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A B S T R A C T

New integrated perspectives are increasingly needed to bridge the gap between biophysical and ecosystem
services' based assessments of desertification. For a vast area of the dry Chaco region we sought to: (1) assess the
spatial extent of four syndromes of vegetation change, associated with human or climatic drivers and (2) esti-
mate and compare the supply of ecosystem services among these syndromes. We used a remote sensing approach
based on the growing season –October to March- normalized difference vegetation index from MODIS, and
climatological datasets from 2003 to 2013 to estimate: i) precipitation use efficiency, ii) precipitation marginal
response, iii) the temporal trends of the residuals from the normalized difference vegetation index - annual
precipitation linear relationship, and iv) the ecosystem services provision index. We diagnosed vegetation
syndromes based on the difference between actual and reference sites’ precipitation use efficiency and pre-
cipitation marginal response. Negative residuals trends were interpreted as vegetation changes driven by in-
adequate human management. The ecosystem services provision index assumes that ecosystem services supply
varies positively with primary production and a negatively with its seasonal variability. Our results showed that
9.1% of the observed area belonged to the vegetation improvement syndrome - positive Delta precipitation use
efficiency and Delta precipitation marginal response - while 3.4% were classified as vegetation cover reduction
-negative Delta precipitation use efficiency and Delta precipitation marginal response. In turn, 10.5% and 2% of
the study area fell within the increment in herbaceous vegetation -negative Delta precipitation use efficiency and
positive Delta precipitation marginal response - and woody encroachment syndromes - positive precipitation use
efficiency and negative precipitation marginal response - respectively. Human management did not have a
uniform impact as all 4 syndromes displayed positive and negative residuals trends. Contrary to our expecta-
tions, there was no apparent association between vegetation syndromes and the supply of ecosystem services as
estimated by the ecosystem services provision index. This study serves as a prototype to remotely assess eco-
system properties indicative of different vegetation syndromes and the associated supply of ecosystem services in
dryland regions.

1. Introduction

The study of desertification, land degradation in drylands, has been
pervaded with debates concerning to its definition and measurements.
In part, the ubiquitous lack of consensus in desertification studies is
related to its historical context. The occurrence of extensive famines in
sub-Saharan Africa during the late 1970s fostered conceptualizations

focused mainly on biophysical aspects (Reed and Stringer, 2016). Em-
phasis was on variables characterizing soil or vegetation condition and
change. Assessments were derived from different sources, ranging from
informed opinion, field surveys and remote sensing. However, not all
changes in the biophysical components have a direct and immediate
effect on humans and neither of these can be straightforwardly inter-
preted as a loss or degradation (Reynolds et al., 2006).
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More recently, desertification has been approached from a different
conceptual framework, one that strengthens the link between nature
and human welfare (Rock, 2006). Thus this conceptualization of de-
sertification focuses primary on the assessment of ecosystems services,
local communities’ perception and economic indicators (Reed and
Stringer, 2016). However, difficulties involved in the measurement of
ecosystem services have limited its use (Kremen, 2005; Norgaard,
2010). Thus, two main definitions coexist: “desertification as land de-
gradation in arid, semiarid and sub humid areas resulting from various
factors including climatic variations and human activities” (United
Nations, 1994), and “desertification as a persistent reduction in the
capacity of ecosystems to supply services … over extended periods of
time” (Rock, 2006).

Despite this apparent disconnection, integrated approaches com-
bining biophysical and socioeconomic perspectives are being increas-
ingly used (e.g. Reynolds et al., 2007, 2011; Chapin et al., 2009;
Scholes, 2009; Verstraete et al., 2009, Bestelmeyer et al., 2015). These
integrated frameworks are essential for local or regional decision
making and policy development because they provide tools that help
organize ideas, identify key system properties –i.e. slow variables,
variables that strongly influence ecosystems but remain relatively
constant over years to decades despite interannual variation in weather,
grazing, and other factors (Chapin et al., 2009)- at its relevant scale,
and anticipate impacts of different policy options. However, combined
perspectives have not necessary translated into an improved opera-
tional monitoring of desertification at a global scale because the key
slow socioeconomic and biophysical variables to monitor are system
dependent.

