
Chapter 6
Latitudinal Variation in Brazilian
Mangroves’ Annual Litterfall as Evidence
of Maximum Power and Geoecological
Manifestation

Gilberto Cintrón-Molero, Clemente Coelho-Jr, Laís M. Paiva,
and Yara Schaeffer-Novelli

6.1 Introduction

One of the major paradigms in mangrove ecology is that mangroves are highly
productive systems and are considered an azonal formation present over a wide
latitudinal span from the tropics to well over the subtopics, reaching latitudes close to
or slightly beyond 34° (Tomlinson 1986). Mangroves visibly do best between
latitudes 25°N and S where they manifest their highest productivity in terms of
biomass and litterfall (Cintrón and Schaeffer-Novelli 1983; Saenger and Holmes
1991). Although in the New World the species diversity of mangroves is lower than
in Asia, mangrove productivity is similar and systems under similar conditions reach
similar levels of development (Saenger and Snedaker 1993).

Mangrove aboveground biomass is correlated to litterfall production in the sense
that larger trees can support a larger canopy and potential for producing higher
litterfall levels. Observations show that productivity is linked to hydrology with
riverine systems attaining the highest levels of structural development followed by
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fringes and, finally, basins (Lugo and Snedaker 1974). However, on an aerial basis,
fringes are limited to edges whereas basins can dominate a landscape.

Twilley (1995) presented summaries of biomass and litterfall accumulation and
productivity of mangroves with latitude worldwide. These data show a trend for
biomass accumulation to/decline with latitude, as would be expected from climatic
constraints, but, surprisingly, also show high litterfall production even near latitudi-
nal extremes. In this context, the Brazilian coastline provides an attractive opportu-
nity to examine latitudinal patterning and ecosystem functions as geoecological
manifestations, since it extends from Equatorial to Subtropical latitudes (04°26′
12″N to 33°45′07″S), an approximately 11 thousand km latitudinal span (IBGE
2016). Cintrón and Schaeffer-Novelli (1981) reported to Brazil that mangroves reach
their latitudinal limit along this coast, occupying habitats below the Tropic of
Capricorn (23°30′S to 28°30′S). Interestingly, solar energy decreases, and the
planetary heat balance shifts from surplus incoming energy to energy deficits at
about 35°S to 40°S where radiative deficits prevail (INMET: http://www.inmet.
gov.br), which drive productivity patterns.

6.2 Brazilian Mangrove Forests’ Annual Litterfall

This chapter shows assembled and analyzed data from published and unpublished
studies on Brazilian mangrove forests’ annual litterfall along the coast between
latitudes 04°N and 27°S. The criteria for data inclusion took into consideration
Proctor’s (1984) considerations on data comparison issues. The requirements for
inclusion were: (1) all litter components had to be included in the study, not merely
the leaves; (2) all study sites should be georeferenced or ascertainably situated
deriving from other sources; (3) all litterfall data had to represent at least a
one-year collection, regardless of the season of commencement or termination of
sampling; and (4) all collecting and weighing methods are well accepted in the
literature as long as sufficient replicate traps were used to take variability into
account.

Northern and southern litterfall values (all components of the litter expressed as g
m2 day-1) were treated as equivalent for mixed and monospecific mangroves
communities of the various species (Saenger and Snedaker 1993).

6.2.1 Annual Litterfall

The obtained linear regression shows to be somewhat skewed (skewness = 0.1379),
with several point accumulations of high tropical and subtropical values contributing
to the skewing (Fig. 6.1). The assembled data (N = 94) are presented in Tables 6.1
and 6.2.

http://www.inmet.gov.br
http://www.inmet.gov.br
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Fig. 6.1 Scatter diagram of mangrove litterfall along the Brazilian coastline. Latitudinal degrees
were transformed to latitudinal decimal degrees. Litterfall and latitudinal location fed a best-fit
linear regression (y = ax + b)

The litterfall values ranged from the highest rate of 8.08 g m2 day-1 in a
Laguncularia racemosa stand in Olinda (08°S) (Paiva and Coelho-Jr unpublished)
to the lowest of 0.65 g m2 day-1 in Babitonga Bay (26°S) (Cunha 2001; Almeida
2004) (see Chap. 3, Maps 8 and 16, respectively). The latitudinal variation on its
own was responsible for ca. 14% of the variation in productivity, with a lesser trend
in higher latitudes.

