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Abstract Gullies are significant contributors to soil 
degradation in several regions of Brazil, including 
Minas Gerais, where erosion processes have caused 
soil loss. The characterization of erosion processes 
is crucial for the application of measures for recov-
ering degraded areas and reducing erosion impacts. 
This study models soil loss with the use of InVEST 
software and assesses the impact of three different 
scenarios, namely (1) implementation of soil con-
servation practices and replacement of pasture areas 
for temporary agriculture, (2) reforestation of pasture 
areas, and (3) preservation of ciliary forests. Soil loss, 
sediment exportation, retention, and deposition for 

the present scenario (2019), as well as the three afore-
mentioned hypothetical scenarios, were estimated. In 
the present scenario, the estimated mean annual soil 
loss was 2.75 t/ha year, with 1,449.54 t/year sediment 
exportation, 9,042.13 t/year retention, and 1,449.54 
t/year deposition. The model predicted scenario 1 
would result in 2.23 t/ha year mean annual soil loss, 
1,300.59 t/year sediment exportation, 9,191.08 t/year 
retention, and 11,755.76 t/year deposition. Scenario 2 
showed 1.92 t/ha year mean annual soil loss, 1,046.69 
t/year sediment exportation, 9,444.98 t/year retention, 
and 10,229.77 t/year deposition, whereas the results 
for scenario 3 were 2.36 t/ha year, 616.65 t/year, 
9,862.06 t/year, and 13,206.47 t/year, respectively. 
Reforestation and preservation of ciliary forests, 
along with soil conservation practices, were effective 
measures for reducing soil loss. Such findings are val-
uable for the management of areas degraded by ero-
sion processes.

Keywords Erosion · Degraded areas · InVEST · 
Sediment exportation · Gully

Introduction

Soil results from interactions among atmosphere, 
hydrosphere, and biosphere with lithosphere (White, 
2006). Therefore, it is multifunctional and essential 
to maintain environmental quality of water, climate, 
and biodiversity, provide food and energy security, 

Supplementary Information The online version 
contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s10661- 024- 12509-1.

A. K. M. Soares · V. G. S. Rodrigues (*) 
Department of Geotechnical Engineering, São Carlos 
School of Engineering, University of São Paulo, 400 
Trabalhador Sãocarlense Ave, Sao Carlos, SP 13566-590, 
Brazil
e-mail: valguima@usp.br

S. Crestana 
Brazilian Agricultural Research Corporation, Embrapa 
Instrumentation, 1452 XV de Novembro Rd, Sao Carlos, 
SP 13560-970, Brazil

R. R. M. Ferreira 
Brazilian Agricultural Research Corporation, Embrapa 
Territorial, 303 Soldado Passarinho Ave, Campinas, 
SP 13070-115, Brazil

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s10661-024-12509-1&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8937-839X
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-024-12509-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-024-12509-1


 Environ Monit Assess         (2024) 196:358 

1 3

  358  Page 2 of 25

Vol:. (1234567890)

and support urbanization and infrastructure (Blanco 
& Lal, 2008; McBratney et al., 2014). Soil degrada-
tion occurs when quality losses are higher than resil-
iency capacity and the soil loses its environmental 
functionalities, due to anthropogenic processes (e.g., 
industrial, urban, and agricultural uses) or natural 
ones induced by human activities (e.g., erosion, mass 
movements, and subsidence) (Zuquette et  al., 2013; 
Zuquette, 2015). Erosion processes indicate detach-
ment of soil particles, transport by erosive agents, and 
deposition of sediment when the energy is not suf-
ficient to sustain the sediments movement (Morgan, 
2005). The removal of particles from eroded geologi-
cal material corresponds to soil loss, whereas trans-
ported particles consist of exported sediments. The 
sediment retention occurs when the energy provided 
by the erosive agent is lower than normal forces and 
the particle does not move. If particles are already 
being transported and erosive agents’ energy lowers, 
their movement stops, and they are deposited — cor-
responding to sediment deposition.

Accelerated soil erosion has on-site and off-site 
impacts to the environment, agronomy, ecology, 
economy, and society (Lal, 2001; Morgan, 2005; 
Blanco & Lal, 2008). Erosion directly contributes to 
removing fine sediments and thinning topsoil. Indi-
rectly, erosive processes cause productivity reduction, 
lower soil fertility, alterations in soil, water, and bio-
logical dynamics, topographic changes, greenhouse 
gases emission, and desertification (Blanco & Lal, 
2008; Rodrigues et  al., 2015; Lal, 2020; Lal, 2022). 
The combination of eroded areas and land misman-
agement results in losses of productive areas in rural 
areas (Bertoni & Lombardi Neto, 2010), strongly 
affecting small producers. Additionally, soil erosion 
impacts are in consonance with several UN Sustain-
able Development Goals, namely (2) zero hunger; (6) 
clean water and sanitation; (8) decent work and eco-
nomic growth; (12) responsible consumption and pro-
duction; (13) climate action; and (15) life in land.

In Brazil, along with equatorial, tropical, and 
subtropical climate regions, the dominant erosion 
type is water erosion or hydric erosion. It is con-
trolled by the interaction of water intensity, volume, 
and velocity with the geological materials, subject 
to their properties, topography, and vegetation cover 
(Blanco & Lal, 2008). The concentration of superfi-
cial waterflow along with subterranean flow defines 
the formation of gullies (Poesen et al., 2003; Blanco 

& Lal, 2008; Rotta & Zuquette, 2015), in which the 
complexity requires an integrated study for assess-
ments of the main conditioning properties and trig-
gering erosion agents.

Areas intensely affected by erosion processes 
(e.g., the Palmital stream watershed in Nazareno and 
Conceição da Barra de Minas, Minas Gerais, Brazil) 
must be characterized for a proper comprehension 
of the attributes related to erodibility and erosivity 
interplay. The Palmital stream watershed region has 
faced erosion problems, motivating its study since 
1996 (Bono et al., 1996), with gullies mapping and 
characterization of the area (Araújo, 2006; Araújo 
et  al., 2018; Bono et  al., 1996; Cassaro, 2015, 
2018; Coelho et  al., 2012; Ferreira, 2005; Ferreira 
& Ferreira, 2015; Ferreira et al., 2009, 2011, 2012; 
Gomide, 2009; Mello et  al., 2012; Oliveira, 2015; 
Pereira et  al., 2012, 2014; Real, 2019; Real et  al., 
2020a, 2020b; Sampaio, 2014; Sampaio et al., 2013, 
2016, 2017; Silva, 2006; Silva et al., 2008a, 2008b; 
Soares, 2022). Both environmental properties and 
patterns of land use and land cover (LULC) are the 
main contributors to the development of numer-
ous gullies in the area, which are interconnected by 
subsurface flow and watercourses (Real, 2019; Real 
et al., 2020a). Such an interconnectivity generates a 
cascade of self-feeding events, entailing conducive 
circumstances for the perpetuation of erosion pro-
cesses, challenges for a successful gully restoration, 
and manifold repercussions of erosion, notably soil 
loss.

Since erosive feature development depends on 
both environmental conditions and triggering agents, 
changes of their dynamics will also change erosion 
evolution, for instance, if rainfall patterns are altered 
and concentrate in fewer days — leading to higher 
volume and velocity of water, as well as greater soil 
water content — erosion rate rises. INMET (2017) 
stated that there have been irregularities on rain dis-
tribution since 2013/2014 in Minas Gerais (Brazil), 
resulting in lower volumes of precipitation between 
January and February and worse hydric conditions 
of soil. Additionally, the South Atlantic Convergence 
Zone (SACZ) contributed to persistent and heavy rain 
episodes, which ranged between two to three times 
the monthly average (INMET, 2020; INMET, 2021). 
Soares (2022) compared gullies mapped in 2016 and 
2019 satellite images and identified erosion progres-
sion in the Palmital stream watershed, due to erodible 
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soil exposing in conjunction with change in rainfall 
patterns.

Models simplify reality to support predictions on 
a system’s behavior considering specific conditions 
to its functioning (Morgan, 2005). The application of 
models is possible in various ways and purposes. For 
instance, modeling erosion can simulate resilience 
of soil, runoff, and soil loss rates. Then, it is easier 
to comprehend erosive processes; evaluate large-
scale impacts to soil productivity and water quality; 
identify strategies to erosion control; and evaluate 
soil conservation practices performance to reducing 
erosive processes (Blanco & Lal, 2008; Morgan and 
Nearing, 2011; Soares, 2022). Modeling techniques 
that encompass various alternative scenarios must 
be adopted for a comprehensive assessment of the 
impacts of LULC changes on soil loss through gully 
erosion. The incorporation of those scenarios enables 
the derivation of quantitative and qualitative insights 
into the dynamics of sediment transport; hence, 
it facilitates decision-making among stakeholders 
regarding areas prone to erosion or those already 
degraded.

The soil system is connected to the four ecosys-
tem services classes, namely: provisioning, regula-
tory, cultural, and supporting (MEA, 2005). Soil 
ecosystem services can be affected by compaction, 
contamination, erosive processes, fragmentation of 
vegetation, and reduction of soil fertility, biodiver-
sity, and carbon stock (Prado et  al., 2016). In this 
context, Integrated Valuation of Ecosystem Services 
and Tradeoffs (InVEST) software was developed 
to assess ecosystem services. The software has low 
to medium complexity regarding hardware require-
ments and data processing and is integrated to the 
Geographic Information System (GIS) environment 
(Cong et al., 2020). The software is open-source and 
free, which encompasses several models for ecosys-
tem services, allowing the evaluation of relationships 
between supplies, services, and benefits (Azevedo, 
2017; Natural Capital Project, 2021). The applica-
tion of InVEST software is advantageous to compute 
biophysical and socioeconomic metrics both in high 
and low data volume (Hamel et al., 2015). Sediment 
delivery ratio (SDR), one of InVEST built-in models, 
enables analyses of soil loss and sediments dynamics 
in watersheds or subwatersheds under investigation, 
thus assisting public policies planning and recov-
ery of degraded areas (Soares, 2022). SDR-InVEST 

model maps sediment generation and its transporta-
tion to watercourses considering sources (areas where 
erosion surpasses deposition) and sinks (areas of trap-
ping and/or deposition of sediments) (Natural Capi-
tal Project, 2021). It has mapped areas more vulner-
able to erosion processes (Bouguerra & Jebari, 2018; 
Bouguerra et  al., 2021; Karunaratne et  al., 2022; 
Meraj et  al., 2022; Oleson et  al., 2017; Ougougdal 
et al., 2020; Perera et al., 2020), compared temporal 
sequences or scenarios of LULC changes (Aneseyee 
et al., 2020; Bendito et al., 2023; Cunha et al., 2022; 
Gong et al., 2021; Guo et al., 2023; Kulsoontornrat & 
Ongsomwang, 2021; Liu et al., 2020; Marques et al., 
2021; Matomela et  al., 2022; Perovic et  al., 2018; 
Rodrigues & Ferreira, 2021; Tamire et al., 2022; Zhou 
et al., 2019), and integrated the model with Geodetec-
tor (Guo et al., 2023; Matomela et al., 2022). In Bra-
zil, institutions such as EMBRAPA (Brazilian Agri-
cultural Research Corporation) and INPE (National 
Institute for Space Research) have collaborated with 
university researchers to testing InVEST (Bendito 
et al., 2023; Christo & Garrastazu, 2011; Guo et al., 
2023; Horokoski et  al., 2013; Hyslop et  al., 2019, 
2020; Weiser et  al., 2012), especially SDR (Lemos 
et al., 2023; Rodrigues & Ferreira, 2021) and carbon 
(Cardoso et al., 2023; Castanhari et al., 2011) models. 
Therefore, the use of InVEST models enables geospa-
tial interpretations of interactions among topography, 
erodibility, erosivity, and land use and land cover pat-
terns, which is essential for the understanding of ero-
sion consequences in a watershed. The simulation of 
alternatives scenarios through changes in parameters 
— such as LULC, erodibility, and erosivity — sup-
ports policymaking and area management, strength-
ening ecosystem services provided to population and 
amplifying sustainability (Soares, 2022). Synergistic 
and trade-off relationships between ecosystem ser-
vices are associated with both natural environment 
and human activity (Zhao et  al., 2022); therefore, 
alterations in land management will repercuss in the 
area.