However, recent advances in the quantitative estimation of de-
sertification and ecosystem services suggest a way to bridge the gap
between biophysical and ecosystem services' based assessments of de-
sertification. Verón et al. (2006) and Kaptué et al. (2015) schematized 4
frequent vegetation syndromes based on the spatial or temporal com-
parison of two desertification indicators: the Precipitation Use Effi-
ciency (PUE, Le Houérou, 1984; Prince et al., 1998) and the Pre-
cipitation Marginal Response (PMR, Verón et al., 2005). PUE, the ratio
between aboveground net primary production (ANPP, the rate of net
carbon accumulation by vegetation in above-ground organs) and pre-
cipitation (Le Houérou, 1984), provides information on the ability of a
system to convert precipitation water into vegetation growth. PMR, the
slope of the linear relationship between annual aboveground net pri-
mary production and precipitation (Verón et al., 2005), describes the
sensitivity of vegetation to interannual changes in precipitation. Thus,
the first syndrome identified by these authors is compatible with a re-
duction in plant cover, which should translate into a decrease in PUE
and PMR as more precipitation would be lost to evaporation and runoff.
The second syndrome, compatible with an increase in the abundance of
herbaceous vegetation, should decrease PUE but increase PMR as forbs
and grasses tend to respond faster to annual precipitation as the relative
growth rate (growth rate per mass unit) is in general higher for grasses
than for shrubs (Lambers et al., 1998). The third syndrome, compatible
with woody encroachment, is frequently observed at grazed areas
where fire is absent or suppressed and generally translates into a de-
crease in PMR but not necessary in PUE. We use woody encroachment
in opposition to shrub encroachment to differentiate when the expan-
sion of woody vegetation occurs as sites where shrubs are an important
component of vegetation communities –as it is in the dry Chaco-than
when shrubs are marginal. In Patagonia, Verón and Paruelo (2010)
showed that the replacement of grass steppes by shrublands decreased
PUE and PMR. Finally, the fourth syndrome is compatible with an in-
crease in vegetation cover and should increase PUE and PMR as the
fraction of precipitation lost to drainage, runoff or bare soil evaporation
should decrease. Also, increased vegetation cover would allow for
larger responses to wet years as potentially more water can be tran-
spired with higher leaf areas.

In addition to the potential utility of PUE and PMR to track

functional and structural changes in ecosystems, a methodology to as-
sess desertification would benefit from the attribution of these changes
to human or climatic causes. Herrmann and Hutchinson (2005) and
Wessels et al. (2012) proposed a methodology based on the residual
trends (RESTREND) to discriminate human from climate induced de-
sertification. RESTREND, is calculated from the temporal trend in the
residuals of the annual ANPP-PPT linear relationship. Therefore, a ne-
gative RESTREND implies that the ANPP not explained by precipitation
decreased during the studied period. In general, the causes of this de-
crease are assumed to be human.

Recently, Paruelo et al. (2016) proposed and tested an integrative
indicator of regulating ecosystem services. The ESPI (ecosystem ser-
vices provision index) relates the supply of regulation ecosystem ser-
vices related to biodiversity (avian biodiversity), C (soil organic C) and
water dynamics (ground water recharge and evapotranspiration) to the
mean active photosynthetic radiation absorbed by vegetation and its
intra-annual variability. The hypothesis underlying the use of the ESPI
is that ecosystem services increase with primary production and de-
crease with seasonal variability. This hypothesis is based on solid
conceptual and empirical evidence that i) primary production de-
termines the energy available for the rest of the trophic levels (ex-
cluding autotrophs) (McNaughton et al., 1989), ii) energy availability
at ecosystem level determines ecosystem services supply (Richmond
et al., 2007), iii) increases in season variability in primary production is
tightly linked to land use changes (Paruelo et al., 2001a; Guerschman
et al., 2003) and iv) temporal mismatches between resource pulses and
resource pulse consumers decreases the overall energy use and eco-
system processes (Schwinning and Sala, 2004). Tested over forests and
grasslands regions in the southern South America using field and
modelling data on different ecosystems services (groundwater level
regulation, soil C sequestration and hydrological yield), Paruelo et al.
(2016) concluded that ESPI could be used as an aggregate indicator of
the status and/or trends of ecosystem services over large areas.