6.3 On the Causes for Litterfall Productivity

When there are no site-specific growth constraints, litterfall production is propor-
tional to solar insolation, which, in turn, reflects the generally increased structural
complexity of mangrove communities under optimal growing conditions in the
tropics.

Pool et al. (1977) presented data on tree height and latitude of mangroves in the
western hemisphere. Their data, although not statistically significant, showed a
similar trend for the relationship between biomass and latitude. Nevertheless, data
on Brazilian litterfall show surprisingly high productivity even near the limits of
distribution, as it has been observed in a few other studies, such as Twilley’s (1995)
and López-Medellín and Ezcurra’s (2012) in Mexico.

Litterfall values strongly reflect latitude influences through insolation, tempera-
ture, and freshwater availability. Within equatorial latitudes, ample solar radiation in
terms of day length duration and solar angle, combined with warm temperatures and
suitable site factors, favors high productivity that prevails to about 10°S (Saenger

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-13486-9_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-13486-9_3#MOESM8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-13486-9_3#MOESM16
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Table 6.1 Ninety-four litterfall data (g m2 day-1) along the Brazilian coast latitudinal span with
respective references

Latitude Production (g m2 day-1) References

(04°N) 3,20 Fernandes (1997)

(00°) 2,05 Gonçalves et al. (2006)

(00°) 1,95 Gonçalves et al. (2006)

(00°) 2,03 Fernandes et al. (2007)

(00°) 3,50 Mehlig (2001)

(00°) 3,60 Mehlig (2001)

(00°) 3,20 Nascimento et al. (2006)

(00°) 1,35 Farias et al. (2006)

(00°) 3,70 Reise (2003)

(00°) 4,55 Nordhaus (2004)

(03°S) 5,94 Travassos et al. (2012) unpublished

(05°S) 3,25 Rêgo (1999)

(08°S) 3,24 Longo (2009)

(08°S) 2,32 Longo (2009)

(08°S) 3,35 Longo (2009)

(08°S) 1,94 Longo (2009)

(08°S) 8,08 Paiva and Coelho-Jr (unpublished)

(10°S) 3,49 Menezes (2010)

(10°S) 3,89 Menezes (2010)

(10°S) 4,59 Menezes (2010)

(10°S) 4,58 Menezes (2010)

(10°S) 3,71 Santos (2013)

(10°S) 3,62 Santos (2013)

(14°S) 2,60 Santos (2009)

(20°S) 3,90 Carmo et al. (1998)

(20°S) 2,83 Carmo et al. (1998)

(21°S) 3,58 Bernini and Rezende (2010)

(21°S) 4,26 Bernini and Rezende (2010)

(21°S) 3,59 Bernini and Rezende (2010)

(22°S) 3,81 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 3,67 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 3,92 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,93 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,47 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,90 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,11 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,52 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,77 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,22 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 3,29 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,00 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,55 Chaves (2007)
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Table 6.1 (continued)

Latitude Production (g m2 day-1) References

(22°S) 3,70 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 6,27 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,68 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,44 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 4,27 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 3,73 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 1,29 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,63 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 3,95 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 2,74 Chaves (2007)

(22°S) 3,18 Chaves (2007)

(23°S) 2,31 Machado (2014)

(23°S) 3,02 Machado (2014)

(23°S) 3,60 Machado (2014)

(23°S) 3,02 Machado (2014)

(23°S) 2,33 Machado (2014)

(23°S) 1,72 Machado (2014)

(23°S) 2,38 Silva et al. (1998)

(23°S) 1,79 Lamparelli (1995)

(23°S) 1,40 Lamparelli (1995)