This study evaluates soil loss in the Palmital 
stream watershed (Minas Gerais), where over 60 have 
been mapped, through InVEST application and con-
sidering the present scenario and three hypothetical 
ones. Regardless of being a case study of a Brazilian 
area, assessing more information about soil erosion 
and ecosystem services can support studies in similar 
areas — for instance, tropical regions — and compose 
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a global context of erosion processes behavior, conse-
quences, and recovering or minimizing impact tech-
niques. Furthermore, exploring hypothetical scenar-
ios provides an analysis especially useful considering 
climatic changes, an urgent issue that requires atten-
tion when planning LULC, studying conservation 
measures efficiency, and addressing degradation.

Materials and methods

Study area

The Palmital stream watershed (Fig. 1) is located in 
Nazareno and Conceição da Barra de Minas munici-
palities, in the south of Minas Gerais state, Brazil. It 

Fig. 1  Map of the Palmital stream watershed
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comprises Beta de Baixo, Beta de Cima, Charuteiro, 
Forro, Fundo, Pitanga, Sapecado, Sítio, and Teix-
eira stream watersheds, with a 5866  ha total area. 
Soares (2022) identified 65 gullies in the watershed, 
corresponding to 404.48 ha of degraded area.

The climate is characterized by rainy summers 
and dry winters, with a 1,350  mm average annual 
rainfall and temperatures ranging from 8  °C to 
28 °C (INMET, 2022). The rainy season goes from 
October to March, especially November to January. 
An irregular rainfall distribution has been reported 
since 2014, when lower volumes of precipitation 
were detected in January and February, result-
ing in heat waves that decrease soil hydric condi-
tions, since the water absorbed by the soil evapo-
rates before the typical period, impacting the crops 
growth (INMET, 2017). Moreover, climate changes 
associated with the South Atlantic Convergence 
Zone (SACZ) have caused intense and persistent 
rainstorms, twice to three times higher than the 
average rainfall (INMET, 2020; INMET, 2021).

The natural vegetation of Nazareno and Con-
ceição da Barra de Minas is composed of Atlan-
tic Rainforest and Brazilian Savannah (Cerrado) 
(IBGE, 2004) and has been switched for pastures 
and crops of soybeans, corn, and coffee, as well as 
urban areas.

Elevations in Nazareno range from 1140 to 839 m, 
with strong relief in the gully region (Horta et  al., 
2009), and from approximately 1091 to 897 m in the 
watershed. The geology is represented by Cassiterita 
Orthogneiss, Nazareno Formation, and Represa dos 
Camargos Metadiorite (Soares, 2022), paleoprotero-
zoic units with an elongated shape in the ENE-WSW 
direction (Ávila et  al., 2019). The Lenheiro shear 
zone and greenstone belts are at its southern limits 
(Ávila et al., 2003).

Red-yellow Oxisol, red Oxisol, and Cambisols 
are the typical soil types in the area (Ferreira, 2005; 
Horta, 2006; Horta et  al., 2005, 2009). Oxisols are 
dystrophic and clayey, with high levels of sesquiox-
ides and aluminum oxides and lower levels of silica 
and organic matter. Cambisols are dystrophic and alic 
shallow soils with superficial encrusting and low per-
meability (Horta, 2006; Horta et al., 2009). In com-
parison with Oxisols, they are more erodible, due to 
slower drainage, stoniness, fewer vegetal cover, and 
relief and slope characteristics (Ferreira, 2005). In the 
watershed, Oxisols are on top of Cambisols and their 

removal leads to soil exposition to weathering and 
erosion (Sampaio, 2014).

SDR-InVEST framework

SDR-InVEST model, a built-in package that map 
sediment sources and delivery to the sinks (where 
sediment deposits), provides information to bet-
ter understand the service of sediment retention in a 
catchment. The model maps and quantifies soil loss 
and sediment exportation, retention, and deposition 
of a given watershed. Additionally, it is possible to 
simulate alternative or hypothetical scenarios through 
the alteration of attributes — particularly those more 
susceptible to changes with time, namely LULC, 
conservation practices, and climate (Soares, 2022). 
The capacity of mapping, quantifying, and predict-
ing soil erosion and sediment exportation, retention, 
and deposition contributes to better decision on land 
management. When comparing InVEST to other 
similar modeling software, there are several differ-
ences regarding methodology and algorithms, as well 
as data requirements and processing time. Due to the 
simpler nature of input and processing, InVEST is a 
better alternative to promptly assessing current state 
and scenarios of areas with limited amount of data. 
As limitations, InVEST may not accurately represent 
tropical climate, which should be validated with more 
research in tropical regions. The model’s validation 
will be possible with time and comparisons between 
modeled results and reality results.

The module computes the amount of annual soil 
loss from each pixel of the digital elevation model 
(DEM) and then computes the proportion of soil 
loss that reaches the stream (Natural Capital Project, 
2021). The model is based on Revised Universal Soil 
Loss Equation (RUSLE), which can be applied to 
greater areas, as watersheds (Silva, 2008; Wischmeier 
& Smith, 1965). The RUSLE formula is show in 
Eq.  1, where usle = annual soil loss (tons/ha/year); 
R = rainfall erosivity (MJ mm/(ha h)); K = soil erod-
ibility (ton ha h/(MJ ha mm)); LS = slope length-gra-
dient factor (unitless); C = crop-management factor 
(unitless); P = support practice factor (unitless).

The LS factor is calculated by InVEST, accord-
ing to the method for a two-dimensional surface, 
proposed by Desmet and Govers (1996), as shown 

(1)usle = R × K × LS × C × P
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in Eq.  2, where S = slope factor for grid cell cal-
culated as a function of slope radians θ (Eqs. 3 and 
4); Ai-in = contributing area at the inlet of a grid cell 
which is computed from the multiple-flow direction 
method  (m2); D = grid cell linear dimension (m); 
xi = mean of aspect weighted by proportional outflow 
from grid cell i determined by a multiple-flow direc-
tion algorithm (Eq. 5); and m = RUSLE length expo-
nent factor (Eqs. 6 to 11), which is capped to 333 m 
to avoid overestimation in heterogeneous landscapes 
(Natural Capital Project, 2021).

The connectivity index (IC) is computed for 
each pixel, as a function of the area upslope of each 
pixel (Dup) and the flow path between the pixel and 
the nearest stream (Ddn), as represented in Eq.  11. 
Therefore, upslope is related to the transport, and 
downslope is corresponding to retention (Natural 
Capital Project, 2021).

The upslope and downslope components are 
defined by mathematical relations shown in 

(2)LS = S ×

(

Ai−in + D2
)m+1

− Am+1
i−in

Dm+2 × xm
i
× (22.13)m

(3)S = 10.8 × sin(𝜃) + 0.03 where 𝜃 < 9%

(4)S = 16.8 × sin(�) − 0.50 where � ≥ 9%

(5)
∑

d∈{0,7}

P
i
(d)

x
d

where � ≥ 9%

(6)m = 0.2 for slope ≤ 1%

(7)m = 0.3 for 1% < slope ≤ 3.5%

(8)m = 0.4 for 3.5 < slope ≤ 5%

(9)m = 0.5 for 5% < slope ≤ 9%

(10)m =
�

1 + �
where � =

sin�

0.0986

3sin�0.8 + 0.56
for slope ≥ 9%

(11)IC = log10

(

Dup

Ddn

)

Eqs.  12  and 13, respectively, where C = aver-
age C factor of the upslope contributing area; S 
= average slope gradient of the upslope contrib-
uting area (m/m); A = upslope contributing area 
 (m2); di = length of the flow path along the ith cell 
according to the steepest downslope direction (m); 
Ci = C factor of the ith cell; and Si = slope factor of 
the ith cell. Ci and Si minimum and maximum lim-
its are 0.005 m/m and 1 m/m, respectively, to avoid 
infinite values (Natural Capital Project, 2021).

The proportion of sediment that reach the stream 
corresponds to the sediment delivery ratio and is cal-
culated as shown in Eq. 14, where SDRi = SDR ratio 
for a pixel i; SDRmax = maximum theoretical SDR, 
set to an average value of 0.8; IC0 and k = calibra-
tion parameters that define the shape of the SDR-IC 
relationship.

The amount of sediment eroded from a given 
pixel that reaches the stream, sediment export, is 
given by Eq. 15. The sediment deposition consists of 
the amount of sediment deposited on the landscape 
downstream from the source, which do not reach the 
stream, given by Eq. 16.

Modeling process

The models for each scenario were generated in 
InVEST 3.9.0 software, following the sequence of 
processes as shown in Fig. 2, that is, data gathering 
and processing, calibration, data input, and modeling. 
Raster (TIF) and shapefile (SHP) data were pro-
cessed in ArcMap 10.4. Matrix data were converted 

(12)Dup = CS
√

A

(13)Ddn =
∑

i

di

CiSi

(14)SDRi =
SDRmax

1 + exp
(

IC0−ICi

k

)

(15)Ei = uslei × SDRi

(16)E�i = uslei
(

1 − SDRi

)
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Fig. 2  Flowchart of applied 
methodology
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from raster files to TIF format and vector data were 
inserted as a shapefile file. The biophysical table was 
a CSV file.

The default values from InVEST SDR model were 
applied to threshold flow accumulation, Borselli k 
parameter, Borselli IC0 parameter, and max SDR 
value (1000, 2, 0.5, and 0.8, respectively).

The watershed limits were based on Naza-
reno (SF-23-X-C-I-2) (IBGE, 1975a) and Itutinga 
(SF-23-X-C-I-4) (IBGE, 1975b) topographic maps, 
on a 1:50,000 scale, from Brazilian Institute of Geog-
raphy and Statistics (IBGE). DEM was generated as a 
raster file in ArcMap with “Raster Interpolation” and 
“Hydrology – Fill” tools.

The rainfall erosivity index (R) was generated 
from the interpolation of rainfall mean data of Lavras 
and São João del Rei (Minas Gerais, Brazil) weather 
stations, from 1991 to 2021. The point format shape-
file classes were weather station name, latitude, longi-
tude, mean rainfall, and years considered in the mean 
rainfall calculation. Coordinates were converted from 
WGS 1984 datum to SIRGAS 2000 23S Zone datum, 
and the geoprocessing environment included the fol-
lowing municipalities: Nazareno, Conceição da Barra 
de Minas, Lavras, São João del Rei, Bom Sucesso, 
Carrancas, Ibituruna, Ijaci, Itumirim, Itutinga, Ritáp-
olis, and São Tiago. The interpolation was performed 
by the inverse distance weighted (IDW) interpolation 
tool from spatial analysis package, which assumes 
a decrease in the variable being mapped consider-
ing its distance from its sampled location, therefore 
determining cell values using a linearly weighted 
combination of a set of sample points through a func-
tion of inverse distance (as informed in ArcGIS 10.4 
software documentation). IDW interpolation of ero-
sivity is given by Eq. 17, where Zi = rainfall erosivity 
or erosivity interpolated at the point i (MJ mm/ha/h); 
dij = distance between the points i and j; Zj = rainfall 
erosivity or erosivity density calculated at the point j 
(MJ mm/ha/h); and n = number of neighboring points 
used in interpolation (Teixeira et al., 2022).