The Arid Chaco is the driest portion of the Gran Chaco region. It is
located on alluvial and aeolian plains on central South America (Fig. 1)
and represents the transition zone between dry forest and shrublands.
In the Arid Chaco, as in other arid and semiarid regions of the world,
the spatial degradation patterns are quite heterogeneous in the region
due to the irregular distribution of watering points (Lange, 1969;
Blanco et al., 2008). Areas close to water sources lost most of the her-
baceous cover –i.e. piospheres-while areas more than 8 km away from
watering points show minimum signs of degradation (Blanco et al.,
2008). Pickup and Chewings (1994) were the first who defined the term
'grazing gradient' as “spatial patterns in soil or vegetation character-
istics resulting from grazing activities and which are symptomatic of
land degradation”. Domestic animals (sheep, goats, cattle, and horses)
prefer to graze in vicinity to a watering point. When food is depleted in
this area they move away from the source of water but return regularly
for drinking. Consequently, higher number of individuals is frequently
concentrated around the watering points. Then, animal density de-
creases gradually with increasing distance from water (Pickup et al.,
1993; Friedel, 1997). Degradation patterns in the Arid Chaco are, then,
mainly associated with the distribution of watering points.

Our objectives were twofold. First we assessed the spatial extent of
desertification in the dry Chaco region by means of the spatial changes
in PUE, PMR and RESTRENDS and identified vegetation syndromes.
Second we estimated the supply of ecosystem services using the ESPI
and compared it among vegetation syndromes. We focused on the dry
Chaco region, an area that presents a broad gradient of both pre-
cipitation and degradation in a relatively flat landscape that minimize
water redistribution. To address our objectives we used freely available
remote sensing time series, global climatological datasets and local
knowledge.
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2. Materials and methods

2.1. Study area

The study was conducted in the Arid Chaco phytogeographic region,
in northwestern Argentina (between 28° S and 33° S, and 64° W and 67°
0 W) (Fig. 1). This region covers ∼100 000 km and it is surrounded by
mountains of ∼2000 m (Morello et al., 1985). Climate is subtropical
with hot rainy summers and mild dry winters (Prohaska, 1959). Annual
mean temperature varies between 17° and 20° C, with summers having
20–25 days with maximum temperatures> 40 °C and winters only
5–10 days with minimum temperatures below 0 °C (Morello et al.,
1985). There is an east–west annual rainfall gradient ranging from 250
to 550 mm (Cabido et al., 1993; Blanco et al., 2008) with 80% of the
annual rainfall occurring in the southern-hemisphere warm growing
season, between November and March. Soils are coarse textured, with
low organic matter content (< 1.5% of soil mass) and have a neutral to
basic pH (Gómez et al., 1993). Topography is flat with the exception of
the central Sierra de los Llanos which was excluded from the study area.
The boundaries of the Arid Chaco were modified to exclude agricultural
fields present at the north, east and southeast of the study area. Agri-
cultural areas were identified by visual inspection of recent Google
Earth high resolution images assuming that small to middle size pad-
docks displaying homogeneous non-woody cover were croplands or
pasturelands. Both exclusions –Sierra de los Llanos and agricultural
areas-assured that our results were not driven by significant water re-
distribution, to which PUE and PMR could be very sensitive, or to
human decision such as crop selection or management (mainly irriga-
tion).

Typical vegetation is a subtropical xerophytic shrubland (dominated
by Larrea, Mimozyganthus, Senna and Capparis genera), with scattered

trees (mainly Aspidosperma quebracho-blanco and Prosopis spp.) and an
herbaceous layer dominated by C4 perennials grasses (Trichloris,
Pappophorum, Aristida and Setaria genera) (Ragonese and Castiglioni,
1970; Morello et al., 1985). Overgrazing principally affects the her-
baceous layer decreasing desired species and productivity (Biurrun
et al., 2015). Along the precipitation gradient tree cover increases from
11% to 26%, herbaceous cover increases from 20% to 49%, and shrub
cover remains almost constant, around 60% (Cabido et al., 1993).

