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Abstract The Caatinga of north-eastern Brazil is the largest
and most diverse seasonally dry tropical forest in the
Americas and is home to numerous endemic species.
However, only .% of the area is under full protection,
and given the ongoing decline of this biome there is an
urgent need to expand the protected area network. The
Endangered Caatinga howler monkey Alouatta ululata is
almost endemic to the Caatinga, and is a potential umbrella
species for the protection of its biodiversity. Using all avail-
able distribution data and our own surveys we applied
Maxent and Zonation spatial modelling to identify the
range of A. ululata, and priority conservation areas for the
species, maximizing habitat quality and connectivity, and
minimizing conservation constraints. The top % priority
areas cover , km and mostly coincide with good rem-
nants of Caatinga. Only priority areas in the northern part
of the species’ range are protected, so it is essential to create
new protected areas in the centre and south of the range.
Maxent modelling indicates that the species depends on
good tree cover, but even inside protected areas we observed
recent deforestation, illustrating the urgency to improve
management. Maxent also indicated that aridity limits the
species’ range, and therefore the ongoing aridification of
the Caatinga is a threat to its future. The protection of
A. ululata requires establishing new protected areas in
priority locations and improving management of existing
protected areas. Preservation of priority areas for the
Caatinga howler monkey also represents an opportunity
for the conservation of other important biodiversity in the
region.
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Introduction

The Caatinga covers c. , km of north-eastern
Brazil (Leal et al., ) and is considered to be a sig-

nificant wilderness area (Aguiar et al., ). It is the largest
and most diverse seasonally dry tropical forest in the
Americas and harbours large numbers of endemic species
(DRYFLOR et al., ). However, its natural vegetation
has been declining at an alarming rate (Beuchle et al.,
) as a result of land-use intensification (Aguiar et al.,
; Leal et al., ). There is an urgent need for conser-
vation measures to protect the Caatinga, with only .% of
the area currently under full protection (DRYFLOR et al.,
). Protected areas need to be expanded, and charismatic
species, such as large primates, can facilitate this process
(Ducarme et al., ) as they function as umbrella species
for the conservation of valuable but more discreet biodiver-
sity within their range. One of the species with the greatest
potential for this role is the Caatinga howler monkey
Alouatta ululata, which requires vast areas of suitable
habitat to maintain viable populations.

The Caatinga howlermonkey is categorized as Endangered
on the IUCN Red List because of its small and declining
population, a consequence of tree cover loss, habitat fragmen-
tation and hunting (Oliveira & Kierulff, ). Most of the
species’ range is within the Caatinga, although it extends
into the Cerrado (Oliveira & Kierulff, ), but its limits
are poorly known, which is a major constraint for the plan-
ning of conservation measures (Oliveira & Kierulff, ).

Species distribution modelling is a tool for mapping
geographical distributions and studying how they are
influenced by environmental variables (Miller, ). It is
widely applied in conservation science and its models may
support the selection of areas for conservation (Araújo et al.,
). The most common approach in species distribution
modelling is maximum-entropy modelling, often applied
using Maxent software (Phillips et al., ).

The identification of priority areas for conservation of
species is a fundamental step in developing conservation
plans (Pressey et al., ), and computational tools have
been developed to carry out this process of prioritization,
taking into consideration factors such as habitat quality,
connectivity and conservation cost (Kukkala & Moilanen,
). C-Plan (Pressey et al., ), Marxan (Watts et al.,
) and Zonation (Moilanen et al., ) are examples
of approaches and packages developed for conservation pri-
oritization. The general objective of all these packages is
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similar, although their strategies vary. For example, Zonation,
used in this study, prioritizes landscapes by iteratively re-
moving the least valuable remaining areas while accounting
for connectivity and generalized complementarity (Moilanen
et al., ).

The overarching objective of this project was to conduct
spatially explicit analyses that contribute to the planning of
measures to conserve A. ululata and the ecosystems with
which it is associated. Our specific objectives were to
() carry out field surveys to collect information on the dis-
tribution of the species, () identify areas where further
surveys are needed, () develop a model to generate a
potential species distribution map, and examine the
environmental determinants of the species’ distribution,
() identify the areas with most potential for the conserva-
tion of the species, and () determine the degree of cover-
age of the priority areas by existing protected areas. We use
our results to make spatially explicit recommendations for
actions needed to improve the conservation of A. ululata
and of the many species that depend on the same
Caatinga habitats.