(23°S) 1,25 Lamparelli (1995)

(23°S) 1,14 Lamparelli (1995)

(25°S) 2,34 Valadares (2015)

(25°S) 1,09 Ponte et al. (1990)

(25°S) 2,08 Adaime (1985)

(25°S) 1,67 Adaime (1985)

(25°S) 2,47 Menezes (1994)

(25°S) 1,77 Menezes (1994)

(25°S) 2,11 Menezes (1994)

(25°S) 2,91 Almeida (2004)

(25°S) 2,17 Almeida (2004)

(25°S) 2,05 Almeida (2004)

(25°S) 1,93 Almeida (2004)

(25°S) 1,62 Almeida (2004)

(25°S) 1,12 Larcher (2014)

(25°S) 0,57 Larcher (2014)

(25°S) 0,97 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,75 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,39 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,26 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 0,97 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 0,87 Sessegolo (1997)
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Table 6.1 (continued)

Latitude Production (g m2 day-1) References

(25°S) 1,36 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,19 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,35 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,47 Sessegolo (1997)

(25°S) 1,05 Cunha (2001)

(25°S) 0,65 Cunha (2001)

(26°S) 1,19 Silva (2001)

(27°S) 2,37 Panitz (1986)

and Snedaker 1993; Simrad et al. 2019). However, what is interesting in these data is
the peak extending south of about 23°30′S in a region where sun radiative deficits
become more pronounced and evident. It seems that this reflects the propensity of
mangroves to persist by maximizing the use of available subsidiary energies through
autocatalytic growth that reinvests high-quality energy into compartments that
reinforce further production, thus generating maximum power. Following
Boltzmann (1886), Lotka (1922) proposed the Principle of Maximum Power,
which has wide application in all thermodynamic systems. In Ecology, Odum and
Pinkerton (1955) associated this phenomenon with autocatalysis. This Principle
suggests that evolutionary selection favors systems that can maximize energy flow
by using all available site energies and reinvesting captured energy into ways
favorable to persistence close to the edge of species’ or system’s tolerances.

At the ecosystem level, Lotka’s Maximum Power Principle (MPP) means selec-
tion for increasingly tolerant species or beyond into higher-level designs that
combine other systems such as salt marshes. We suggest that the MPP is manifested
in mangroves as Maximum Ascendency (sensu Ulanowicz 1980). The Brazilian
litterfall data provides empirical evidence for the MPP and associated maximization
functions, for example, Goal Functions (i.e., ascendency) described in the literature
by Odum (1969) and Jørgesen (1992), among others. The MPP is increasingly
recognized as an ecological law of thermodynamics (Odum and Pinkerton 1955;
Jørgensen 1992).

In the case of Brazil, the assertiveness of mangroves is combined with coastal
geomorphology, tidal regime, and local climate (see Chap. 3) to create extremely
favorable conditions that allow mangroves to persist poised at the edge of chaos
where environmental conditions preclude further occupation of coastal habitats.

In Southeast Brazil, the coastal escarpment reaches about latitude 23°S; beyond
that point, the coastline becomes more indented (or higher fractal dimension) within
a region increasingly influenced by the South Atlantic Convergence Zone convective
activity (SACZ); at 20°–25°S. The SACZ conveys enhanced precipitation and
increasing moisture that, combined with a favorable microtidal (less than 2 m)
regime and geomorphology, creates favorable habitats very close to the latitudinal
limit. Notably, a microtidal to mesotidal pulsing regime is considered optimal for salt
marsh development (Odum et al. 1995) as is for barrier island formation (Davies
1973; Hayes 1975). Thus, the 20°–28°S structural setting of the Brazilian coast

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-13486-9_3
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shapes a mesoscale physiographic/climatic complex that harbors the largest estua-
rine systems of Southeast Brazil (Angulo et al. 2009). This geomorphic template
subsidizes mangrove occupation, where they can act as an endogenous living force
capable of modifying geomorphic processes and buffering exogenic (climate-driven
limitations). As a result, mangrove productivity instead of decreasing gradually ends
abruptly at Laguna, Santa Catarina State, near 28°30′S (see Chap. 3, Map 16),
contradicting/contrasting with what is assumed as a pattern for Australia,
New Zealand, and Japan (Tomlinson 1986; Friess 2018). We suggest that mangroves
here can be considered as “surfing at the edge of chaos,” and this is manifested in
fractal dynamics on the ground, such as persistent change (or pulsing) at local scales,
rather than a steady state.