Ranching (mainly cattle and goats) is the main economic activity in
this area (Ferrando and Namur, 1984; Natenzon and Olivera, 1994).
The area included approximately 10000 ranches, with 60% of them on
fenced properties and the remaining 40% on communal grazing lands
(Diez et al., 1991). Cattle productivity indices for the region are low
(calf crop ∼ 50%, beef productivity ∼ 5,5 kg ha−1 y−1). These low
productivity indices are attributed to deteriorated rangeland conditions
and to inadequate herd and grazing management practices (Diez et al.,
1991; Orionte et al., 2001). Nowadays the Arid Chaco is characterized
by a highly fragmented mosaic of isolated patches of forest and con-
tinuous shrublands (sometimes dense thorny scrub, locally called fa-
chinales) with a reduced grass cover due to overgrazing (Zak et al.,
2004; Kunst et al., 2006).

2.2. Satellite data

We based our analyses on the normalized difference vegetation
index –NDVI-, an extensively used remotely sensed estimator of the
interception of photosynthetic radiation by green tissues (Rouse et al.,
1974; Pettorelli, 2013) and closely related to ecosystem carbon uptake
(Bartlett et al., 1989; Ruimy and Saugier, 1994; Paruelo et al., 1997).
We extracted MODIS Aqua and Terra platforms NDVI from the MYD
and MOD13Q1 products from 2003 to 2014. Together, these products

Fig. 1. Location of the paired sites studied within the Dry Chaco region –delimited by the irregular polygon-overlaying mean growing season precipitation (2003–2013) obtained from
CHIRPS database (a); the Dry Chaco region location in Argentina (b); and the location of Argentina in South America (c). The white polygon in (a) corresponds to the Sierra de los Llanos
area which was excluded from the analysis.
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provide an 8-day temporal resolution at 250 m spatial resolution. Given
that the studied area fall within two MODIS tiles (h12 v11 and h12 v12)
we produced annual stacks of the growing season mosaicked and spa-
tially subset tiles. Growing season was assumed to start at the beginning
of October and end at the end of March from the following year (i.e. 22
images per annual stack) which agrees with previous studies describing
the growing season length (Paruelo et al., 2001b). NDVI values were
multiplied by 10000 for reporting purposes. Low quality data (i.e.
MODIS quality other than “good data, use with confidence”) was dis-
carded. Missing or low quality data were linearly interpolated only
when they were not located at the beginning or end of each growing
season. Otherwise, the pixel was discarded for that year. Additionally,
we accepted pixels with up to 5 years of missing data (i.e. a year where
missing data occurred at the beginning or end of the growing season).
We checked if a stricter treatment of missing data –pixels were dis-
carded if there were two or more consecutive missing data or annual
series were incomplete-would modify results. However, results were not
qualitative different between both datasets. In the remainder of the
study we present results from the inclusive treatment of missing data.
Most of the discarded pixels corresponded to superficial salt deposits
(Fig. 1).

2.3. Climatological datasets

We used the Climate Hazards Group InfraRed Precipitation with
Station data (CHIRPS) version 2.0 dataset (Funk et al., 2014) to obtain
spatially explicit estimates of precipitation. The spatial resolution from
CHIRPS is 0.05° (∼5,5 km at the study area) and the temporal re-
solution is daily but we integrated to 10 days and summed to the year.
As suggested by Toté et al. (2015) we assessed the quality of this dataset
by means of the Relative Mean Absolute Error (RMAE), Bias and
Pearson correlation coefficient calculated between the observed pre-
cipitation at 12 meteorological stations with at least 5 years of data and
located within or less than 10 km apart from the study area and the
CHIRPS precipitation from the pixel where the meteorological station
was found. The average RMAE, Bias and Pearson correlation thus cal-
culated were 0.60, 1.94, and 0.42 (n = 12) and were lower than those
calculated for the ERA-Interim from the European Center for Medium
Range Weather Forecast dataset (Dee et al., 2011). To ease calculations
we resampled precipitation data to 250 m to match the NDVI spatial
resolution.

2.4. Ground truth

We selected 8 paired degraded-preserved sites well distributed
throughout the regional gradient of mean annual precipitation, using
grazing gradient concept. It is well documented that in the Arid Chaco,
as in other arid and semi-arid regions, there is a reduction in the impact
of grazing of domestic livestock on vegetation with distance to watering
point (Lange, 1969; Pickup and Chewings, 1994). Thus, given the
spatial homogeneity and that domestic grazing is the major disturbance
in the area, we assumed that proximal and distal sites from watering
points were representative of degraded and preserved vegetation con-
ditions. Then, degraded sites were selected among piospheres located in
large paddocks with unique watering points. We digitized the bound-
aries -average size: 40 has-of these piospheres by visual interpretation
of very high resolution images from Google Earth. Preserved sites were
selected based on previous studies (Blanco et al., 2008) and local
knowledge. In general these sites were located further than 7 km away
from a watering point where grazing effects were lowest (Blanco et al.,
2008) and the average size was 82 has.