Study area

The study area includes the known range of A. ululata,
across the states of Maranhão, Piauí and Ceará (Fig. ). In
the spatial analysis we included not only the area encom-
passing all the known locations of the species, but also a
-kmwide buffer zone around this. The aim was to identify
areas that may be suitable for the species but that are outside
its currently known range.

Methods

Data collection

We compiled existing information on the distribution of
A. ululata, most of which was collected during –
by the National Center for Research and Conservation
of Brazilian Primates (CPB/ICMBio). As the number of dir-
ect observations by researchers is low ( records), we also
used reports obtained in CPB/ICMBio interviews with
members of the local rural community during –
( reports). Interview-based distribution analysis can com-
plement direct monitoring data in the case of easily identi-
fiable species (Anadón et al., ; Brittain et al., ). We
also carried out surveys in two regions for which informa-
tion was scarce, during August –May  (Fig. ). We
interviewed  farmers and hunters who lived or worked
close to areas with natural vegetation. To minimize bias
we did not reveal that A. ululata was the focus of our inter-
views (Freire Filho et al., ). We asked about other mam-
mals present in the region before asking about A. ululata
(Freire Filho et al., ). All interviews were conducted
with the consent of the participants.

Some records based on interviews were initially refer-
enced with the coordinates of the place of the interview, usu-
ally farmhouses. We replaced these coordinates with those
of the nearest area of natural environment within a -km ra-
dius of the original coordinates (approximately the distance
up to which the vocalization of the species can be heard).
Points without natural environment within a -km radius
were excluded. This procedure adds locational uncertainty,
but Maxent modelling can make useful predictions even

FIG. 1 Locations of records and reports of
the Caatinga howler monkey Alouatta
ululata, and interviews with members of
the local rural community, throughout the
species’ known range, in north-eastern
Brazil.
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when the occurrence data include a moderate level of loca-
tional error (Graham et al., ). Our initial database in-
cluded  occurrences,  from our surveys and  from
CPB/ICMBio. However, to minimize problems associated
with spatial biases in sampling we used spatial filtering
(Kramer-Schadt et al., ), reducing the number of occur-
rences in oversampled areas by using only one within a ra-
dius of  km. This filtering procedure reduced the number of
occurrences used in the modelling to  ( direct observa-
tions and  reports from CPB/ICMBio, and one observa-
tion and  reports from our surveys).

Modelling of potential distribution

We used Maxent to identify variables influencing the dis-
tribution of A. ululata and generate a distribution map
(Phillips et al., ). The choice of environmental variables
was guided by the species’ biology; A. ululata is arboreal,
feeds on leaves, fruits and other plant parts, and lives in a
semi-arid region influenced by seasonal rainfall and high
temperatures. We expected areas with higher precipitation
to be more suitable during the most critical period of the
year, the dry season. Furthermore, we hypothesized that
tree cover and tree height would influence suitability, and
that areas with rugged terrain would be more suitable be-
cause terrain ruggedness tends to be an obstacle to habitat
destruction and to provide some protection from hunting.
With the help of a matrix of correlations between all candi-
date variables, we selected a set of six predictors (Table )

that were not highly correlated (|r|, .; Rainho &
Palmeirim, ) and that were biologically meaningful.

Prior to runningMaxent all layers were converted to the
WGS  geographical coordinate system and to a cell size
of  arc seconds (c.  km), using IDRISI Selva (Eastman,
) and QGIS . (QGIS Development Team, ). In
Maxent we used the following settings: convergence thresh-
old (–), maximum iterations (), regularization multi-
plier (), maximum number of background points (),
linear, quadratic, product and hinge features, random seed
generation and  replicates. The resulting map is in logistic
format, with the probability of presence for each cell being
in the range –% (Phillips, ). To select a suitability
threshold for the potential distribution map we used the
methodology described in Rainho & Palmeirim (),
which facilitates the selection of the smallest area including
most occurrences. The area selected was that corresponding
to the Maxent suitability threshold %, which encom-
passed % of the occurrences (Fig. ); above this threshold
the inclusion of more occurrences would force the addition
of a disproportionally large area.

Prioritizing areas for conservation

We used Zonation (Moilanen et al., ) to prioritize areas
for the conservation of A. ululata. Zonation generates a pri-
ority map that can be used to inform decision-making. Cost
efficiency can be considered in this prioritization through
the inclusion of a cost layer. We assume that conservation

TABLE 1 Predictive variables used in our analysis of the potential distribution of and priority conservation areas for the Caatinga howler
monkey Alouatta ululata.