The soil erodibility raster was based on a soil 
survey conducted by Federal University of Viçosa 

(17)Zi =

∑n=30

j=1

�

Zj

d2
ij

�

∑n=30

j=1

�

1

d2
ij

�

(UFV), Technological Center Foundation from 
Minas Gerais (CETEC), Federal University of Lavras 
(UFLA), and State Foundation of the Environment 
from Minas Gerais (FEAM-MG), on a 1:100,000 
scale (UFV, 2010). The units considered were rock 
exposition, red-yellow Oxisol, red Oxisol, and Cam-
bisols. Soil erodibility values were obtained from the 
literature (Table 1).

LULC characteristics of a given area influence ero-
sive processes development due to its role in protect-
ing or exposing the geologic material and in chang-
ing conditions for infiltration and runoff dynamics. 
According to Blanco and Lal (2008), vegetation cover 
may intercept, absorb, and reduce energy from rain-
drops. An exposed soil is more likely to erode, since 
it lacks a physical barrier to water’s erosive energy 
(Soares, 2022). Changes in LULC may accelerate nat-
ural erosion, especially due to soil mismanagement, 
deforestation, unpaved roads without a drainage sys-
tem, overgrazing, over farming, and inadequate prac-
tices (Poesen et al., 2003; Real, 2019; Valentin et al., 
2005).

Land use and land cover data were obtained from 
29 satellite images from July 1, 2019 (Maxar Tech-
nologies), obtained from Google Earth PRO, provid-
ing free data with great quality regarding to resolu-
tion. Real (2019) and Soares (2022) mapped LULC 
from 2016 images, and it was needed to update data 
using more recent images, especially considering 
climate changes in the area as reported in INMET 
(2017, 2020, 2021). Visual representation of the sat-
ellite images of the watershed is given in Supplemen-
tary Material.

The LULC map had bare soil, gully, unpaved 
road, urban area and paved road, grass, coffee, tem-
porary agriculture, pasture, planted forest, forest, and 
water as classes. The LULC features were saved in 
a shapefile (polygon format) after the polygons had 
been clipped. Therefore, only the elements in the 

Table 1  Soil erodibility values in the Palmital stream watershed

Soil classification Erodibility (Mg 
ha/MJ/mm)

Sources

Red Oxisol 0.0100 Silva (1997 apud 
Beskow et al., 2009)

Red-yellow Oxisol 0.0032 Silva et al. (2009)
Cambisol 0.0355 Silva et al. (2009)
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watershed were considered. The LULC map for sce-
nario 3 showed a 30-m buffer from the rivers, corre-
sponding to the permanent preserved area (ciliary for-
est). Consequently, the shapefiles were converted to a 
raster file by “Polygon to Raster” and then to TIF by 
“Export Data”.

The biophysical table (Table 2) provides informa-
tion on LULC classification, respective c (land use 
and management) and p (conservation practices) fac-
tors, and sources.

The model was calibrated through a compari-
son of the resultant “Stream” raster with a shapefile 
of the study area’s hydrography and different val-
ues of “Threshold Flow Accumulation,” namely 75, 
750, 1000, and 1250 were tested. Those values were 
arbitrarily chosen to observe the adjustment of the 
outcome, and the best adjustment indicated greater 
calibration of the model. As observed in Figs. 3 and 
4, the better adjustment was made when a threshold 
flow accumulation of 1000 was applied. Therefore, it 
was used in all scenarios.

Gully development in the watershed is especially 
related to areas of pasture and temporary agricul-
ture, as observed in previous research (Cassaro, 
2015, 2018; Real, 2019; Real et  al., 2020a, 2020b; 
Sampaio, 2014; Sampaio et  al., 2016, 2017); there-
fore, it was necessary to evaluate if changes in those 
LULC classes would have major implications in ero-
sion process, assessed through soil loss and sediment 
transport information. Pastures are predominant in 

the watershed and generally are associated with mis-
management and land degradation due to poor veg-
etation covering, soil compaction by cattle, and lower 
maintenance. Following a tendency of substitution 
of pasture areas for temporary agriculture, observed 
between 2016 and 2019, due to the rise of grains 
prices (Soares, 2022), it was chosen to model a sce-
nario (scenario 1) that followed this trend, along with 
conservation practices, which would also have posi-
tive impacts to minimizing erosion. A more optimis-
tic scenario (scenario 2) simulated the replacement of 
pastures for planted forests, testing reforestation as an 
extreme measure to contain erosion. Finally, scenario 
3 modeled the successful preservation of ciliary for-
ests (areas up to 30 m from the watercourses), accord-
ing to Law nº 12,651/2012 (Brasil, 2012), which is 
already legally required but not effectively adopted. 
Then, those scenarios support a comparative analy-
sis of LULC influence to soil loss in the area, mostly 
related to soil vulnerability to erosive agents and def-
lagrant agents.

All scenarios modeled had the same input data, 
except for LULC raster and biophysical table. LULC 
classes and c and p factors were the categories and 
values defined for 2019 for the present scenario. 
Alterations were made in LULC classes and in c and 
p factors (defined in biophysical tables for the hypo-
thetical scenarios in function of the criteria adopted).

Individual results for each LULC class were 
obtained from biophysical tables specific for the 

Table 2  Biophysical table 
of LULC classes in the 
Palmital stream watershed

*p factor = 1 in the 
present scenario and 2 
and 3 hypothetical ones; p 
factor = 0.5 in hypothetical 
scenario 1

Description Code C factor P factor Sources

Urban area and paved roads 1 0.8500 1 Marques et al. (2003)
Unpaved roads 2 0.1500 1 Azevedo (2017)
Gullies 3 1.0000 1 Mota e Silva et al. (2021)
Bare soil 4 1.0000 1 Mota e Silva et al. (2021)
Grass 5 0.0130 1 Azevedo (2017)
Coffee 6 0.1350 1 or 0.5* Cerri (1999)
Planted forest 7 0.0080 1 Silva et al. (2011)
Temporary agriculture 8 0.2900 1 or 0.5* Beskow et al. (2009)
Pasture 9 0.2000 1 Marques et al. (2003)
Forest 10 0.0004 1 Bertoni and Lombardi 

Neto (1990 apud 
CERRI, 1999)

Water 11 0.0000 1 Bertoni and Lombardi 
Neto (1990 apud 
CERRI, 1999)

Ciliary forest 12 0.0008 1 Tavares (2001)
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scenario class. The process was repeated ten times 
(for all classes, except water, whose c and p factors 
were zero) for the present scenario and for hypotheti-
cal scenarios 1 and 2 and eleven times (with the addi-
tion of ciliary forest) for hypothetical scenario 3.

Results and discussion

Base maps

The attributes required for modeling were processed 
and their maps are shown below: topography (DEM) 
(Fig. 5), erodibility of the soil (Fig. 6), rainfall aver-
ages (Fig. 7), LULC from 2019 (Fig. 8), and LULC 
considering a 30-m buffer from water courses as pres-
ervation areas (Fig. 9). It is highlighted that there are 
two rasters for LULC since hypothetical scenario 3 
includes ideal areas of ciliary forests, which are not 
compatible with reality observations in 2019 images. 
Also, erosivity data is represented as mean annual 

rainfall, which was the raw data input to assess ero-
sivity in the watershed.

Present scenario

The model results for land use and cover mapped in 
2019, denominated as present scenario, are shown in 
Table 3.

Forests, grass fields, and planted forests showed 
the lowest erosion rates, since vegetation protects 
from raindrops impacting the soil. Their c factor and 
soil loss results are the lowest in the area. The highest 
mean erosion is associated with gullies and bare soil, 
since their c factor is 1, suggesting higher exposure to 
rainsplash and overland flow. Sediment mobilization 
surpasses deposition in gullies because the particles 
are removed from the area.

The LULC classes with the most significant soil 
loss rates in the study area were gullies (5,117.03 t/
year), pasture (5,052.51 t/year), temporary agriculture 
(3,116.27 t/year), and exposed soil (2,407.10 t/year). 
Soil loss tolerance values were 5.60 t/ha year for 

Fig. 3  Calibration of InVEST model through a comparison of threshold flow accumulation values of 75 and 750 with stream vector 
data
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Cambisols (Silva et al., 2009) and 10 to 12 t/ha year 
for red-yellow latosols (Sparovek &Jong Van Lier, 
1997; Silva et  al., 2005; Silva et  al., 2008a, 2008b; 
Ferreira et al., 2021). Average rates of 13.34 t/ha year 
for gullies and 10.89 t/ha year for exposed soil, which 
are above tolerance, justify the need for conservation 
of degraded and exposed soil.

Pasture and temporary agriculture were identified 
as the dominant LULC classes, occupying 39.28% 
and 20.44% of the watershed, respectively, and pas-
ture areas were associated with erosive soils known 
as Cambisols. Real (2019) had observed a modest 
variation in pastures areas, which corresponded to 
51% of the watershed in 2022, 38% in 2007, 42% in 
2014, and 46% in 2016. Comparing with 2019 map-
ping, the pastures total area was reduced. However, 
gullies mapping indicated the progression of erosion, 
evidenced by the enlargement of features and new 
gullies arise (Soares, 2022).

Inadequate management practices in pastures 
resulted in increased vulnerability to water erosion, 
intensified by soil compaction from cattle movement, 

thus hindering water infiltration and promoting over-
land flow (Cassaro, 2015, 2018; Ferreira & Ferreira, 
2015; Real, 2019; Sampaio, 2014; Sampaio et  al., 
2016; Soares, 2022). The large extent of pastures 
in the watershed were selected as target areas for a 
potential replacement with temporary agriculture or 
reforestation, as explored in hypothetical scenarios 1 
and 2, respectively. It was also modeled on a hypoth-
esis that considered the preservation of ciliary forests 
(hypothetical scenario 3). Temporary agriculture, 
comprising mainly corn and soybean crops, repre-
sents an alternative form of land use instead of pas-
tures. However, its erosion potential, characterized 
by a higher c factor compared to permanent agricul-
tural activities such as seedling planting, requires the 
implementation of conservation practices to miti-
gating soil loss. Notably, when pasture areas were 
replaced by temporary agriculture and conservation 
practices were implemented in both temporary agri-
culture and coffee crop areas in hypothetical scenario 
1, temporary agriculture constituted 59.72% of the 
total land area, as described below.

Fig. 4  Calibration of InVEST model through a comparison of threshold flow accumulation values of 1000 and 1250 with stream 
vector data
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Hypothetical scenario 1: implementation of soil 
conservation practices and temporary crops

The first hypothesis considered the application of 
soil conservation practices, represented as p factor 
(changed from 1 to 0.5), on temporary agriculture 
(dominantly soybeans and corn) and coffee crops. 
The replacement of all pasture areas for temporary 
agriculture, which shows lower potential for erosion, 
according to results from the present scenario, was 
modeled, leading to a change in the c factor of pas-
tures, responsible for the second greater total mean 
erosion — gullies are the first. Table  4 shows the 
results for hypothetical scenario 1.

Results for mean erosion per area showed higher 
values for gullies, exposed soils, urban areas, and 
paved roads. Despite the lower mean erosion per 
area values for temporary agriculture, the total 
mean erosion sums 5,221.20 t/ha year due to their 
extensive area of 3,493 ha. However, a comparison 
of the sum obtained for the present scenario, i.e., 
8,168.78  ha/year, revealed almost 3,000 t of soil 
would be preserved each year.

The application of conservation practices such 
as terraces reduces slope degree and length, lower-
ing runoff energy, and increases water infiltration 
and organic matter content (Chen et al., 2021; Deng 
et  al., 2021; Wen et  al., 2021; Cerretelli, 2023). 

Fig. 5  Map of topography of the Palmital stream watershed
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Therefore, favorable conditions to erosion progress-
ing are reduced, which is positive to containing loss 
of productive areas. As stated by Lal (2019), one 
of the basic principles of sustainable management 
of agroecosystem soils is to maintain a permanent 
cover and protection to the soil. So, permaculture 
would be better than temporary agriculture to avoid 
erosion, but comparing the latter with pastures, and 
considering the influence of economic advantages 
to producers, temporary agriculture is more viable. 
Then, the replacement of pastures and application 
of conservation practices in temporary agriculture 
and coffee crops (planting on contour lines) mod-
eling showed a reduction on soil loss from 2.61 

to 1.30 t/ha year and from 0.92 to 0.46 t/ha year, 
respectively, i.e., mean erosion per area would be 
cut in half.