2.5. Analyses

To assess the spatial extent of desertification in the dry Chaco region
by means of the changes in PUE, PMR and RESTREND (objective 1), we

first performed a paired comparison of these indicators between the 8
proximal and distal sites to watering points. PUE (in units of NDVI
mm−1) was calculated as the ratio of the NDVI to the precipitation, in
both cases averaged from the 2003 to 2014 growing seasons (n = 11).
Growing season NDVI was quantified as the mean of the NDVI from
October to March (i.e 22 8-day images). PMR (in units of NDVI mm−1)
was obtained from the slope of the linear regression adjusted between
the growing season NDVI and growing season precipitation (PPT) from
2003 to 2014. RESTREND (in units of NDVI y−1), in turn, was esti-
mated from the linear slope of the residuals of the growing season
NDVI-PPT relationship plotted against time (years). These indicators
were calculated for each 250 m pixel that fell at least 75% within the
boundaries of the proximal or distal sites. Then, we averaged the PUE,
PMR and RESTREND from all the pixels belonging to each of the 8
proximal and 8 distal sites –irrespectively of the linear model p-values
in the cases of PMR and RESTREND-. Finally we assessed the changes in
PUE, PMR, and RESTREND between the proximal and distal sites using
paired t-tests. To avoid pseudoreplication we used pixels as samples and
sites as replicates (n = 8).

The identification of vegetation syndromes, as proposed by Verón
et al. (2006), was based on the difference between the PUE and PMR
from a given pixel to those of a reference situation (i.e. Delta PUE and
Delta PMR), in this case the average of the pixels from the distal sites. In
this analysis we only considered PMRs that were significantly different
from zero (p ≤ 0.05) for both, the given pixel and distal sites. Thus, we
assumed that herbaceous vegetation increase where positive Delta PMR
and negative PUE were registered (syndrome 1, S1); a decrease in plant
cover occurred at sites where negative Delta PUE and negative Delta
PMR took place (syndrome 2, S2); woody encroachment at sites with
positive Delta PUE and negative Delta PMR (syndrome 3, S3), and. Sites
with positive Delta PUE and Delta PMR were assumed to have gained
vegetation and therefore process of vegetation improvement (syndrome
4, S4).

To assess the supply of ecosystem services among vegetation syn-
dromes (objective 2), we first compared mean ESPI between the 8
proximal and distal. Mean ESPI was calculated as the average of the 11
seasonal ESPI values. Seasonal ESPI was obtained following Paruelo
et al. (2016) as:

= ∗ −ESPI NDVI CVNDVI(1 )s p gs p gs p, , ,

where s stands for seasonal, p is for pixel, NDVIgs represents the average
growing season NDVI and CV is the coefficient of variation expressed as
a fraction. As calculated, ESPI varies between 0 and 10000 (i.e. as-
suming a constant and maximum NDVI of 10000 throughout the
growing season and a resultant CV equal to 0). Similar to PUE, PMR and
RESTREND, differences in ESPI between sites were assessed by means
of paired t-tests. Second, we compared the supply of ecosystem services
between vegetation syndromes by means of the temporal trend in ESPI.
Given that ESPI was positively associated with MAP – slope = 5.6,
p < 0.0001, r2 = 0.46- we used the slope of the linear relationship
between ESPI and year to compare the temporal dynamics of the supply
of ecosystem services among sites differing in PPT inputs.