Variable Description Source

Maxent variables
% tree cover Canopy closure for all vegetation . 5 m height Global forest change 2000–2014;

Hansen et al. (2013)
Aridity index Rainfall deficit for potential vegetative growth

(higher values represent greater aridity)
CGIAR Consortium for Spatial
Information; Zomer et al. (2008)

Bio17 Precipitation of driest quarter WorldClim 1.4; Hijmans et al. (2005)
Bio15 Precipitation seasonality (SD of monthly

precipitation expressed as %)
WorldClim 1.4; Hijmans et al. (2005)

Forest canopy height Global 1 km forest canopy height SDAT (2011), Simard et al. (2011)
Ruggedness index Measurement of terrain heterogeneity

generated in QGIS using SRTM3 data
USGS (2000), Riley et al. (1999)

Constraint layers
Anthropogenic areas Land cover map from GlobCover project; all

categories (croplands & urban areas) were
joined in a single class

ESA (2009)

Influence of roads Buffer of road influence 18 km either side; this
distance was selected subjectively by visually
analysing land cover along roads in the study area

IBGE (2015)

Population density Global Rural–UrbanMapping Project, Version 1
(GRUMPv1): Population Density Grid

SEDAC (2011), Balk et al. (2006)
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cost efficiency is higher in areas with fewer anthropogenic
constraints, and thus generated a single constraints layer
combining three thematic layers: human population
density, proximity to roads, and anthropogenic areas
(i.e. urban areas and farmland). These three layers
(Table ) were given equal weight in the generation of the
constraints layer. Zonation assigned this layer negative
weights and combined it with the map of potential distribu-
tion of A. ululata generated with Maxent.

In Zonation we selected distribution smoothing as the
aggregation method. It considers fragmentation to be un-
desirable and thus retains areas that are well interconnected.
The size of the smoothing kernel used was  km, a value

based on the distances crossed by various Alouatta species
outside their usual home ranges (Glander, ; Crockett,
). As a cell removal rule we used core-area zonation,
which is appropriate when importance is given to core
areas, i.e. locations with the highest suitability in terms of
abundance or high probability of occurrence (Moilanen
et al., ). To avoid losing valuable areas and to keep struc-
tural connectivity we selected the options ‘add edge points’
and ‘edge removal’ (Moilanen et al., ).

To identify the priority regions lacking protection, we
overlaid the Zonation map with existing protected areas.
We used a map of forest loss during – (Hansen
et al., ) to identify recent deforestation in priority areas.

FIG. 2 Relationship between per cent
probability of presence and per cent of
presence points for the Caatinga howler
monkey, used to define the suitability
threshold for the species in the Maxent
model.

FIG. 3 Probability of presence of the
Caatinga howler monkey, as predicted
by the Maxent model.
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Results

The mean test area under the curve (AUC) for the Maxent
distribution model of A. ululata was . ± SD .,
indicating a high efficiency in distinguishing presence
from random background locations (Fig. ). The variables
with greatest contributions in the potential distribution
model were per cent tree cover, precipitation of driest
quarter (Bio) and aridity index (Table ). The jackknife
analysis corroborates these results (Table ). Probability of
presence increases with tree cover, canopy height and ter-
rain ruggedness (Fig. ). In the case of the climatic variables
(aridity, precipitation in driest quarter and precipitation
seasonality) the highest probability of occurrence tends to
be in the intermediate values (Fig. ).

Results of the Zonation prioritization are shown in
Fig. a. For graphical clarity we show only two levels of pri-
ority: high priority (the best %) and top priority (the best
%, c. , km). These priority areas can be divided
into four ecologically distinct regions: () mangroves, in
the mouth of the Parnaíba River; () enclaves, encompassing
the humid areas of north-west Ceará and northern Piauí; ()
Caatinga, a vast region within the Caatinga biome; and ()
border, located along the border of the states of Piauí
and Maranhão (Fig. a).

Circa % of the most important areas for the conserva-
tion of A. ululata are within legally protected areas (Fig. a).
However, the coverage of priority regions by these protected
areas is uneven; important parts of mangrove and enclave

TABLE 2 Results of the Maxent distribution model for A. ululata.

Variables
%
contribution

Permutation
importance

Training gain
without

Training gain
with only

Test gain
without

Test gain
with only

AUC*
without

AUC*
with only

% tree cover 55.411 51.928 0.789 0.502 0.714 0.475 0.814 0.751
Bio17 15.786 16.139 1.009 0.145 0.909 0.149 0.846 0.661
Aridity index 10.516 17.884 1.043 0.363 0.949 0.359 0.847 0.727
Ruggedness

index
7.102 1.778 1.025 0.140 0.966 0.120 0.854 0.622

Bio15 5.179 7.624 1.025 0.041 0.907 0.042 0.845 0.578
Forest canopy

height
6.004 4.644 1.031 0.204 0.985 0.169 0.849 0.663

*AUC, area under the curve.