Hypothetical scenario 2: reforestation of pasture areas

The second hypothesis modeled the replacement of 
all pasture areas, which are the major source of ero-
sion from the watershed, for planted forests. It would 
represent a more extreme measure for the preserva-
tion of potentially productive land, avoiding soil ero-
sion due to vegetation cover. The results are shown in 
Table 5.

Fig. 6  Map of erodibility of the Palmital stream watershed
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Pastures can induce erosive processes, since they 
are generally associated with inadequate soil man-
agement, overgrazing, and soil degradation due to 
modifications in soil properties and nutrients and 
organic matter loss (Antoneli et al., 2018). The cir-
cumstances in the Palmital stream watershed are 
aggravated by the major presence of Cambisols in 
pasture areas, which combine the high erodibil-
ity of the soil with the poor management of land, 
favoring soil erosion. Studies have suggested posi-
tive impacts of reforestation and implementation of 
agroforestry practices in grazing systems (Gibson 
et  al., 2022; Huang et  al., 2017; Korkanç, 2014; 
Madern, 2012). The replacement of areas prone 

to erosion for conservation and reforestation ones 
is an alternative to decrease surface runoff (Kork-
anç, 2018; Lense et al., 2022a, 2022b; Smith et al., 
2015; Tiwari et al., 2019) and splash erosion, due to 
permanent soil cover (Lense et  al., 2022a, 2022b), 
therefore reducing soil loss.

The reforestation of pasture areas reduced their 
mean erosion from 2.29 t/ha year to 0.09 t/ha year 
and sediment exportation from 223.04 t/year to 3.73 
t/year. Therefore, reforested areas would have lower 
values than temporary agriculture (2.61 t/ha year 
mean erosion and 142.21 t/year sediment exportation) 
and coffee crops (0.92 t/ha year mean erosion and 
7.49 t/year sediment exportation).

Fig. 7  Map of mean rainfall used to calculate erosivity of the Palmital stream watershed
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A comparison of the results from the hypothesis 
with the present scenario revealed soil loss, sediment 
exportation, and deposition would be reduced by 
approximately 30%, and the sediment retention would 
increase by 4%. Consequently, reforestation would 
reduce impacts of pasture on the watershed by modi-
fying the dynamics of erosion processes.

Hypothetical scenario 3: preservation of ciliary 
forests

The third hypothesis simulated the full preservation 
of ciliary forests, represented by a 30-m buffer from 
water courses, as established by Law no. 12,651/2012 

(Brasil, 2012), which is not decently implemented. 
This measure is intended to conserve water courses 
and protect soil from erosion agents, notably water 
(rainfall, runoff, and fluvial).

Although other LULC classes did not have their 
p and c factor modified, parts of their areas were 
replaced with ciliary forests, affecting values of total 
mean erosion, sediment exportation, retention, and 
deposition. The major changes were identified in 
grass, exposed soil, forest, and gullies, which showed 
area losses of 40, 35, 26, and 25%, respectively. Con-
sidering that exposed soils and gullies have higher soil 
loss potential, a reduction in their areas is remarkably. 
However, as a disclaimer, the preservation of ciliary 

Fig. 8  Map of land use and land cover of the Palmital stream watershed from 2019
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forests in the present context would require reforesta-
tion and time to recover the area. Despite the legal 
obligation of 30 m from the water courses, it may not 
be possible to maintain a uniform zone, which can 
also change results for soil loss. Additionally, recov-
ering degraded areas, such as gullies, demand more 
complex measures to avoid recurrences. Hereupon, 
results for the hypothetical scenario 3, considering a 
regular 30-m buffer area from rivers to simplify the 
model, are shown in Table 6.

The reforestation of areas along the water bodies 
protects from splash erosion and captures sediments 

from crop areas (Lense et  al., 2022a, 2022b), acting 
as a sediments retention zone. Tree root networks also 
provide soil stability, due to larger and deeper roots 
(Gibson et al., 2022; Madern, 2012) that form macro-
aggregates embracing part of the soil (Morgan, 2005). 
The lowest mean erosion per area was identified in 
forests (0.0046 t/ha year) and ciliary forests (0.0092 
t/ha year). A comparison of this hypothesis with the 
present scenario revealed 14%, 57%, and 10% reduc-
tions for mean erosion per area, sediment exportation, 
and deposition, respectively. The sediment retention 
was increased by 9%.

Fig. 9  Map of land use and land cover of the Palmital stream watershed from 2019 with preservation areas
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Mean erosion for the four scenarios

Estimated average rates of soil loss depend on vari-
ables related to RUSLE. The state of São Paulo 
showed a 30-t/ha year average (Medeiros et  al., 
2016), and some watersheds in its territory showed 
13 t/ha year (Cantareira System) (Lense et al., 2023) 
and 8.9 t/ha year (Tietê river watershed) (Lense et al., 
2022a, 2022b) averages. The results of the Palmital 
stream watershed, displayed in Figs. 10 and 11, were 
below those values for soil loss; however, a higher 

concentration of erosive features, especially gullies, 
was observed in a smaller area. Additionally, aver-
age rates from the most erosive LULC of the Palmital 
stream watershed can be classified as moderate — 
between 10 and 20 t/ha year (Lense et al., 2023).

All hypothetical scenarios showed reductions in 
mean erosion, sediment exportation, and deposition 
and an increase in sediment retention. The reforesta-
tion of pasture areas hypothesis provided the low-
est values for mean erosion per area and sediment 
deposition, due to lower soil erosion and silting. The 

Table 3  Modeling results for the present scenario (2019) in the Palmital stream watershed

LULC Area (ha) Total mean  
erosion (t/year)

Mean erosion 
(t/ha year)

Sediment  
exportation  
(t/year)

Sediment  
retention (t/year)

Sediment 
deposition  
(t/year)

Urban area and paved roads 4.52 37.84 8.37 0.93 10,490.74 36.91
Unpaved roads 99.20 103.24 1.04 2.04 10,489.63 101.20
Gullies 383.70 5,117.03 13.34 532.98 9,958.69 4,584.06
Exposed soil 221.00 2,407.10 10.89 162.89 10,328.78 2,244.21
Grass 311.97 41.61 0.13 0.96 10,490.71 40.65
Coffee 267.84 245.84 0.92 7.49 10,484.18 238.35
Planted forest 3.46 0.50 0.14 0.0031 10,491.67 0.49
Temporary agriculture 1,195.45 3,116.27 2.61 142.21 10,349.46 2,974.06
Pasture 2,297.54 5,052.51 2.20 223.04 10,268.63 4,829.43
Forest 1,037.32 4.92 0.0047 0.06 10,491.61 4.87
Water 27.33 0 0 0 0 0
Total 5,866.52 16,126.86 2.75 1,449.54 9,042.13 14,677.29

Table 4  Modeling results for hypothetical scenario 1 in the Palmital stream watershed

*Pasture area replaced for temporary agriculture

LULC Area (ha) Total mean  
erosion (t/year)

Mean erosion 
(t/ha year)

Sediment  
exportation  
(t/year)

Sediment  
retention  
(t/year)

Sediment 
deposition  
(t/year)

Urban area and paved roads 4.52 37.84 8.37 0.93 10,490.74 36.91
Unpaved roads 99.20 103.24 1.04 2.04 10,489.63 101.20
Gullies 383.70 5,117.03 13.34 532.98 9,958.69 4,584.06
Exposed soil 221.00 2,407.10 10.89 162.89 10,328.78 2,244.21
Grass 311.97 41.61 0.13 0.96 10,490.71 40.65
Coffee 267.84 122.92 0.46 3.75 10,487.93 119.17
Planted forest 3.46 0.50 0.14 0.0031 10,491.67 0.49
Temporary agriculture 1,195.45 1,558.13 1.30 71.10 10,420.57 1,487.03
Pasture* 2,297.54 3,663.07 1.59 177.94 10,313.73 3,485.10
Forest 1,037.32 4.92 0.0047 0.06 10,491.61 4.87
Water 27.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 5,866.52 13,056.37 2.23 1,300.59 9,191.08 11,755.76
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preservation of ciliary forests hypothesis showed the 
lowest sediment exportation and the highest sediment 
retention, implying soil transport was better avoided. 
Those hypotheses considered increasing forested 
areas, therefore protecting more areas from erosive 
agents.

On the other hand, it is difficult to persuade agri-
cultural producers to leave their productive areas 
for reforesting, threatening their profits, although 
portions of the properties have been lost for soil 

degradation. The quality of productive areas would 
be maintained if areas, which would be used for agri-
culture or pasture in a short-term, were protected and 
preserved. The long-term sustainability of agroeco-
systems is of higher importance (Lal, 2019).

Since 2016, producers that raised cattle have 
changed their land use for soybeans and corn crops, 
notably because of the high increase in grains prices. 
Since it is a trend, the replacement of pastures for 
temporary agriculture and application of conservation 

Table 5  Modeling results for hypothetical scenario 2 in the Palmital stream watershed

*Pasture area replaced for planted forest

LULC Area (ha) Total mean  
erosion (t/year)

Mean erosion 
(t/ha year)

Sediment  
exportation  
(t/year)

Sediment  
retention  
(t/year)

Sediment 
deposition  
(t/year)

Urban area and paved roads 4.52 37.84 8.37 0.93 10,490.74 36.91
Unpaved roads 99.20 103.24 1.04 2.04 10,489.63 101.20
Gullies 383.70 5,117.03 13.34 532.98 9,958.69 4,584.06
Exposed soil 221.00 2,407.10 10.89 162.89 10,328.78 2,244.21
Grass 311.97 41.61 0.13 0.96 10,490.71 40.65
Coffee 267.84 245.84 0.92 7.49 10,484.18 238.35
Planted forest 3.46 0.50 0.14 0.0031 10,491.67 0.49
Temporary agriculture 1,195.45 3,116.27 2.61 142.21 10,349.46 2,974.06
Pasture* 2297.54 202.10 0.09 3.73 10,487.94 198.37
Forest 1037.32 4.92 0.0047 0.06 10,491.61 4.87
Water 27.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 5,866.52 11,276.45 1.92 1,046.69 9,444.98 10,229.77

Table 6  Modeling results for hypothetical scenario 3 in the Palmital stream watershed

LULC Area (ha) Total mean  
erosion (t/year)

Mean erosion 
(t/ha year)

Sediment  
exportation  
(t/year)

Sediment  
retention  
(t/year)

Sediment 
deposition  
(t/year)

Urban area and paved roads 4.27 44.61 10.45 1.11 10,477.60 43.50
Unpaved roads 95.22 93.40 0.98 1.71 10,477.00 91.68
Gullies 307.12 4,055.51 13.20 190.18 10,288.53 3,865.34
Exposed soil 163.82 1,828.61 11.16 67.32 10,411.39 1,761.29
Grass 222.09 25.33 0.11 0.39 10,478.32 24.94
Coffee 263.57 230.28 0.87 6.70 10,472.01 223.58
Planted forest 3.46 0.45 0.13 0.0027 10,478.71 0.45
Temporary agriculture 1,135.46 2,896.38 2.55 97.53 10,381.18 2,798.85
Pasture 2,146.52 4,637.88 2.16 150.92 10,327.79 4,486.96
Forest 823.74 3.80 0.0046 0.04 10,478.67 3.76
Water 27.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ciliary forest 745.66 6.85 0.0092 0.11 10,478.60 6.73
Total 5,866.52 13,823.11 2.36 616.65 9,862.06 13,206.47
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practices instead of total reforestation of pasture areas 
would be a smoother transition. Ideally, the hypothe-
ses should be mixed towards better results on soil loss 
prevention.