3. Results

3.1. Desertification status and syndromes

Mean PUE and PMR from proximal (degraded) and distal (pre-
served) sites were 8.72 and 10.32 NDVI.mm−1 and 1.71 and 2.6
NDVI.mm−1 respectively (Fig. 2). These magnitudes were significantly
different with p-values lower than 0.01 (t = 4.87, df = 7, paired t-test
for PUE) or lower than 0.05 (t = 2.5, df = 7, paired t-test for PMR).
Thus, PUE was 19.5% and PMR 53% higher for distal than for proximal
sites respectively. In turn, mean RESTREND was −11.2 NDVI y−1 and
-7.76 NDVI y−1 at distal than at proximal sites with no significant
differences between groups (t =−0.38, df = 7, p-value = 0.71, paired
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t-test). ESPI was on average 19.6% higher for distal than proximal sites
(3461 vs 2893) and this difference was significant (t = 3.5, df = 7, p-
value = 0.0094).

Delta PUE and Delta PMR displayed distinct spatial patterns (Fig. 3
a,b). Coarsely, Delta PUE was negative at the central-eastern portion of
the study area while Delta PMR was mostly negative at the north-
western part of the area. Of the 988184 pixels, 25% (n = 247868)
displayed significant PMR, 245978 significantly positive and 1894
significantly negative. Delta RESTREND was mostly positive along the
area with negative values sparse to the east and south of the Sierra de
los Llanos (Fig. 3c). 125398 pixels (12.6%) had significant RESTREND,
of which 28218 (2.8%) were positive and 97184 (9.8%) negative. Fi-
nally Delta ESPI was negative to the west and positive to the east of the
study area (Fig. 3d).

From the 988184 250 m pixels encompassed in the study area,
247872 had significant PMR and thus could be classified into one of the
4 vegetation syndromes identified. 104014 and 34217 pixels (10.5%
and 3.4% of the study area respectively) fell within the quadrant re-
presenting an increment in herbaceous vegetation (S1) and vegetation
cover reduction respectively (S2, Fig. 4). In turn, 19786 pixels (2%)
belonged to the woody encroachment syndrome (S3, Fig. 4). Finally,
89855 (9.1%) met the criteria for classification as vegetation im-
provement syndrome (S4) based on a positive Delta PUE and positive
Delta PMR (Fig. 4 and Fig. S1). Moreover, from the subset of pixels with
significant PMR, 25016 pixels (2.5%) had significant RESTREND, 1287
significantly positive and 23729 significantly negative.

3.2. Ecosystem services supply across vegetation syndromes

The temporal trend in ESPI between 2003 and 2013 varied from ca.
−270 y−1 to 162 y−1 over the dry Chaco region (Fig. 5) with the
maximum values located at the southeast and center west areas
(Fig. 3d). Similar to RESTRENDS, the minimum values in the temporal
trend of ESPI were found in areas to the north and west of the study
area limits (Fig. 3d). Moreover, there was no apparent difference by
vegetation syndrome in the level of ecosystem services supply assessed
by means of the ESPI temporal trend (Fig. 5). Overall mean ESPI trend
was−22 y−1, while averaged by syndrome ESPI amounted to−27 y−1

(S1), −16 y−1 (S2), −6 y−1 (S3), and −22 y−1 (S4) (Fig. 5). Ad-
ditionally, the range of variation of ESPI also overlapped among ve-
getation syndromes with a tendency towards higher minimum and
maximum values for herbaceous increase (S1) and vegetation im-
provement syndromes (S4, Fig. 5).

4. Discussion

Our results showed that in the dry Chaco of Argentina heavily
grazed sites had significantly lower PUE, PMR and ESPI than sites
lightly grazed. Additionally, over the last decade, the area that had
similar or better vegetation conditions compared to a reference situa-
tion tripled (9%–3%) the one that displayed decreased condition as
evidenced by the combined use of Delta PUE and Delta PMR. The effects
of human management on the ecosystem functioning were negative in
10% of the study area and positive in only 3%. In parallel, the average
supply of ecosystem services between 2003 and 2013 was not con-
sistently different among the vegetation syndromes described here.

Identification and quantification of the ecosystem properties that
best correlate with dryland degradation are challenged by spatial and
temporal variation in vegetation structure and phenology and by the
difficulties to set a reference situation (Verón et al., 2006; Prince et al.,
2007). Drylands are characterized by, among others, low and spatio-
temporally variable precipitation (Noy Meier, 1973). This feature
generally translates into water availability being the main driver of
ecosystem functioning, patchiness in the phenological status of plants
and marked interannual variations in vegetation productivity. The
latter integrates differences in annual precipitation and in vegetation
responses to precipitation interannual fluctuations. Extending previous
work, we were interested in assessing to which extent two vegetation
properties that describe the association between productivity and pre-
cipitation –i.e. PUE and PMR-can be used to diagnose changes in ve-
getation condition. By using variables that integrate precipitation we
sought more robust indicators to spatiotemporal variations. Ad-
ditionally, based on local knowledge on the impact of domestic herbi-
vores on vegetation we identified reference and degraded areas to va-
lidate our approach.