FIG. 4 The relationship of the probability
of presence of the Caatinga howler
monkey with six environmental variables:
(a) per cent tree cover, (b) aridity,
(c) precipitation of driest quarter,
(d) Ruggedness, (e) precipitation
seasonality, and (f) forest canopy height.
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areas have some level of legal protection, whereas border
and Caatinga areas are virtually unprotected (Table ).

Although the loss of tree cover during – was
scattered, it occurred throughout the high-priority areas,
including in protected areas. In some enclaves of northern
Piauí deforestation is more widespread and there are larger
deforested patches (Fig. b). Overall c. .% of prime area
for the conservation of A. ululata was deforested during
– (Table ).

Discussion

Potential distribution

A visual analysis shows a good correspondence between the
distribution and density of the occurrence of the species
with the map generated byMaxent. However, there are suit-
able areas without occurrences, possibly because of local ex-
tinctions (e.g. as a result of hunting) or a lack of survey effort
(Oliveira & Kierulff, ). There are also a few occurrences

in areas with lowMaxent suitability, which can be explained
by the extensive loss of natural habitat (Oliveira & Kierulff,
).

An isolated population inhabits a small humid enclave in
Acopiara, Ceará, separated from the range of the species by
.  km of unsuitable dry Caatinga (Fig. ; Oliveira et al.,
). It is probably a remnant of a broader distribution
of the species when humid forest dominated the region

FIG. 5 (a) Priority areas for the conservation of the Caatinga
howler monkey A. ululata in mangrove, enclave, Caatinga
and border areas, and existing protected areas; (b) forest loss
during – within priority areas; (c) areas requiring
survey work, new protected areas, and improved
management.

TABLE 3 Protected area and forest loss in each of the four priority
regions identified for A. ululata.

Inclusion in
protected areas

Forest loss
(2000–2014)

% Area (km2) % Area (km2)

Mangrove 69 2,359.028 8 272.640
Enclave 50 9,814.051 4 776.058
Caatinga 10 63.619 2 926.061
Border 3 15,519.234 7 1,039.788
All four regions 21 27,755.932 4 3,014.507
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(Carmignotto et al., ), but could have been introduced
by people long ago (monkeys are often kept as pets by
Indigenous People, so this population could potentially
have originated from escaped animals).

The eastern limit of the range of A. ululata is clear,
defined by the high-aridity conditions in central Ceará.
However, the western limit is ill defined and possibly
explained by the wet conditions prevailing in Maranhão.
Moreover, competition with Alouatta belzebul, a closely re-
lated species occurring further west, may contribute to shap-
ing the western limit of the range ofA. ululata. It is unclear if
the two taxa are distinct species or differentiated popula-
tions of the same species (Viana et al., ).

The variables used in the Maxent model are coherent
with the biology of the species (Oliveira & Kierulff, ).
Per cent tree cover was the most important of these variables
and suitability was low up to c. % tree cover, which is
probably explained by the marked arboreal habit of the
species (Oliveira & Kierulff, ). The species’ diet of leaves
and fruit may also contribute to its dependence on dense
tree cover, as trees are its main food source (Oliveira &
Kierulff, ). Moreover, the results indicate thatA. ululata
prefers tall forest, even though it occupies a variety of wood-
land types (Oliveira & Kierulff, ).

The second and third most influential variables in the
model are both climatic and related: aridity index and pre-
cipitation in the driest quarter (Bio). The results indicate
that regions with an extreme dry season are unsuitable for
A. ululata, suggesting vulnerability to the ongoing aridifica-
tion of the Caatinga (Torres et al., ), where it is predicted
that by the end of the st century temperaturesmay be up to
.–. °C higher and rainfall –% lower than at present
(PBMC, ).

Priority areas for conservation and current level of
conservation

The priority areas identified using Zonation (Fig. a) should
combine high habitat suitability, identified byMaxent, with
good connectivity and low conservation constraints. This
should make our results a good basis for conservation plan-
ning. However, both Maxent and Zonation modelling are
affected by sources of error, such as inaccuracies in species
occurrences and environmental layers, which create uncer-
tainty (Graham et al., ; Moilanen et al., ). New and
better models should be generated as more information on
species or better environmental layers become available, and
management decisions may have to be adjusted to take the
new results into account. However, the inevitable uncer-
tainty associated with models should not be an obstacle to
their careful use in planning conservation action; in the
face of rapid environmental change the risks of inaction
are probably greater than those of using models judiciously
(Wiens et al., ).