An appearance of steady state may be induced by constant recruitment. Pulsing at
a local scale can induce persistent changes in vegetation patterns consistent with
pulsing driven by slight external changes in climate and internal (local scale)
changes. A steady state at the landscape level is an emergent function of local
scale pulsing. The prevalence of pulsing in nature led Odum et al. (1995) to propose
it as a paradigm of nature’s organization and suggest that pulsing can be interpreted
as oscillations at the edge of chaos.

Mangroves frequently express a high within-region diversity of structural pat-
terns, and an equally high diversity of functional roles (Lugo and Snedaker 1974;
Pool et al. 1977). Based on knowledge of the dataset here analyzed, structural
characteristics (i.e., high values for height, biomass, and litterfall) indicate optimum
habitats, particularly concerning reduced salinity regimes, optimal climatic condi-
tions, site-specific fertility, as also observed where human input of domestic sewage
nutrients influences the high values of productivity at Olinda (PE) and Guanabara
Bay (RJ) (see Chap. 3, Maps 8 and 13, respectively). The slope of the present
regression (0.138) is not significantly different from the slope in Saenger and
Snedaker’s (1993) regression (0.201, Eq. 5). The high value at Fernando de Noronha
(see Chap. 1) (see Chap. 3, 18) can be explained by rich volcanic soil and low
salinity values. In contrast, the low-value sites are mainly characterized by natural
stress situations, for example, aridity and poor fertility (Cintrón et al. 1978).
Although the correspondence is not precise, these general regional trends are
consistent with the more specific conclusions drawn by Pool et al. (1977) and
Saenger and Snedaker (1993).

Finally, south of 28°30′S, sediment transport by wave action, the microtidal tidal
regime (mean range only 0.5 m) and freshwater runoff from a humid climate become
too adverse for mangrove establishment. Particularly, a barrier system of Rio Grande
do Sul State acts as a dam to freshwater input, which combined with restricted tidal
influence favors freshening of the choked lagoon and the emergence of a “cut-off”
filter or “brick wall” that impedes mangrove and salt marsh development further
south. This barrier system is one of the longest in South America and one of the
longest in the world. Salt marshes do reappear at the southern end near Cassino
Beach (see Chap. 1) where the inlet allows seawater intrusion into the lower lagoon.
The reduction in tidal influence reflects the influence of an amphidromic point off the
coast of Rio Grande do Sul that reduces the main lunar component of the tide
(Schwiderski 1980) (see Chap. 3, 17).
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6.4 Final Remarks

The assembled data on Brazilian litterfall and corresponding analyses fully support
Saenger and Snedaker’s (1993) results that within the global mangrove community,
the indices of organic production are highest at the lower latitudes. Nevertheless,
mangrove communities below the Tropic of Capricorn latitudes are capable of larger
litterfall rates relative to their biomass than more tropical ones. We suggest that this
reflects the propensity of mangroves to persist by maximizing the use of available
subsidiary energies combined by a combination of unusually favorable biotic and
abiotic factors south of 23°30′S.

The Brazilian coast provides an attractive opportunity to examine latitudinal
patterning and ecosystem functions as geoecological manifestations due to its
extension. Also, its range makes it possible to study mangroves at the edge of
chaos near their latitudinal limit. There is a great potential of addressing important
questions about mangrove species’ evolution and adaptation, especially in a country
with such extensive coastal length. We hope that this chapter will bring more
visibility and interest to combined studies on mangrove structure and genetics.