Soil is associated with many ecosystem services 
such as provisioning (food, water, and fiber), regu-
lation (climate, water, and waste), supporting (soil 
formation and nutrients cycles), and cultural. There-
fore, soil degradation must be avoided, and its equi-
librium must be maintained considering resiliency. 
Studies of geologic-geotechnical conditions, erosion 

agents, land use and land cover, and erosive features 
surveys are essential for a better understanding of the 
area and supply of tools and knowledge to decision 
makers.

Conclusions

Values of mean erosion, sediment exportation, 
retention, and deposition from the Palmital stream 
watershed were obtained by SDR-InVEST model, 

Fig. 10  Mean erosion per 
area for the present scenario 
and hypothetical scenarios 
1, 2, and 3 from the Palmi-
tal stream watershed
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Fig. 11  Total mean ero-
sion, sediment exportation, 
retention, and deposition 
for the present scenario and 
hypothetical scenarios 1, 
2, and 3 from the Palmital 
stream watershed
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to observe effects of LULC to soil loss and analyze 
consequences of alterations in LULC through three 
hypothetical scenarios. The present scenario, based 
on 2019 satellite images, showed 2.75 t/ha year total 
mean erosion. A replacement of pasture areas for 
temporary agriculture along with the implementation 
of conservation practices in temporary agriculture 
and coffee crops in hypothetical scenario 1 reduced 
19% of mean erosion, 10% of sediment exportation, 
and 20% of sediment deposition. The sediment reten-
tion showed a 2% increase. Hypothetical scenario 2 
consisted in reforesting pasture areas and a compari-
son of its results with those of the present scenario 
revealed reductions of 30% in mean erosion, 28% in 
sediment exportation, and 30% sediment deposition. 
The increase in sediment retention was 4%. The pres-
ervation of ciliary forests, hypothetical scenario 3, 
also showed reductions in mean erosion, sediment 
exportation, and sediment deposition of 14%, 57%, 
and 10%, respectively, with the highest increment 
of sediment retention, i.e., 9%, mostly because veg-
etation included areas previously classified as gullies 
and bare soil.

Then, all three simulated scenarios effectively 
reduced mean erosion, sediment exportation, and 
deposition in the watershed, indicating changes in 
land use and land cover to less soil degrading classes, 
application of conservation techniques, and preserva-
tion of ciliary forests are appropriate measures to pro-
tect erodible materials and lower the erosive potential 
of water, thus reducing soil erosion.

InVEST model application was effective to quan-
tify soil loss, determine LULC contribution to erosion 
processes, and perform simulations for hypothetical 
scenarios. Therefore, it is a suitable alternative to 
assess erosion consequences, plan changes on LULC 
in vulnerable or degraded areas, assist recovering pro-
jects, and provide solutions for erosion driven prob-
lems, especially reduction of soil and water quality, as 
well as loss of land productivity and fertility, which 
impacts food security, economy, and social aspects 
related to rural activities.

Author contribution Ádria Kanome Mori Soares; Valé-
ria Guimarães Silvestre Rodrigues; Rogério Resende Martins 
Ferreira: Conceptualization and Methodology. Ádria Kanome 
Mori Soares; Valéria Guimarães Silvestre Rodrigues; Rogério 
Resende Martins Ferreira; Silvio Crestana: Formal analysis and 
Investigation. Ádria Kanome Mori Soares: Writing—Original 
Draft. Ádria Kanome Mori Soares; Valéria Guimarães Silvestre 

Rodrigues: Writing – Review & Editing. Ádria Kanome Mori 
Soares; Valéria Guimarães Silvestre Rodrigues; Silvio 
Crestana: Resources and Supervision.

Funding The authors received the financial support from 
Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Education Per-
sonnel (CAPES) (process number: 88887.482750/2020–00) 
and National Council for Scientific and Technological Devel-
opment (CNPq) (process number: 420740/2018–0) as well as 
Ph.D. scholarship (Process 140024/2019–5) and research pro-
ductivity fellowship (310989/2020–5).

Data availability The datasets created during and/or ana-
lyzed during the present study will be made available by the 
corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Declarations 

Ethics approval All authors have read, understood, and have 
complied as applicable with the statement on “Ethical responsi-
bilities of Authors” as found in the Instructions for Authors. All 
authors read and approve this submission.

Consent to participate Not applicable as the study did not 
include human subjects.

Competing interests The authors declare no competing inter-
ests.

References

Aneseyee, A. B., Elias, E., Soromessa, T., & Feyisa, G. L. 
(2020). Land use/land cover change effect on soil erosion 
and sediment delivery in the Winike watershed, Omo 
Gibe Basin Ethiopia. Science of The Total Environment, 
728, 138776. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 
138776

Antoneli, V., Rebinski, E. A., Bednarz, J. A., Rodrigo-Comino, 
J., Keesstra, S. D., Cerdà, A., & Fernández, M. P. (2018). 
Soil erosion induced by the introduction of new pas-
ture species in a Faxinal Farm of Southern Brazil. Geo-
sciences, 8(5), 166. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ geosc ience 
s8050 166

Araújo, A. R., Oliveira, J. M., Pereira, P., Curi, N., Marques, 
A. F. S. M., & Marques, J. J. G. S. M. (2018). Geomor-
fologia, solos e aptidão agrícola das terras da Bacia do 
Alto Rio Grande, Minas Gerais (1st ed.). Lavras, Brazil: 
UFLA.

Araújo, A. R. (2006). Solos da bacia do Alto Rio Grande 
(MG): Base para estudos hidrológicos e aptidão agrí-
cola. Doctoral Thesis, Universidade Federal de Lavras.

Ávila, C. A., Valença, J. G., Moura, C. A. V., Pereira, R. M., 
& Klein, V. C. (2003). Geoquímica e idade do tonalito/
trondhjemito Cassiterita, borda meridional do cráton 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.138776
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.138776
https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences8050166
https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences8050166


Environ Monit Assess         (2024) 196:358  

1 3

Page 21 of 25   358 

Vol.: (0123456789)

São Francisco, Minas Gerais Brasil. Arquivos do Museu 
Nacional, 61, 267–284.

Ávila, C., Bongiolo, E. M., Vasques, F. S. G., Souza, A. N., 
Seoane, J. C. S., Rītiņš, J. I. V. ..., & Tedeschi, M. F. 
(2019). Projeto ARIM: Reavaliação das sequências 
metavulcanossedimentares a sudoeste do quadrilátero 
ferrífero: Mapa geológico integrado, escala 1:100.000. 
Serviço Geológico do Brasil – CPRM, Belo Horizonte, 
Brazil.

Azevedo, L. M. N. (2017). Calibração, validação e aplicação 
do modelo InVEST para a estimativa de benefícios aos 
serviços ecossistêmicos na bacia do Ribeirão Pipiripau 
(DF/GO). Dissertation, Universidade de Brasília.

Bendito, B. P. C., Chaves, H. M. L., & Scariot, A. (2023). Ero-
sion and sedimentation processes in a semi-arid basin of 
the Brazilian Savanna under different land use, climate 
change, and conservation scenarios. Water, 15, 563. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ w1503 0563

Bertoni, J., & Lombardi Neto, F. (Eds) (2010). Conservação do 
solo, 7th ed. Icone, São Paulo, Brazil.

Beskow, S., Mello, C. R., Norton, L. D., Curi, N., Viola, M. 
R., & Avanzi, J. C. (2009). Soil erosion prediction in the 
Grande River Basin Brazil Using Distributed Modeling. 
Catena, 79, 49–59. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. catena. 2009. 
05. 010

Blanco, H., & Lal, R. (eds) (2008). Principles of soil conserva-
tion and management (1st ed.,). Springer.

Bono, J. A. M., Curi, N., Ferreira, M. M., Evangelista, A. R., 
Carvalho, M. M., & Silva, M. L. N. (1996). Cobertura 
vegetal e perdas de solo por erosão em diversos sistemas 
de melhoramento de pastagens nativas. Pasturas Tropi-
cales, 18(2), 2–8.

Bouguerra, S., & Jebari, S. (2018). Identification and prioriti-
zation of sub-watersheds for land and water management 
using InVEST SDR model: Rmel river basin, Tunisia. 
Arabian Journal of Geosciences, 10(5), 348. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s12517- 017- 3104-z

Bouguerra, S., Jebari, S., & Tarhouni, J. (2021). Spatiotem-
poral analysis of landscape patterns and its effect on 
soil loss in the Rmel river basin Tunisia. Soil and Water 
Research, 16(1), 39–49. https:// doi. org/ 10. 17221/ 84/ 
2019- SWR

Brasil. Casa Civil. (2012). Lei n. 12.651, de 25 de maio de 
2012. Diário Oficial da União: seção 1, Brasília, DF, 
n. 102, p. 1, 28 mai. 2012. http:// www. plana lto. gov. br/ 
ccivil_ 03/_ ato20 11- 2014/ 2012/ lei/ l12651. htm. Accessed 
26 May 2022

Cardoso, D. J., Garrastazu, M. C., Lacerda, A. E. B., Higa, R. 
C. V., & Rosot, M. A. D. (2023). Avaliação das variáveis 
e disponibilidade de informações do modelo de estoque 
de carbono do aplicativo InVEST. https:// www. embra 
pa. br/ busca- de- publi cacoe s/-/ publi cacao/ 934758/ avali 
acao- das- varia veis-e- dispo nibil idade- de- infor macoes- 
do- modelo- de- estoq ue- de- carbo no- do- aplic ativo- invest. 
Accessed 19 June 2023

Cassaro, R. (2015). Caracterização dos solos e proposta de 
recuperação na voçoroca do Córrego do Cravo (Naz-
areno-MG). Bachelor’s Thesis, Universidade de São 
Paulo.

Cassaro, R. (2018). Análise dos processos erosivos na bacia do 
córrego do forro – município de conceição da barra de 

minas (MG): Estudo dos condicionantes geológicos-geo-
técnicos. Dissertation, Universidade de São Paulo.

Castanhari, L. C. M., Garrastazu, M. C., & Rosot, M. A. D. 
(2011). Modelagem de carbono utilizando a ferramenta 
InVEST. In Proceedings of the 10th Evento de Iniciação 
Científica da Embrapa Florestas, Colombo, Brazil, pp. 
27–28.

Cerretelli, S., Castellanos, E., González-Mollinedo, S., 
Lopez, E., Ospina, A., & Haggar, J. (2023). A scenario 
modelling approach to assess management impacts 
on soil erosion in coffee systems in Central America. 
CATENA, 228, 107182. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cat-
ena. 2023. 107182

Cerri, C. E. P. (1999). Mapeamento das áreas de risco de 
erosão dos solos da bacia do Rio Piracicaba, utilizando 
geoprocessamento. Dissertation, Universidade de São 
Paulo.

Chen, D., Wei, W., & Chen, L. (2021). Effects of terracing 
on soil properties in three key mountainous regions of 
China. Geography and Sustainability, 2(3), 195–206. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. geosus. 2021. 08. 002

Christo, E. R., & Garrastazu, M. C. (2011). Elaboração de 
planos de informação para modelagem de retenção de 
sedimento. In Proceedings of 10th Evento de Iniciação 
Científica da Embrapa Florestas, Colombo, Brazil, pp. 
27–28.