The priority areas identified encompass ecologically dis-
tinct regions. For example, theA. ululata population that in-
habits the mangroves at the mouth of the Parnaíba River has
a unique ecology (e.g. a diet composed of mangrove plants).
The groups that inhabit the enclave region of Ceará live
mostly in humid areas with open ombrophilous forest.
Adaptations to these different environments may have re-
sulted in populations of A. ululata with distinct behaviours,
ecologies, gene pools and even morphologies. It is desirable
to protect the various ecological contexts in which the spe-
cies is present. Virtually all priority areas with protected sta-
tus are in the northern part of the species’ range. The south,
including the region with most occurrences, is unprotected.
This situation reflects the scarcity of protected areas in the
Caatinga (de Marques & Peres, ; DRYFLOR et al., ).

The level of conservation provided by most protected
areas in the range of A. ululata is minimal. Of the nine rele-
vant protected areas only two (Ubajara and Sete Cidades
National Parks) are fully protected, with nature preservation
being their main objective, and only indirect use of natural
resources allowed (MMA, ). All other conservation
units allow sustainable use of natural resources (MMA,
), which needs to be well managed to avoid damage.
However, management is insufficient because of a lack of
human and financial resources. Moreover, in this region
awareness of the protected areas is low (Drummond et al.,
).

Our analysis indicated that deforestation is ongoing
throughout most of the priority areas, even within protected
areas (Fig. b), in line with the general trend of tree cover
loss in the Caatinga (Beuchle et al., ). The situation is
better only in federally protected National Parks, where
we did not identify recent deforestation. Thus it is evident
that protected areas currently make only a small contribu-
tion to the protection of A. ululata and the other natural
values of the Caatinga.

Implications for conservation

TheMaxent analysis indicates that good tree cover and levels
of aridity lower than those prevailing in the Caatinga region
are critical forA. ululata, suggesting that the species is affected
by both deforestation and climate change. Unfortunately, tree
cover is declining (Beuchle et al., ), even in protected
areas (Fig. c), and arid conditions are increasing (Torres
et al., ). This negative context should be taken into
consideration in planning the conservation of the species.

Based on the results of our spatial analyses we recom-
mend four conservation actions forA. ululata. These actions
vary across the range of the species (Fig. c).

Firstly, Maxent modelling indicates that the range of A.
ululata includes poorly surveyed areas where the presence of
the species has not been confirmed, and the Zonation ana-
lysis indicates that some of these areas have a high level of
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conservation priority. These areas should be surveyed as a
matter of urgency (Fig. c).

Secondly, our results demonstrate that the legal
protection of areas suitable for A. ululata is uneven.
The central and southern parts of the species’ range,
which include some of the potentially best areas for its
conservation, are not currently protected. Thus the desig-
nation of new state, federal and private protected areas is
critical, especially in the larger contiguous priority areas
(Fig. c).

Thirdly, and concurrently, management of the existing
protected areas requires improvement.

Fourthly, knowledge on the biology of A. ululata is
still insufficient to plan effective management measures
and therefore, in addition to survey work to clarify the
status of the species, further research is required on
aspects of the species’ ecology that are critical to its
conservation.

The priority areas identified by the Zonation models
mostly coincide with good-quality remnants of Caatinga,
which are also important for the rich biodiversity of this
biome, threatened by habitat destruction but poorly covered
by protected areas (DRYFLOR et al., ). Given the spe-
cies’ medium body size, the conservation of viable popula-
tions of A. ululata requires the maintenance of large areas of
well-preserved habitat, making it a good umbrella species
with potential to contribute to the protection of the bio-
diversity in this unique ecoregion.

Acknowledgements This study was funded by a Rufford
Foundation grant (19646-1). RFF is supported by a scholarship
from Fundação de Amparo à Ciência e Tecnologia de Pernambuco
(IBPG-1236-2.05/16). We thank the rural communities who colla-
borated in this research; Thieres Pinto, Gabriela Linhares, Andressa
Fraga and Nádia Freitas for assistance in the field; and Marcos
Fialho and Leandro Jerusalinsky (CPB-ICMBio) for providing pres-
ence records of A. ululata.

Author contributions Study conception and design, writing: RFF,
JMP; field work and data analysis: RFF.

Conflicts of interest None.