Acknowledgments The present analysis could only have been carried out with the support by
Instituto BiomaBrasil, Brazilian National Council for Scientific and Technological Development
(CNPq), the logistical support of the Secretaria de Ciência, Tecnologia e Inovação de Pernambuco
granted to Espaço Ciência and the Instituto Chico Mendes de Conservação da Biodiversidade
(ICMBio), as the access authorization to the National Marine Park of Fernando de Noronha
(PARNAMAR Fernando de Noronha).

References

Adaime RR (1985) Produção do bosque de mangue da Gamboa Nóbrega (Cananéia, 25° Lat.S –
Brasil). PhD dissertation, Universidade de São Paulo, 305 pp

Almeida R (2004) Ecologia de manguezais: dinâmica da serapilheira e funcionamento do
ecossistema, Ilha do Cardoso, Cananéia, São Paulo, Brasil. PhD dissertation, Universidade de
São Paulo

Angulo RJ, Lessa GC, Souza MC (2009) The Holocene Barrier Systems of Paranaguá and Northern
Santa Catarina Coast, Southern Brazil. In: S Dillenburg, Hesp (eds) Geology and geomorphol-
ogy of Holocene Coastal Barriers of Brazil. Springer, Berlin/Heidelberg, 135–176 pp

Bernini E, Rezende CE (2010) Litterfall in a mangrove in Southeast Brazil. Pan-Am J Aquat Sie 5:
508–519

Boltzmann LE (1886) Der zweite Hauptsatz der mechanischen Wärmetheorie. Gerold, Vienna
Carmo TMS, Almeida R, Oliveira AR (1998) Consequences of the peeling of Rhizophora mangle

over the mangrove litterfall. In: Anales del VII Congreso Latinoamericano de Botánica y del
XIV Congreso Mexicano de Botánica. Asociación Latinoamericana de Botánica/RLB/Sociedad
Botánica de Mexico, Mexico

Chaves FO (2007) Caracterização e relações ambientais da produção de serapilheira em florestas de
mangue da baía de Guanabara, Rio de Janeiro – Brasil. PhD dissertation, Universidade de São
Paulo, 331 pp



110 G. Cintrón-Molero et al.

Cintrón G, Schaeffer-Novelli Y (1981) Los manglares de la costa brasileña: revisión preliminar de
la literatura. Abuchahla GMO (elect rev ed). Informe Técnico preparado para la Oficina
Regional de Ciéncia y Tecnologia para América Latina y el Caribe de UNESCO y la
Universidad Federal de Santa Catarina, 47 pp

Cintrón G, Schaeffer-Novelli Y (1983) Introducción a la ecología del manglar. Oficina Regional de
Ciencia y Tecnología de la Unesco para América Latina y el Caribe, Montevideo, 109 pp

Cintrón G, Lugo AE, Pool DJ, Morris G (1978) Mangroves of arid environments in Puerto Rico and
adjacent islands. Biotropica 10:110–121

Cunha SR (2001) Estrutura e produção das comunidades de macroprodutores dos manguezais da
Baía de Babitonga, Santa Catarina. PhD dissertation, Universidade de Rio Grande, 172 pp

Davies JL (1973) Geographical variation in coastal development. Hafner Publishing Co, New York,
204 pp

Farias ASC, Fernandes MEB, Reise A (2006) Comparação da produção de serapilheira de dois
bosques de com diferentes padrões estruturais na península Bragantina, Bragança, Pará. B Mus
Paraens Em Goeldi 2(3):61–68

Fernandes MEB (1997) The ecology and productivity of mangroves in the Amazon region, Brazil.
PhD dissertation, University of York, 213 pp

Fernandes MEB, Nascimento AAM, Carvalho ML (2007) Estimativa da produção anual de
serapilheira dos bosques de mangue no Furo Grande, Bragança-Pará. Rev Árvore 31:949–958

