, L.V. (2013) Fruit and seed dispersal in Amazonian flood-
plain trees – A review. Ecotropica, 19, 15–32.

Peres, C.A. & Lake, I.R. (2003) Extent of nontimber resource extraction in tropical forests: 
accessibility to game vertebrates by hunters in the Amazon Basin. Conservation 
Biology, 17, 521–535. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.2003.01413.x

R Development Core Team. (2019) R: language and environment for statistical computing. 
Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Ramírez, J.F., Arango, D.A. & Dique, A.J. (2015) Thinning effect on Euterpe oleracea popu-
lation dynamics in the Choco biogeographic region of Colombia. Trees, 29, 1177–1185. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s0046​8-015-1198-z

Reid, J.L., Holl, K.D. & Zahawi, R.A. (2015) Seed dispersal limitations shift over time in trop-
ical forest restoration. Ecological Applications, 25, 1072–1082. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1890/14-1399.1

Roosmalen, M.G.M. (1985) Fruits of the Guianan flora. Utrecht, Netherlands: University 
ofUtrecth.

Russo, S.E. & Augspurger, C.K. (2004) Aggregated seed dispersal by spider monkeys limits 
recruitment to clumped patterns in Virola calophylla. Ecology Letters, 7, 1058–1067. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2004.00668.x

Russo, S.E., Portnoy, S. & Augspurger, C.K. (2006) Incorporating animal behavior into seed 
dispersal models: implications for seed shadows. Ecology, 87, 3160–3174. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2006)87[3160:IABIS​D]2.0.CO;2

SEMAS. (2013) Instrução normativa No 009/2013 [WWW Document]. www.semas.pa.gov.
br/2013/12/30/instr​ucao-norma​tiva-no-00920​10/

Senior, R.A., Hill, J.K., González del Pliego, P., Goode, L.K. & Edwards, D.P. (2017) A pan-
tropical analysis of the impacts of forest degradation and conversion on local tem-
perature. Ecology and Evolution, 7, 7897–7908. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/
ece3.3262

Shahabuddin, G. & Prasad, S. (2004) Assessing ecological sustainability of non-timber 
Forest produce extraction: the Indian scenario. Conservation and Society, 2, 235–250.

Sousa, F.F., Vieira-da_Silva, C. & Barros, F.B. (2018) The (in)visible market of miriti (Mauritia 
flexuosa L.f.) fruits, the “winter acai”, in Amazonian riverine communities of Abaetetuba, 
Northern Brazil. GECCO, 14, e00393. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
GECCO.2018.E00393

Sousa, T.R., Costa, F.R.C., Bentos, T.V., Leal Filho, N., Mesquita, R.C.G. & Ribeiro, I.O. (2017) 
The effect of forest fragmentation on the soil seed bank of Central Amazonia. Forest 
Ecology and Management, 393, 105–112. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
foreco.2017.03.020

Terborgh, J., Alvarez-loayza, P., Dexter, K., Cornejo, F. & Carrasco, C. (2011) Decomposing 
dispersal limitation: limits on fecundity or seed distribution? Journal of Ecology, 99, 
935–944. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2011.01836.x

Terborgh, J., Nuñez, N.H., Loayza, P.A. & Valverde, F.C. (2017) Gaps contribute tree diver-
sity to a tropical floodplain forest. Ecology, 98, 2895–2903. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1002/ecy.1991