Ethical standards This research complies with the Oryx Code of
Conduct. No specimens were killed or collected. Interviews were con-
ducted in accordance with the ethical standards of the British
Sociological Association (BSA, 2017).

References

AGUIAR, J., LACHER, T.E. & DA SILVA, J.M.C. () The Caatinga. In
Wilderness: Earth’s Last Wild Places (eds R.A. Mittermeier, C.G.
Mittermeier, P. Robles Gil, J. Pilgrim, G.A.B. da Fonseca, T. Brooks
& W.R. Konstant), pp. –. Cemex, Mexico City, Mexico.

ANADÓN, J.D., GIMÉNEZ, A. & BALLESTAR, R. () Linking local
ecological knowledge and habitat modelling to predict absolute
species abundance on large scales. Biodiversity and Conservation,
, –.

ARAÚJO, M.B., WILLIAMS, P.H. & FULLER, R.J. () Dynamics of
extinction and the selection of nature reserves. Proceedings of the
Royal Society of London B: Biological Sciences, , –.

BALK, D.L., DEICHMANN, U., YETMAN, G., POZZI, F., HAY, S.I. &
NELSON, A. () Determining global population distribution:
methods, applications and data. Advances in Parasitology, ,
–.

BEUCHLE, R., GRECCHI, R.C., SHIMABUKURO, Y.E., SELIGER, R., EVA,
H.D., SANO, E. & ACHARD, F. () Land cover changes in the
Brazilian Cerrado and Caatinga biomes from  to  based on
a systematic remote sensing sampling approach.Applied Geography,
, –.

BRITTAIN, S., NGO BATA, M., DE ORNELLAS, P., MILNER-GULLAND,
E. & ROWCLIFFE, M. () Combining local knowledge and
occupancy analysis for a rapid assessment of the forest elephant
Loxodonta cyclotis in Cameroon’s timber production forests.
Oryx, published online  March .

BSA (BRITISH SOCIOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION) () BSA Statement
of Ethical Practice. Https://www.britsoc.co.uk/media//bsa_
statement_of_ethical_practice.pdf [accessed  September ].

CARMIGNOTTO, A.P., VIVO, M.D. & LANGGUTH, A. () Mammals
of the Cerrado and Caatinga: distribution patterns of the tropical
open biomes of central South America. In Bones, Clones, and
Biomes: The History and Geography of Recent Neotropical Mammals
(eds B.D. Patterson & L.P. Costa), pp. –. University of
Chicago Press, Chicago, USA.

CROCKETT, C.M. () Conservation biology of the genus Alouatta.
International Journal of Primatology, , –.

DE MARQUES, A.A.B. & PERES, C.A. () Pervasive legal threats to
protected areas in Brazil. Oryx, , –.

DUCARME, F., LUQUE, G.M. & COURCHAMP, F. () What are
“charismatic species” for conservation biologists? BioSciences
Master Reviews, , –.

DRUMMOND, J.A., FRANCO, J.L.A. & NINIS , A.B. () Brazilian
federal conservation units: a historical overview of their creation and
of their current status. Environment and History, , –.

DRYFLOR, BANDA-R, K., DELGADO-SALINAS, A., DEXTER, K.G.,
LINARES-PALOMINO, R., OLIVEIRA-FILHO, A. et al. () Plant
diversity patterns in neotropical dry forests and their conservation
implications. Science, , –.

EASTMAN, J.R. () IDRISI Selva Manual Version .. Clark
University, Worcester, USA.

ESA (EUROPEAN SPACE AGENCY) () GlobCover  (Global
Land Cover Map). Http://due.esrin.esa.int/page_globcover.php
[accessed  September ].

FREIRE FILHO, R., PINTO, T. & BEZERRA, B.M. (). Using local
ecological knowledge to access the distribution of the Endangered
Caatinga howler monkey (Alouatta ululata). Ethnobiology and
Conservation, , –.

GLANDER, K.E. () Dispersal patterns in Costa Rican mantled
howling monkeys. International Journal of Primatology, , –.

GRAHAM, C.H., ELITH, J., HIJMANS, R.J., GUISAN, A., TOWNSEND

PETERSON, A., LOISELLE, B.A. & THE NCEAS PREDICTING

SPECIES DISTRIBUTIONS WORKING GROUP () The influence
of spatial errors in species occurrence data used in distribution
models. Journal of Applied Ecology, , –.

HANSEN, M.C., POTAPOV, P.V., MOORE, R., HANCHER, M.,
TURUBANOVA, S.A., TYUKAVINA, A. et al. () High-resolution
global maps of st-century forest cover change. Science, ,
–.