Friess D (2018) Where the tallest mangroves are. Nat Geosci 12:4–5
Gonçalves ASC, Fernandes MEB, Carvalho ML (2006) Variação anual da produção de serapilheira

em bosques de mangue no Furo Grande, Bragança, Pará. B Mus Paraens Em Goeldi 2:69–76
Hayes MO (1975) Morphology of sand accumulation in estuaries: an introduction to the

symposium. In: Cronin LE (ed) Estuarine research. Vol 1, Chemistry, biology, and the estuarine
system. Academic, London, pp 3–22

Instituto Brasileiro de Geografia e Estatística – IBGE (2016) Caracterização do território: posição e
extensão. In: Anuário Estatístico do Brasil 1. IBGE, Rio de Janeiro, 457 pp

Jørgesen SE (1992) Integration of ecosystem theories: a pattern, 1st edn. Springer Science,
Dordrecht, 383 pp

Lamparelli CC (1995) Dinâmica da serapilheira em manguezais de Bertioga, Região Sudeste do
Brasil. PhD dissertation, Universidade de São Paulo, 139 pp

Larcher L, Boeger MRT, Nogueira G, Reissmann CB (2014) Produção de serapilheira em dois
manguezais do estado do Paraná, Brasil. Acta Biol Catari 1(1):53–64

Longo AFP (2009) Produtividade primária em bosque de franja e bacia no manguezal do Rio
Ariquindá (Tamandaré – Pernambuco, Brasil). Master thesis, Universidade Federal de Pernam-
buco, 70 pp

López-Medellín X, Ezcurra E (2012) The productivity of mangroves in northewestern Mexico: a
meta-analysis of current data. J Coast Conserv 16:399–403

Lotka AJ (1922) Natural selection as a physical principle. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 8(6):151–154
Lugo AE, Snedaker SC (1974) The ecology of mangroves. Annu Rev Ecol Syst 5:39–64
Machado MRO (2014) Produção de serapilheira em florestas de mangue de Guaratiba – RJ. Master

thesis, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro
Mehlig U (2001) Aspects of tree primary production in an equatorial mangrove forest in Brazil. PhD

dissertation, Universität Bremen, 151 pp
Menezes GV (1994) Produção e decomposição em bosques de mangue da Ilha do Cardoso,

SP. Master thesis, Universidade de São Paulo, 116 pp
Menezes LCS (2010) Estrutura e produção de serapilheira de floresta de mangue na região

estuarina-lagunar do baixo São Francisco sergipano. Master thesis, Universidade Federal de
Sergipe, 84 pp

Nascimento RESA, Mehlig U, Menezes MPM (2006) Produção de serapilheira em um fragmento
de bosque de terra firme e um manguezal vizinhos na península de Ajuruteua, Bragança, Pará. B
Mus Paraens Em Goeldi 2:55–60

Nordhaus I (2004) Feeding ecology of the semi-terrestrial crab Ucides cordatus (Decapoda:
Brachyura) in a mangrove forest in Northern Brazil. PhD dissertation, Universität Bremen

Odum EP (1969) The strategy of ecosystem development. Science 164:262–270



6 Latitudinal Variation in Brazilian Mangroves’ Annual Litterfall. . . 111

Odum HT, Pinkerton RC (1955) Time’s speed regulator: the optimum efficiency for maximum
power output in physical and biological systems. Am Sci 43(2):331–343

Odum WE, Odum EP, Odum HT (1995) Nature’s pulsing paradigm. Estuaries 8(4):547–555
Paiva LM, Coelho-Jr C (unpublished) Variação anual da produção de serapilheira do manguezal

Chico Science (Olinda, Pernambuco). Bachelor thesis, Universidade de Pernambuco, 62 pp
Panitz CMN (1986) Produção e decomposição de serapilheira no mangue do rio Itacorubi, Ilha de

Santa Catarina, Florianópolis, Brasil (27°35’S – 48°31’W). PhD dissertation, Universidade
Federal de São Carlos, 601 pp

Ponte ACE, Fonseca IAZ, Claro SMCA (1990) Produção de serapilheira em bosque impactado por
petróleo. In: II Simpósio de Ecossistemas da Costa Sul e Sudeste Brasileira: Estrutura, Função e
Manejo. ACIESP, Águas de Lindóia, pp 241–253