Coelho, G., Mello, C. R., Rezende, J. L. P., Silva, A. M., & 
Mattos, R. (2012). Evaluation of an indicator for water 
yield in a watershed of Alto Rio Grande Region, State 
of Minas Gerais Brazil. Engenharia Agrícola, 32(4), 
698–707. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S0100- 69162 01200 
04000 09

Cong, W., Sun, X., Guo, H., & Shan, R. (2020). Comparison 
of the SWAT and InVEST models to determine hydro-
logical ecosystem service spatial patterns, priorities 
and trade-offs in a complex basin. Ecological Indica-
tors, 112, 106089. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecoli nd. 
2020. 106089

Cunha, E. R., Santos, C. A. G., Silva, R. M., Panachuki, 
E., Oliveira, P. T. S., Oliveira, N. S., & Falcão, K. S. 
(2022). Assessment of current and future land use/
cover changes in soil erosion in the Rio da Prata 
basin (Brazil). Science of the Total Environment, 818, 
151811. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2021. 
151811

Deng, C., Zhang, G., Liu, Y., Nie, X., Li, Z., Liu, J., & Zhu, 
D. (2021). Advantages and disadvantages of terracing: 
A comprehensive review. International Soil and Water 
Conservation Research, 9(3), 344–359. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. iswcr. 2021. 03. 002

Desmet, P. J. J., & Govers, G. (1996). A GIS procedure for 
automatically calculating the USLE LS factor on topo-
graphically complex landscape units. JSWC, 51(5), 
427–433.

Ferreira, V. M., Silva, M. L. N., Curi, N., Oliveira, A. H., Silva, 
M. A., & Avanzi, J. C. (2011). Influência antrópica e 
atributos de solo: Inter-relações em ambientes de voçoro-
cas na mesorregião Campo das Vertentes MG. Geogra-
fia, 36(1), 209–219.

Ferreira, A. M., Silva, A. M., Passos, C. A., Valentino, C. 
H., Gonçalves, F. A., & Menezes, P. H. B. J. (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.3390/w15030563
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2009.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2009.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-017-3104-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-017-3104-z
https://doi.org/10.17221/84/2019-SWR
https://doi.org/10.17221/84/2019-SWR
http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_ato2011-2014/2012/lei/l12651.htm
http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_ato2011-2014/2012/lei/l12651.htm
https://www.embrapa.br/busca-de-publicacoes/-/publicacao/934758/avaliacao-das-variaveis-e-disponibilidade-de-informacoes-do-modelo-de-estoque-de-carbono-do-aplicativo-invest
https://www.embrapa.br/busca-de-publicacoes/-/publicacao/934758/avaliacao-das-variaveis-e-disponibilidade-de-informacoes-do-modelo-de-estoque-de-carbono-do-aplicativo-invest
https://www.embrapa.br/busca-de-publicacoes/-/publicacao/934758/avaliacao-das-variaveis-e-disponibilidade-de-informacoes-do-modelo-de-estoque-de-carbono-do-aplicativo-invest
https://www.embrapa.br/busca-de-publicacoes/-/publicacao/934758/avaliacao-das-variaveis-e-disponibilidade-de-informacoes-do-modelo-de-estoque-de-carbono-do-aplicativo-invest
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2023.107182
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2023.107182
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geosus.2021.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-69162012000400009
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-69162012000400009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.151811
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.151811
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswcr.2021.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswcr.2021.03.002


 Environ Monit Assess         (2024) 196:358 

1 3

  358  Page 22 of 25

Vol:. (1234567890)

Estimativa da erosão hídrica do solo pelo modelo Water 
Erosion Prediction Project na Sub-Bacia do Córrego do 
Gigante, sul de Minas Gerais. Eng Sanit Ambient, 26(3), 
471–483. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S0100- 06832 00800 
05000 33

Ferreira, R. R. M., & Ferreira, V. M. (2015). Levantamento de 
Áreas Degradadas e seus Atributos Químicos na Bacia 
Alto Rio Grande, MG. In Proceedings of the 35th Con-
gresso Brasileiro de Ciência do Solo, Natal, Brazil, 2–7.

Ferreira, R. R. M., Ferreira, V. M., Tavares Filho, J., & Ralisch, 
R. (2009). Levantamento de voçorocas na Bacia Alto Rio 
Grande, Minas Gerais. In Proceedings of 8th Simpósio 
Nacional de Controle de Erosão, São Paulo, Brazil, 29.

Ferreira, R. R. M., Maciel, B. V., Sousa, A. I. S. B. C. L., 
Melo, T. R., & Tavares Filho, J. (2012). Qualidade de 
solo em áreas de cambissolo com diferentes manejos de 
pastagem. Semina: Ciências Agrárias, 33(6), 3069–3074.

Ferreira, V. M. (2005). Voçorocas no município de Nazareno, 
MG: origem, uso da terra e atributos do solo. Disserta-
tion, Universidade Federal de Lavras.

Gibson, A. J., Hancock, G. R., Healy, E., Lindsay, I., Moore, 
K., Bretreger, D., Cox, T., & Yeo, I. (2022). Limitations 
to the soil impacts of tree regrowth in improved cattle 
pasture. Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, 337, 
108015. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. agee. 2022. 108015

Gomide, P. H. O. (2009). Atributos físicos, químicos e biológi-
cos do solo em ambientes de voçorocas no município 
de Lavras – MG. Dissertation, Universidade Federal de 
Lavras.

Gong, J., Zhang, J., Zhang, Y., Zhu, Y., Jin, T., & Xu, C. 
(2021). Do forest landscape pattern planning and optimi-
zation play a role in enhancing soil conservation services 
in mountain areas of Western China? Chinese Geograph-
ical Science, 31(5), 848–866. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11769- 021- 1230-8

Guo, Z., Yan, Z., Paerhati, M., He, R., Yang, H., Wang, R., & 
Ci, H. (2023). Assessment of soil erosion and its driv-
ing factors in the Huaihe region using the InVEST-SDR 
model. Geocarto International, 38, 2213208. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1080/ 10106 049. 2023. 22132 08

Hamel, P., Chaplin-Kramer, R., Sim, S., & Mueller, C. (2015). 
A new approach to modeling the sediment retention ser-
vice (InVEST 3.0): Case study of the Cape Fear catch-
ment, North Carolina, USA. Science of The Total Envi-
ronment, 524–525, 166–177. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
scito tenv. 2015. 04. 027

Horokoski, T. T., Garrastazu, M. C., Mendonça, S. D., Lacerda, 
A. E. B., & Rosot, M. A. D. (2013). Sediment retention 
modelling - The applicability of InVEST for local man-
agement and planning in Brazil. In Proceedings of 3rd 
Latin American IUFRO Congress, San José, Costa Rica, 
12–15.

Horta, I. M. F., Pereira, J. A. A., Marques, J. J., & Carvalho, L. 
M. T. (2009). Digital reconnaissance soil survey of Naza-
reno, state of Minas Gerais. Ciência e Agrotecnologia, 
33, 1940–1947. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S1413- 70542 
00900 07000 42

Horta, I. M. F., Costa, A. M., Araújo, A. R., Marques, J. J., 
Pereira, J. A. A., Oliveira, L. T., & Carvalho, L. M. 
T. (2005). Caracterização dos solos do município de 

Nazareno - MG. In Proceedings of the 14th Congresso 
dos Pós-Graduandos da UFLA, Lavras, Brazil, 12–16.

Horta, I. M. F. (2006). Levantamento dos solos e ocupação da 
superfície do Município de Nazareno, MG. Dissertation, 
Universidade Federal de Lavras.

Huang, C., Yang, H., Li, Y., Zhang, M., Lv, H., Zhu, A., Yu, 
Y., Lu, Y., & Huang, T. (2017). Quantificational effect 
of reforestation to soil erosion in subtropical monsoon 
regions with acid red soil by sediment fingerprinting. 
Environmental Earth Sciences, 76, 34. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s12665- 016- 6349-z

Hyslop, K., Galdino, S., Tôsto, S. G., & Quartaroli, C. F. 
(2019). Estimativa do fator topográfico da Equação Uni-
versal de Perda de Solo (USLE) utilizando o InVEST, na 
bacia Piririm, Amapá. In Proceedings of 13rd Congresso 
Interinstitucional de Iniciação Científica, Campinas, 
Brazil, 30–31 July 2019.

Hyslop, K., Galdino, S., Quartaroli, C. F., Zolin, C. A., & 
Tôsto, S. G. (2020). Avaliação de diferentes modelos dig-
itais de superfície (MDS) na delimitação da bacia hidro-
gráfica do rio Piririm-AP utilizando o software InVEST. 
In Proceedings of the 14th Congresso Interinstitucional 
de Iniciação Científica, 1–2 October 2020.

IBGE (Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics). (2004). 
Mapa de vegetação do Brasil. Escala 1:5,000,000. Minis-
tério do Planejamento, Orçamento e Gestão, Diretoria 
de Geociências. https:// ww2. ibge. gov. br/ home/ presi den-
cia/ notic ias/ 21052 004bi omas. shtm. Accessed 26 Sept 
2018.

IBGE (Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics). (1975a) 
Carta do Brasil. Folha SF-23-X-C-I-2 Nazareno. Escala 
1:50.000. IBGE.

IBGE (Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics). 
(1975b). Carta do Brasil. Folha SF-23-X-C-I-4 Itutinga. 
Escala 1:50.000. IBGE.

Instituto Nacional de Meteorologia (INMET). (2020). Fortes 
chuvas atingem os Estados do Espírito Santo e Minas 
Gerais. Brasília: INMET, 2020. https:// portal. inmet. gov. 
br/ uploa ds/ notas tecni cas/ Nota_T% C3% A9cni ca_ Chu-
vas_ MG_ ES_1. pdf. Accessed 21 June 2022.

Instituto Nacional de Meteorologia (INMET). (2021). As chu-
vas na Bahia, Minas Gerais e Espírito Santo. INMET, 
2021. https:// portal. inmet. gov. br/ uploa ds/ notas tecni cas/ 
Nota_ CHUVAS_ BA_ MG_ ES-1_ 2021- 12- 28- 174949_ 
didl. pdf. Accessed 21 June 2022.

Instituto Nacional de Meteorologia (INMET). (2017). Nota téc-
nica 004/17 – Estação chuvosa em Minas Gerais. Belo 
Horizonte: INMET, 2017. http:// www. inmet. gov. br/ 
portal/ notas_ tecni cas/ 2017/ OUTUB RO/ Nota_ tecni ca_ 
CEDEC_ 04_ 17. pdf. Accessed 16 June 2021.

Instituto Nacional de Meteorologia (INMET). (2022). Banco 
de dados meteorológicos. https:// bdmep. inmet. gov. br/. 
Accessed 10 Feb 2022.