HIJMANS, R.J., CAMERON, S.E., PARRA, J.L., JONES, P.G. & JARVIS, A.
() Very high resolution interpolated climate surfaces for
global land areas. International Journal of Climatology, ,
–.

The Caatinga howler monkey 801

Oryx, 2020, 54(6), 794–802 © 2019 Fauna & Flora International doi:10.1017/S0030605318001084

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605318001084 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.britsoc.co.uk/media/24310/bsa_statement_of_ethical_practice.pdf
https://www.britsoc.co.uk/media/24310/bsa_statement_of_ethical_practice.pdf
https://www.britsoc.co.uk/media/24310/bsa_statement_of_ethical_practice.pdf
http://due.esrin.esa.int/page_globcover.php
http://due.esrin.esa.int/page_globcover.php
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605318001084


IBGE (INSTITUTO BRASILEIRO DE GEOGRAFIA E ESTATÍSTICA)
() Bases cartográficas continuas, transporte. Http://geoftp.
ibge.gov.br/cartas_e_mapas/bases_cartograficas_continuas/bc/
[accessed  September ].

KRAMER-SCHADT, S., NIEDBALLA, J., PILGRIM, J.D., SCHRÖDER, B.,
LINDENBORN, J., REINFELDER, V. et al. () The importance of
correcting for sampling bias inMaxEnt species distribution models.
Diversity and Distributions, , –.

KUKKALA, A.S. & MOILANEN, A. () Core concepts of spatial
prioritisation in systematic conservation planning. Biological
Reviews, , –.

LEAL, I.R., SILVA, J.M.C., TABARELLI , M. & LACHER, JR, T.E. ()
Changing the course of biodiversity conservation in the Caatinga of
northeastern Brazil. Conservation Biology, , –.

MILLER, J. () Species distribution modeling. Geography Compass,
, –.

MMA (MINISTÉRIO DO MEIO AMBIENTE) () Sistema Nacional
de Unidades Conservação—SNUC. Http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-
protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc [accessed  June ].

MOILANEN, A., FRANCO, A.M.A., EARLY, R.I., FOX, R., WINTLE, B. &
THOMAS, C.D. () Prioritizing multiple-use landscapes for
conservation: methods for large multi-species planning problems.
Proceedings of the Royal Society B, , –.

MOILANEN, A., ANDERSON, B.J., EIGENBROD, F., HEINEMEYER, A.,
ROY, D.B., GILLINGS, S. et al. () Balancing alternative land uses
in conservation prioritization. Ecological Applications, ,
–.

MOILANEN, A., POUZOLS, F.M., MELLER, L., VEACH, V., ARPONEN,
A., LEPPÄNEN, J. & KUJALA, H. () Spatial Conservation
Planning Methods and Software: Zonation Version  User Manual.
Biodiversity Conservation Informatics Group, Department of
Biosciences, University of Helsinki, Helsinki, Finland.

OLIVEIRA, M.M. & KIERULFF, M.C.M. () Alouatta ululata. In The
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species : e.TA.
Http://dx.doi.org/./IUCN.UK..RLTS.TA.en
[accessed  June ].

OLIVEIRA, M.M., FERREIRA, J.G., MOTA, G.L.S. & SOARES, S.G. ()
Mapeamento das áreas de ocorrência de Alouatta ululata—Etapa
Ceará. In A Primatologia do Brasil, Volume  (ed. J.C.
Bicca-Marques), pp. –. Sociedade Brasileira de Primatologia,
Porto Alegre, Brazil.

PBMC (PAINEL BRASILEIRO DE MUDANÇAS CLIMÁTICAS) ()
Executive Summary: Scientific Basis of Climate Change—Contribution
from the Working Group  to the First National Assessment Report of
the Brazilian Panel on Climate Change (GT RAN PBMC).
Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

PHILLIPS, S. () A Brief Tutorial on Maxent.
Https://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org/open_source/maxent/
Maxent_tutorial.pdf [accessed  September ].

PHILLIPS, S.J., ANDERSON, R.P. & SCHAPIRE, R.E. () Maximum
entropy modeling of species geographic distributions. Ecological
Modelling, , –.

PRESSEY, R.L., CABEZA, M., WATTS, M.E., COWLING, R.M. &
WILSON, K.A. () Conservation planning in a changing world.
Trends in Ecology & Evolution, , –.

PRESSEY, R.L., WATTS, M.E., BARRETT, T.W. & RIDGES, M.J. ().
The C-Plan conservation planning system: origins, applications, and
possible futures. In Spatial Conservation Prioritization (eds
A. Moilanen, K.A. Wilson & H. Possingham), pp. –. Oxford
University Press, Oxford, UK.