Pool DJ, Snedaker SC, Lugo AE (1977) Structure of mangrove forests in Florida, Puerto Rico,
Mexico and Costa Rica. Biotropica 9:195–212

Proctor J (1984) Tropical forest litterfall. II. The data set. In: Chadwick AC, Sutton SL (eds)
Tropical rain forest: ecology and management. Blackwell Scientific Publications, Oxford, pp
83–113

Rêgo RDP (1999) Dinâmica interna do nitrogênio no ecossistema manguezal localizado no estuário
Potengi, Natal – RN. Master thesis, Universidade Federal de São Carlos, 64 pp

Reise A (2003) Estimates of biomass and productivity in Fringe Mangroves of North-Brazil. PhD
dissertation, Universität Bremen, 196 pp

Saenger P, Holmes N (1991) Physiological, temperature tolerance and behavioral differences
between tropical and temperate organisms. In: Connell DW, Hawker DW (eds) Pollution in
tropical systems. CRC Press, Boca Raton, pp 69–95

Saenger P, Snedaker SC (1993) Pantropical trends in mangrove above-ground biomass and annual
litterfall. Oecologia 96(3):293–299

Santos LL (2009) Estrutura e serapilheira em um manguezal de Ilhéus, Bahia, Brasil. Master thesis,
Universidade Estadual de Santa Cruz

Santos TO (2013) Florística, Estrutura Fitossociológica e Produção de Serapilheira do manguezal
do rio São Francisco. Master thesis, Universidade Federal de Sergipe, 69 pp

Schwiderski EW (1980) On charting global ocean tides. Rev Geophys Space Phys 18(1):243–268
Sessegolo GC (1997) Estrutura e produção de serapilheira do manguezal do Rio Baguaçu, Baía de

Paranaguá, PR. Masther thesis, Universidade Federal do Paraná, 109 pp
Silva MCM (2001) Diagnóstico ambiental do manguezal da baía da Babitonga, Santa Catarina,

através do uso de indicadores ecológicos, parâmetros foliares e produtividade de serapilheira.
Florianópolis. Master thesis, Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina, 112 pp

Silva CAR, Lacerda LD, Ovalle AR, Rezende CE (1998) The dynamics of heavy metals through
litterfall and decomposition in a red mangrove forest. Mangrove Salt Marshes 2(3):149–157

Simard M, Fatoyinbo L, Smetanka C, Rivera-Monroy VH, Castañeda-Moya E, Thomas N, Van der
Stocken T (2019) Mangrove canopy height globally related to precipitation, temperature and
cyclone frequency. Nat Geosci 12:40–45

Tomlinson PB (1986) The botany of mangroves. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 419 pp
Travassos PEPF, Coelho-Jr C, Severi W (2012 – unpublished data) Diagnóstico Ambiental do

Manguezal da Baía do Sueste, Fernando de Noronha – PE. Final Report/Process CNPq
No. 577369/2008-3, 102 pp

Twilley RR (1995) Properties of mangrove ecosystems related to the energy signature of coastal
environments. In: Hall CAS (ed) Maximum power: the ideas and applications of Odum
HT. University Press of Colorado, Denver, pp 43–62

Ulanowicz RE (1980) A hypothesis on the development of natural communities. J Theor Biol 85(2):
223–245

Valadares RG (2015) Dinâmica da Produção, Estoque e Decomposição da Serapilheira em um
bosque de mangue em São Sebastião, SP. Master dissertation,, Universidade de Santa Cecília,
83 pp


	Chapter 6: Latitudinal Variation in Brazilian Mangroves´ Annual Litterfall as Evidence of Maximum Power and Geoecological Mani...
	6.1 Introduction
	6.2 Brazilian Mangrove Forests´ Annual Litterfall
	6.2.1 Annual Litterfall

	6.3 On the Causes for Litterfall Productivity
	6.4 Final Remarks
	References