Karunaratne, A. S., Wimalasiri, E. M., Piyathilake, U., Gunati-
lake, S. K., Muttil, N., & Rathnayake, U. (2022). Model-
ling potential soil erosion and sediment delivery risk in 
plantations of Sri Lanka. Soil Systems, 6(4), 97. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3390/ soils ystem s6040 097

Korkanç, S. Y. (2014). Effects of afforestation on soil organic 
carbon and other soil properties. CATENA, 123, 62–69. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. catena. 2014. 07. 009

https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06832008000500033
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06832008000500033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2022.108015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11769-021-1230-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11769-021-1230-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/10106049.2023.2213208
https://doi.org/10.1080/10106049.2023.2213208
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.04.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.04.027
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542009000700042
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542009000700042
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-016-6349-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-016-6349-z
https://ww2.ibge.gov.br/home/presidencia/noticias/21052004biomas.shtm
https://ww2.ibge.gov.br/home/presidencia/noticias/21052004biomas.shtm
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/uploads/notastecnicas/Nota_T%C3%A9cnica_Chuvas_MG_ES_1.pdf
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/uploads/notastecnicas/Nota_T%C3%A9cnica_Chuvas_MG_ES_1.pdf
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/uploads/notastecnicas/Nota_T%C3%A9cnica_Chuvas_MG_ES_1.pdf
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/uploads/notastecnicas/Nota_CHUVAS_BA_MG_ES-1_2021-12-28-174949_didl.pdf
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/uploads/notastecnicas/Nota_CHUVAS_BA_MG_ES-1_2021-12-28-174949_didl.pdf
https://portal.inmet.gov.br/uploads/notastecnicas/Nota_CHUVAS_BA_MG_ES-1_2021-12-28-174949_didl.pdf
http://www.inmet.gov.br/portal/notas_tecnicas/2017/OUTUBRO/Nota_tecnica_CEDEC_04_17.pdf
http://www.inmet.gov.br/portal/notas_tecnicas/2017/OUTUBRO/Nota_tecnica_CEDEC_04_17.pdf
http://www.inmet.gov.br/portal/notas_tecnicas/2017/OUTUBRO/Nota_tecnica_CEDEC_04_17.pdf
https://bdmep.inmet.gov.br/
https://doi.org/10.3390/soilsystems6040097
https://doi.org/10.3390/soilsystems6040097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2014.07.009


Environ Monit Assess         (2024) 196:358  

1 3

Page 23 of 25   358 

Vol.: (0123456789)

Korkanç, S. Y. (2018). Effects of the land use/cover on the 
surface runoff and soil loss in the Nigde-Akkaya Dam 
Watershed Turkey. Catena, 163, 233–243. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. catena. 2017. 12. 023

Kulsoontornrat, J., & Ongsomwang, S. (2021). Suitable land-
use and land-cover allocation scenarios to minimize 
sediment and nutrient loads into Kwan Phayao, Upper 
Ing Watershed Thailand. Applied Sciences, 11, 10430. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ app11 21104 30

Lal, R. (2001). Soil degradation by erosion. Land Degradation 
and Development, 12, 519–539. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
ldr. 472

Lal, R. (2019). Managing soils for resolving the conflict 
between agriculture and nature: The hard talk. European 
Journal of Soil Science, 71, 1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ 
ejss. 12857

Lal, R. (2020). Soil erosion and gaseous emissions. Applied 
Sciences, 10, 2784. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ app10 082784

Lal, R. (2022). Fate of Soil Carbon Transported by Erosional 
Processes. Applied Sciences, 12, 48. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3390/ app12 010048

Lemos, C. M. G., Beyer, H. L., Runting, R. K., Andrade, P. R., 
& Aguiar, A. P. D. (2023). Multicriteria optimization to 
develop cost-effective pes-schemes to restore multiple 
environmental benefits in the Brazilian Atlantic for-
est. Ecosystem Services, 60, 101515. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. ecoser. 2023. 101515

Lense, G., Servidoni, L., Parreiras, T., Santana, D., Bolleli, T., 
Ernesto, J., Spalevic, V., & Mincato, R. (2022a). Mod-
eling of soil loss by water erosion in the Tietê River 
Hydrographic Basin, São Paulo Brazil. Semina: Ciências 
Agrárias, 43, 1403–1422. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5433/ 1679- 
0359. 2022v 43n4p 1403

Lense, G. H. E., Parreiras, T. C., Servidoni, L. E., & Mincato, 
R. L. (2022b). Impacts of reforestation on soil and soil 
organic carbon losses. Ciência e Agrotecnologia, 46, 
e002622. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ 1413- 70542 02246 
002622

Lense, G. H. E., Lammle, L., Ayer, J. E. B., Lama, G. F. C., 
Rubira, F. G., & Mincato, R. L. (2023). Modeling of soil 
loss by water erosion and its impacts on the Cantareira 
System Brazil. Water, 15, 1490. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ 
w1508 1490

Liu, H., Liu, Y., Wang, K., & Zhao, W. (2020). Soil conser-
vation efficiency assessment based on land use scenar-
ios in the Nile River Basin. Ecological Indicators, 119, 
106864. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecoli nd. 2020. 106864

Madern, M. (2012). Effectiveness of reforestation in erosion 
mitigation and implications for future sediment yields, 
East Coast catchments, New Zealand: A review. New 
Zealand Geographer, 68(1), 24–35. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/j. 1745- 7939. 2012. 01218.x

Marques, S. M., Campos, F. S., David, J., & Cabral, P. 
(2021). Modelling sediment retention services and 
soil erosion changes in Portugal: A spatio-temporal 
approach. ISPRS International Journal of Geo-Infor-
mation, 10, 262. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ ijgi1 00402 62

Marques, J. F., Lombardi Neto, F., & Bacellar, A. A. 
A. (2003). Erosão do Solo: Indicadores Físicos e 
Econômicos. In: J. F. Marques, L. A. Skorupa, J. M. 
G Ferraz (Eds.), Indicadores de sustentabilidade em 

agroecossistemas (pp. 129–153). Embrapa Meio Ambi-
ente, Jaguariúna, Brazil.

Matomela, N., Li, T., Ikhumhen, H. O., Domingos, N., 
Lopes, R., & Meng, L. (2022). Soil erosion spatio-tem-
poral exploration and geodetection of driving factors 
using InVEST-sediment delivery ratio and geodetector 
models in Dongsheng China. Geocarto International, 
37(26), 13039–13056. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 10106 
049. 2022. 20769 12

McBratney, A., Field, D. J., & Koch, A. (2014). The dimen-
sions of soil security. Geoderma, 213, 203–213. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. geode rma. 2013. 08. 013

Medeiros, G. d. O. R., Giarolla, A., Sampaio, G., & de 
Andrade Marinho, M. (2016). Estimates of Annual Soil 
Loss Rates in the State of São Paulo, Brazil. Revista 
Brasileira de Ciência do Solo, 40, e0150497. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1590/ 18069 657rb cs201 50497

Mello, C. R., Norton, L. D., Curi, N., & Yanagi, S. N. M. 
(2012). Sea surface temperature (SST) and rainfall ero-
sivity in the Upper Grande River Basin. Southeast Bra-
zil. Cienc. e Agrotecnologia, 36(1), 53–59. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1590/ S1413- 70542 01200 01000 07

Meraj, G., Farooq, M., Singh, S. K., Islam, M. N., & Kanga, 
S. (2022). Modeling the sediment retention and eco-
system provisioning services in the Kashmir valley, 
India Western Himalayas. Modeling Earth Systems and 
Environment, 8, 3859–3884. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s40808- 021- 01333-y

MEA (Millennium Ecosystem Assessment). (2005). Ecosys-
tems and human well-being: Synthesis, 1st ed. Island 
Press, Washington. ISBN 1-59726-040-1.

Morgan, R. P. C, & Nearing, M. A. (2011). Handbook of ero-
sion modelling (1st ed.). Blackwell Publishing.

Morgan, R. P. C. (2005). Soil erosion and conservation (3rd 
ed.). Blackwell Publishing, Victoria.

Mota e Silva, J. R., Rodrigues, J. A. M., Oliveira, L. F. C., & 
Viola, M. (2021). Estimativa da vulnerabilidade dos 
solos à erosão hídrica na bacia hidrográfica do Rio das 
Mortes (MG). Revista em Agronegócio e Meio Ambiente, 
14(1), 119–132, https:// doi. org/ 10. 17765/ 2176- 9168. 
2021v 14n1e 007659

Natural Capital Project. (2021). SDR: Sediment delivery 
ratio. http:// relea ses. natur alcap italp roject. org/ invest- 
userg uide/ latest/ sdr. html. Accessed 13 Oct 2021

Oleson, K. L. L., Falinski, K. A., Lecky, J., Rowe, C., Kap-
pel, C. V., Selkoe, K. A., & White, C. (2017). Upstream 
solutions to coral reef conservation: The payoffs of 
smart and cooperative decision-making. Journal of 
Environmental Management, 191, 8–18. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. jenvm an. 2016. 12. 067

Oliveira, M. P. P. (2015). Caracterização geológico-geotéc-
nica e propostas de intervenções para estabilização de 
taludes na Boçoroca do Córrego do Cravo – Nazareno/
MG. Dissertation, Universidade de São Paulo.

Ougougdal, H. A., Khebiza, M. Y., Messouli, M., Bounoua, 
L., & Karmaoui, A. (2020). Delineation of vulnerable 
areas to water erosion in a mountain region using SDR-
InVEST model: A case study of the Ourika watershed. 
Morocco. Sci. Afr., 10, e00646. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. sciaf. 2020. e00646

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2017.12.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2017.12.023
https://doi.org/10.3390/app112110430
https://doi.org/10.1002/ldr.472
https://doi.org/10.1002/ldr.472
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejss.12857
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejss.12857
https://doi.org/10.3390/app10082784
https://doi.org/10.3390/app12010048
https://doi.org/10.3390/app12010048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2023.101515
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2023.101515
https://doi.org/10.5433/1679-0359.2022v43n4p1403
https://doi.org/10.5433/1679-0359.2022v43n4p1403
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-7054202246002622
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-7054202246002622
https://doi.org/10.3390/w15081490
https://doi.org/10.3390/w15081490
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106864
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-7939.2012.01218.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-7939.2012.01218.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi10040262
https://doi.org/10.1080/10106049.2022.2076912
https://doi.org/10.1080/10106049.2022.2076912
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2013.08.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2013.08.013
https://doi.org/10.1590/18069657rbcs20150497
https://doi.org/10.1590/18069657rbcs20150497
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542012000100007
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542012000100007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40808-021-01333-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40808-021-01333-y
https://doi.org/10.17765/2176-9168.2021v14n1e007659
https://doi.org/10.17765/2176-9168.2021v14n1e007659
http://releases.naturalcapitalproject.org/invest-userguide/latest/sdr.html
http://releases.naturalcapitalproject.org/invest-userguide/latest/sdr.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.12.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.12.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2020.e00646
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2020.e00646


 Environ Monit Assess         (2024) 196:358 

1 3

  358  Page 24 of 25

Vol:. (1234567890)

Pereira, J. A. A., Goulart, R. M., Silva, M. L. N., Loschi, R. 
A., Ogusuku, L. M., & Costa, M. P. (2012). Caracteri-
zação dos atributos dos regolitos de uma voçoroca em 
Nazareno Minas Gerais. Revista Brasileira de Ciências 
Agrárias, 7(2), 204–212. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5039/ agrar 
ia. v7i2a 1063

Pereira, J. A. A., Barros, D. A., Silva, R. A., & Loschi, R. A. 
(2014). Voçorocas em Nazareno (MG): análise percep-
tiva como subsídio para políticas ambientais. Revista 
Científica ANAP Brasil, 7(9), 33–50. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
17271/ 19843 24079 20141 114

Perera, K. H. K., Udeshani, W. A. C., Piyathilake, I. D. U. H., 
Wimalasiri, G. E. M., Kadupitiya, H. K., Udayukumara, 
E. P. N., & Gunatilake, S. K. (2020). Assessing soil qual-
ity and soil erosion hazards in the Moneragala District 
Sri Lanka. SN Applied Sciences, 2, 2175. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s42452- 020- 03926-1

Perovic, V., Jaksic, D., Jaramaz, D., Kokovic, N., Cakmak, D., 
Mitrovic, M., & Pavlovic, P. (2018). Spatio-temporal 
analysis of land use/land cover change and its effects on 
soil erosion (case study in the Oplenac wine-producing 
area, Serbia). Environmental Monitoring and Assessment, 
190, 675. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10661- 018- 7025-4

Poesen, J., Nachtergaele, J., Verstraeten, G., & Valentin, C. 
(2003). Gully erosion and environmental change: Impor-
tance and research needs. CATENA, 50, 91–133. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0341- 8162(02) 00143-1

Prado, R. B., Fidalgo, E. C. C., Monteiro, J. M. G., Schuler, A. 
E., Vezzani, F. M., Garcia, J. R., Oliveira, A. P., Viana, 
J. H. M., Pedreira, B. C. C. G., Mendes, I. C., Reatto, 
A., Parron, L. M., Clemente, E. P., Donagemma, G. K., 
Turetta, A. P. D., & Simões, M. (2016). Current overview 
and potential applications of the soil ecosystem services 
approach in Brazil. Pesquisa Agropecuária Brasileira, 
51(9), 1021–1038. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S0100- 204X2 
01600 09000 02

Real, L. S. C., Crestana, S., Ferreira, R. R. M., & Rodrigues, 
V. G. S. (2020a). Evaluation of gully development over 
several years using GIS and fractal analysis: A case study 
of the Palmital watershed, Minas Gerais (Brazil). Envi-
ronmental Monitoring and Assessment, 192, 434–456. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10661- 020- 08362-7

Real, L. S. C., Crestana, S., Ferreira, R. R. M., Sígolo, J. B., 
& Rodrigues, V. G. S. (2020b). Proposition for a new 
classification of gully erosion using multifractal and 
lacunarity analysis: A complex of gullies in the Palmital 
stream watershed, Minas Gerais (Brazil). CATENA, 186, 
104377. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. catena. 2019. 104377

Real, L. S. C. (2019). Fractal, multifractal e lacunaridade como 
uma nova ferramenta de análise para voçorocas: um 
estudo de caso. Doctoral Thesis, Universidade de São 
Paulo.