QGIS DEVELOPMENT TEAM () QGIS: A Free and Open Source
Geographic Information System. Open Source Geospatial
Foundation. Http://www.qgis.org [accessed  May ].

RAINHO, A. & PALMEIRIM, J.M. () Prioritizing conservation areas
around multispecies bat colonies using spatial modeling. Animal
Conservation, , –.

RILEY, S.J., DEGLORIA, S.D. & ELLIOT, R. () A terrain ruggedness
index that quantifies topographic heterogeneity. Intermountain
Journal of Sciences, , –.

SDAT (SPATIAL DATA ACCESS TOOL) () Global km Forest
Canopy Height. Https://webmap.ornl.gov/wcsdown/dataset.jsp?dg_
id=_ [accessed  September ].

SEDAC (SOCIOECONOMIC DATA AND APPLICATIONS CENTER)
() Global Rural-Urban Mapping Project (GRUMP), v:
Population Density Grid. Http://dx.doi.org/./HRZ
[accessed  September ].

SIMARD, M., PINTO, N., FISHER, J.B. & BACCINI, A. () Mapping
forest canopy height globally with spaceborne lidar. Journal of
Geophysical Research, , –.

TORRES, R.R., LAPOLA, D.M. & GAMARRA, N.L.R. () Future
climate change in the Caatinga. In Caatinga: The Largest Tropical
Dry Forest Region in South America (eds J.M.C. da Silva, I.R. Leal &
M Tabarelli), pp. –. Springer, Cham, Switzerland.

USGS (UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY) () Shuttle Radar
Topography Mission  (SRTM). Https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov
[accessed  September ].

VIANA, M.C., BONVICINO, C.R., FERREIRA, J.G., JERUSALINSKY, L.,
LANGGUTH, A. & SEUÁNEZ, H. () Understanding the
relationship between Alouatta ululata and Alouatta belzebul
(Primates: Atelidae) based on cytogenetics and molecular
phylogeny. Oecologia Australis, , –.

WATTS, M.E., BALL, I.R., STEWART, R.S., KLEIN, C.J., WILSON, K.,
STEINBACK, C. et al. () Marxan with Zones: software for
optimal conservation based land- and sea-use zoning.
Environmental Modelling & Software, , –.

WIENS, J.A., STRALBERG, D., JONGSOMJIT, D., HOWELL, C.A. &
SNYDER, M.A. () Niches, models, and climate change: assessing
the assumptions and uncertainties. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, , –.

ZOMER, R.J., TRABUCCO, A., BOSSIO, D.A. & VERCHOT, L.V. ()
Climate change mitigation: a spatial analysis of global
land suitability for clean development mechanism afforestation
and reforestation. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment,
, –.

802 R. Freire Filho and J. M. Palmeirim

Oryx, 2020, 54(6), 794–802 © 2019 Fauna & Flora International doi:10.1017/S0030605318001084

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605318001084 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Http://geoftp.ibge.gov.br/cartas_e_mapas/bases_cartograficas_continuas/bc250/
Http://geoftp.ibge.gov.br/cartas_e_mapas/bases_cartograficas_continuas/bc250/
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://www.mma.gov.br/areas-protegidas/sistema-nacional-de-ucs-snuc
http://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2008.RLTS.T918A13094890.en
http://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2008.RLTS.T918A13094890.en
https://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org/open_source/maxent/Maxent_tutorial2017.pdf
https://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org/open_source/maxent/Maxent_tutorial2017.pdf
https://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org/open_source/maxent/Maxent_tutorial2017.pdf
http://www.qgis.org
http://www.qgis.org
https://webmap.ornl.gov/wcsdown/dataset.jsp?dg_id=10023_1
https://webmap.ornl.gov/wcsdown/dataset.jsp?dg_id=10023_1
https://webmap.ornl.gov/wcsdown/dataset.jsp?dg_id=10023_1
http://dx.doi.org/10.7927/H4R20Z93
http://dx.doi.org/10.7927/H4R20Z93
https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov
https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605318001084

	Potential distribution of and priority conservation areas for the Endangered Caatinga howler monkey Alouatta ululata in north-eastern Brazil
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Study area

	Methods
	Data collection
	Modelling of potential distribution
	Prioritizing areas for conservation

	Results
	Discussion
	Potential distribution
	Priority areas for conservation and current level of conservation

	Implications for conservation
	Acknowledgements
	References