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1080/26395916.2019.1697756
https://doi.org/10.1080/26395916.2019.1697756
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-8472(02)00036-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-8472(02)00036-9
https://doi.org/10.1663/0006-8101(2004)070%5B0357:CAFFTA%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1663/0006-8101(2004)070%5B0357:CAFFTA%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcp258
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plq003
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plq003
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.2003.01413.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-015-1198-z
https://doi.org/10.1890/14-1399.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/14-1399.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2004.00668.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2006)87%5B3160:IABISD%5D2.0.CO;2
http://www.semas.pa.gov.br/2013/12/30/instrucao-normativa-no-0092010/
http://www.semas.pa.gov.br/2013/12/30/instrucao-normativa-no-0092010/
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.3262
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.3262
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.GECCO.2018.E00393
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.GECCO.2018.E00393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2017.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2017.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2011.01836.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1991
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1991


      |  1153AÇAÍ PALM INTENSIFICATION AND FOREST REGENERATION

Terborgh, J., Zhu, K., Alvarez Loayza, P. & Cornejo Valverde, F. (2019) Seed limitation in an 
Amazonian floodplain forest. Ecology, 100, 1–8. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/
ecy.2642

Ticktin, T. (2004) The ecological implications of harvesting non-timber forest prod-
ucts. Journal of Applied Ecology, 41, 11–21. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2004.00859.x

Tobler, M.W., Janovec, J.P. & Cornejo, F. (2010) Frugivory and seed dispersal by the low-
land tapir Tapirus terrestris in the Peruvian Amazon. Biotropica, 42, 215–222. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00549.x

Trauernicht, C. & Ticktin, T. (2005) The effects of non-timber forest product cultivation on 
the plant community structure and composition of a humid tropical forest in southern 
Mexico. Forest Ecology and Management, 219, 269–278. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.foreco.2005.09.005

Tregidgo, D., Campbell, A.J., Rivero, S., Freitas, M.A.B. & Almeida, O. (2020) Vulnerability of 
the Açaí palm to climate change. Human Ecology, 48, 505–514. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s1074​5-020-00172​-2

Trindade, D.P.F., Sfair, J.C., de Paula, A.S., Barros, M.F. & Tabarelli, M. (2020) Water avail-
ability mediates functional shifts across ontogenetic stages in a regenerating season-
ally dry tropical forest. Journal of Vegetation Science, 31, 1090–1101. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12896

Venables, N.W. & Smith, D.M. (2018) An introduction to R. Quantitative Geography: The 
Basics, 4, 250–286. Available from: https://doi.org/10.4135/97814​73920​446.n12

Weinstein, S. & Moegenburg, S. (2004) Açaí palm Management in the Amazon Estuary: 
course for conservation or passage to plantations? Conservation and Society, 2, 
315–346.

Wittmann, A.D.O., Lopes, A., Conserva, A.D.S., Wittmann, F. & Piedade, M.T.F. (2010) Seed 
germination and seedling establishment of Amazonian floodplain trees. In: Junk, W.J., 
Piedade, M.T.F. & Wittmann, F. (Eds.) Amazonian floodplain forests: Ecophysiology, 
biodiversity and sustainable managemente. New York: Springer, pp. 259–280. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-8725-6

Wittmann, A.D.O., Piedade, M.T.F., Wittmann, F. & Parolin, P. (2007) Patterns of structure 
and seedling diversity along a flooding and successional gradient in Amazonian flood-
plain forests. Pesquisas. Botânica, 58, 119–138.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: da 
Silva, G.R., Tabarelli, M., 
Jardim, M.A.G., Cruz, E.D. & 
Barros, M.F. (2023) Açaí palm 
management disturbs seed 
rain and soil seed bank of an 
Amazonian estuarine forest. 
Austral Ecology, 48, 1132–
1153. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1111/aec.13347

 14429993, 2023, 6, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/aec.13347 by M

useu Paraense E
m

ílio G
oeldi, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [13/01/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.2642
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.2642
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2004.00859.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2004.00859.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00549.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2005.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2005.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10745-020-00172-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10745-020-00172-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12896
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781473920446.n12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-8725-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/aec.13347
https://doi.org/10.1111/aec.13347

	Açaí palm management disturbs seed rain and soil seed bank of an Amazonian estuarine forest
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Study area
	Seed rain and soil seed bank of woody species
	Functional and ecological groups
	Flooding and human accessibility to forest stands
	Data analysis

	RESULTS
	Seed rain
	Soil seed bank

	DISCUSSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