Rodrigues, G. P., & Ferreira, R. R. M. (2021). Aplicação do 
software InVEST na predição de sedimentos exportados 
em diferentes cenários na bacia hidrográfica do rio Iquiri 
(Ituxi) em Acrelândia-AC. In Proceedings of the 29th 
Congresso de Iniciação Científica UNICAMP, 9–12.

Rodrigues, V. G. S., Ferreira, M. D., & Zuquette, L. V. (2015). 
Chapter  10: Estudos geológicos e geotécnicos de áreas 
degradadas por mineração e erosão. In Zuquette, L. V. 

(Ed.), Geotecnia Ambiental (1st ed., pp. 308–339). Else-
vier, Rio de Janeiro.

Sampaio, L. F., Oliveira, M. P. P., Gimenes, F. B. Q., Rodri-
gues, V. G. S., & Pejon, O. J. (2013). Utilização de SIG 
e índices morfométricos para estudo dos processos ero-
sivos em uma bacia do município de Nazareno/MG. In 
Proceedings of the 14th Congresso Brasileiro de Geolo-
gia de Engenharia e Ambiental, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 
1–6 December 2013, pp. 1–9.

Sampaio, L. F., Oliveira, M. P. P., Cassaro, R., Rodrigues, V. G. 
S., Pejon, O. J., Sígolo, J. B., & Ferreira, V. M. (2016). 
Gully erosion, land uses, water and soil dynamic: A case 
of study of Nazareno (Minas Gerais, Brazil). DYNA 83, 
198–206. https:// doi. org/ 10. 15446/ dyna. v83n1 99. 54843

Sampaio, L. F., Rodrigues, V. G. S., Bressiani, D. A., & Fer-
reira, R. R. M. (2017). Hydrologic and hydraulic simula-
tions for use in macrodrainage designs for gully manage-
ment and recovery. DYNA 84, 129–136. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 15446/ dyna. v84n2 02. 61254

Sampaio, L. F. (2014). Estudo geológico-geotécnico dos pro-
cessos erosivos e proposta de macrodrenagem: Voçoroca 
do Córrego do Cravo (Nazareno-MG). Dissertation, Uni-
versidade de São Paulo.

Silva, A. M., Silva, M. L. N., Curi, N., Lima, J. M., Avanzi, J. 
C., & Ferreira, M. M. (2005). Perdas de solo, água, nutri-
entes e carbono orgânico em cambissolo e latossolo sob 
chuva natural. Pesquisa Agropecuária Brasileira, 40(12), 
1223–1230. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S0100- 204X2 00500 
12000 10

Silva, A. M., Mello, C. R., Curi, N., & Oliveira, P. M. (2008a). 
Simulação da variabilidade espacial da erosão hídrica em 
uma sub-Sub-Bacia Hidrográfica de latossolos no Sul de 
Minas Gerais. Revista Brasileira De Ciência Do Solo, 
32(5), 2125–2134. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S0100- 06832 
00800 05000 33

Silva, P. M. O., Mello, C. R., Silva, A. M. D., & Coelho, G. 
(2008b). Modelagem da hidrógrafa de cheia em uma 
bacia hidrográfica da região Alto Rio Grande. Revista 
Brasileira De Engenharia Agrícola e Ambiental, 12(3), 
258–265. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S1415- 43662 00800 
03000 06

Silva, A. M., Silva, M. L. N., Curi, N., Avanzi, J. C., & Fer-
reira, M. M. (2009). Erosividade da chuva e erodibili-
dade de cambissolo e latossolo na região de Lavras, sul 
de Minas Gerais. Revista Brasileira de Ciência do Solo, 
33, 1811–1820. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ S0100- 06832 
00900 06000 29

Silva, M. A., Silva, M. L. N., Curi, N., Avanzi, J. C, & Leite, F. 
P. (2011). Sistemas de Manejo em plantios florestais de 
eucalipto e perdas de solo e água na região do Vale do 
Rio Doce, MG. Ciência Florestal, 21(4), 765–776.

Silva, M. L. N. (1997). Erosividade da chuva e proposição 
de modelos para estimar a erodibilidade de Latossolos 
brasileiros. Doctoral Thesis, Universidade Federal de 
Lavras.

Silva, P. M. O. (2006). Modelagem do escoamento superficial 
e da erosão hídrica na sub-bacia hidrográfica do Ribeirão 
Marcela, Alto Rio Grande, MG. Doctoral Thesis, Univer-
sidade Federal de Lavras.

Silva, V. D. (2008). Análise de perda de solo, utilizando o 
modelo (RUSLE) Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation, 

https://doi.org/10.5039/agraria.v7i2a1063
https://doi.org/10.5039/agraria.v7i2a1063
https://doi.org/10.17271/198432407920141114
https://doi.org/10.17271/198432407920141114
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-020-03926-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-020-03926-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-018-7025-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(02)00143-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(02)00143-1
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2016000900002
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2016000900002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-08362-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2019.104377
https://doi.org/10.15446/dyna.v83n199.54843
https://doi.org/10.15446/dyna.v84n202.61254
https://doi.org/10.15446/dyna.v84n202.61254
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2005001200010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2005001200010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06832008000500033
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06832008000500033
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-43662008000300006
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-43662008000300006
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06832009000600029
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06832009000600029


Environ Monit Assess         (2024) 196:358  

1 3

Page 25 of 25   358 

Vol.: (0123456789)

aplicado com auxílio das técnicas de geoprocessamento 
na bacia do Ribeirão Reis, Maringá-PR. Dissertation, 
Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina.

Smith, P., House, J. I., Bustamante, M., Sobocká, J., Harper, 
R., Pan, G., West, P. C., Clark, J. M., Adhya, T., Rumpel, 
C., Paustian, K., Kuikman, P., Cotrufo, M. F., Elliot, J. 
A., McDowell, R., Griffiths, R. I., Asakawa, S., Bondeau, 
A., Jain, A. K., … Pugh, T. A. M. (2015). Global change 
pressures on soils from land use and management. 
Global Change Biology, 22(3), 1008–1028. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/ gcb. 13068

Soares, A. K. M. S. (2022). Temporal analysis of erosion pro-
cesses and soil loss modeling in the Córrego do Palmital 
watershed - Minas Gerais. Dissertation, Universidade de 
São Paulo.

Sparovek, G., & Jong Van Lier, Q. (1997). Definition of tol-
erable soil conservation values. Revista Brasileira de 
Ciência do Solo, 21(3), 467–471, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1590/ 
S0100- 06831 99700 03000 16

Tamire, C., Elias, E., & Argaw, M. (2022). Spatiotempo-
ral dynamics of soil loss and sediment export in Upper 
Bilate River Catchment (UBRC) Central Rift Valley of 
Ethiopia. Heliyon, 8, e11220. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
heliy on. 2022. e11220

Tavares, A. C. F. (2001). Diagnóstico agroambiental para 
gestão do uso da terra da microbacia do Rio Jundiaí-
Mirim. Dissertation, Instituto Agronômico.

Teixeira, D. B. S., Cecílio, R. A., Oliveira, J. P. B., Almeida, L. 
T., & Pires, G. F. (2022). Rainfall erosivity and erosiv-
ity density through rainfall synthetic series for Sao Paulo 
State, Brazil: Assessment, regionalization and modeling. 
ISWCR, 10, 355–370. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. iswcr. 
2021. 10. 002

Tiwari, S., Singh, C., Boudh, S., Rai, P. K., Gupta, V. K., & 
Singh, J. S. (2019). Land use change: A key ecological 
disturbance declines soil microbial biomass in dry tropi-
cal uplands. Journal of Environmental Management, 242, 
1–10. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jenvm an. 2019. 04. 052

Universidade Federal de Viçosa; Fundação Centro Tecnológico 
de Minas Gerais; Universidade Federal de Lavras; 
Fundação Estadual do Meio Ambiente. (2010). Mapa 
de solos do Estado de Minas Gerais. Escala: 1:650.000. 
Fundação Estadual do Meio Ambiente, Belo Horizonte, 
Brazil.

Valentin, C., Poesen, J., & Li, Y. (2005). Gully erosion: 
Impacts, factors and control. CATENA, 63, 132–153. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. catena. 2005. 06. 001

Weiser, N. H., Rosot, M. A. D., & Garrastazu, M. C. (2012). 
Estruturação de base cartográfica para apoio ao InVEST. 

In Proceedings of 11st Evento de Iniciação Científica da 
Embrapa Florestas, Colombo, Brazil, 17–18.

Wen, Y., Kasielke, T., Li, H., Zhang, B., & Zepp, H. (2021). 
May agricultural terraces induce gully erosion? A case 
study from the Black Soil Region of Northeast China. 
Science of the Total Environment, 750(1), 141715. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 141715

White, R. E. (Ed) (2006). Principles and practice of soil sci-
ence: The soil as a natural resource (4th ed.). Blackwell 
Publishing, Oxford.

Wischmeier, W. H., & Smith, D. D. (1965). Predicting rain-
fall-erosion losses from cropland east of the rocky 
mountains: Guide for selection of practices for soil and 
water conservation. AH 1965, 282. Washington: Agricul-
tural Research Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA).

Zhao, T., & Pan, J. (2022). Ecosystem service trade-offs and 
spatial non-stationary responses to influencing factors in 
the Loess hilly-gully region: Lanzhou City China. Sci-
ence of The Total Environment, 846, 157422. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2022. 157422

Zhou, M., Deng, J., Lin, Y., Belete, M., Wang, K., Comber, A., 
Huang, L., & Gan, M. (2019). Identifying the effects of 
land use change on sediment export: Integrating sedi-
ment source and sediment delivery in the Qiantang River 
Basin China. Science Of The Total Environment, 686, 
38–49. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2019. 05. 336

Zuquette, L. V., Rodrigues, V. G. S., & Pejon, O. J. (2013). 
Chapter 23: Recuperação de áreas degradadas. In M. C. 
Calijuri, D. G. F. Cunha (Eds.), Engenharia Ambiental: 
Conceitos, tecnologia e gestão (1st ed., pp. 589–629). 
Elsevier, Rio de Janeiro.

Zuquette, L. V. (2015). Chapter  1: Aspectos conceituais e 
abrangências do tema. In L. V. Zuquette (Ed.), Geotecnia 
Ambiental (1st ed., pp. 1–10). Elsevier, Rio de Janeiro.

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

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) 
holds exclusive rights to this article under a publishing 
agreement with the author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author 
self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article 
is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement 
and applicable law.

https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13068
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13068
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06831997000300016
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-06831997000300016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswcr.2021.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswcr.2021.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.04.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2005.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141715
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.157422
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.157422
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.05.336

	Assessment of the impact of conservation measures by modeling soil loss in Minas Gerais, Brazil
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study area
	SDR-InVEST framework
	Modeling process

	Results and discussion
	Base maps
	Present scenario
	Hypothetical scenario 1: implementation of soil conservation practices and temporary crops
	Hypothetical scenario 2: reforestation of pasture areas
	Hypothetical scenario 3: preservation of ciliary forests
	Mean erosion for the four scenarios

	Conclusions
	References