Differences observed from paired comparisons between reference
and degraded sites supported the use of PUE and PMR for land de-
gradation assessment. The magnitude of the reduction in PUE (∼20%)
was lower than the one reported by Verón and Paruelo (2010) −50%-
between grass and grass-shrub steppes and shrub steppes and semi-
deserts of Patagonia. PMR reductions reported here (∼53%) were in
the range of those documented by the same authors in Patagonia (44%).
One of the main differences in vegetation structure between the Dry
Chaco and the Patagonian region is the presence of trees in the former.
Adult trees are only indirectly affected by grazing through changes in
the hydrological and biogeochemical cycles as they are seldom grazed
by cattle. Indeed, Asner et al. (2003) found an increase in photo-
synthetic vegetation close to watering points in four major plant com-
munities of the Monte Biome of Argentina and attributed its causes to
increased germination of Prosopis flexuosa whose fruits were consumed
and dispersed by cattle. Trees may, therefore, establish a bottom line
that prevents further decreases in ecosystem functioning with land
degradation. This would be particularly so close to watering points
where cattle grazing notably diminishes herbaceous and sometimes
shrub cover (Blanco et al., 2008) and adult trees provides shelter to
cattle. Similarly, the relative increase in the abundance of woody
–shrubs and trees-in relation to herbaceous vegetation at proximal sites
could explain the marked decline in PMR. Verón and Paruelo (2010)
and Williamson et al. (2012) showed that PMR was lower for woody
than for herbaceous vegetation.

The combined use of spatial comparisons of PUE and PMR not only
allowed the identification of changes in land condition but also per-
mitted the diagnosis of 4 vegetation syndromes. These syndromes
summarize widespread, although particular, effects upon vegetation
structure and functioning, biogeochemistry and hydrology of drylands.
Herbaceous vegetation increase was the most frequent syndrome
reaching 10% of the area. This extension may reflect the increasingly
common management practice of replacing natural vegetation by buf-
felgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris L.) roller chopped pastures (Blanco et al.,
2005). This perennial C4 species grows vigorously with warm

Fig. 2. Differences between distal (preserved) and proximal (degraded) sites in PUE,
PMR, RESTREND and ESPI. RESTREND and ESPI values were scaled by dividing by 10
and 1000 respectively. The boxplot shows minimum, 25th, 50th, and 75th percentiles, and
maximum-minimum values of the data. Asterisk indicates statistically significant differ-
ences at the p < 0.05 (*) or< 0.01 (**) confidence level from the paired t-test.
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temperatures and water availability and is completely senesced during
winter. These features may explain the higher PMR and lower PUE than
the reference –distal- sites particularly considering that we used a proxy
for primary productivity (i.e. NDVI) that is associated to photosynthetic
active radiation absorption (Sellers et al., 1992).

The reduction of vegetation cover, a syndrome found in 3.4% of the
study area, is a possible outcome of inadequate grazing management
(Cabido et al., 1994). Herein, excessive grazing pressure generally leads
to increased bare soil surface area and decreased herbaceous cover
(Asner et al., 2004). In turn, decreased plant abundance due to grazing
leaves bare soils compacted preventing rainfall infiltration and pro-
moting water redistribution, runoff and eventually wind and water

erosion with nutrient losses (van de Koppel et al., 2002) which trans-
lates into lower PUE and PMR. Using the same rationale, improved
grazing management –such as adequate grazing stocking rates and
resting period-should result in an increment in vegetation cover in the
dry Chaco (Quiroga et al., 2009; Blanco et al., 2009), a syndrome found
to be taking place in 10% of the study area. Even though a detailed and
quantitative description of grazing management in the dry Chaco
during the las 15 years is unavailable, these results suggest that there
was variability in this factor and thus emphasize the role of managers
and extension agencies.

Another possible outcome of mismanaged grazing is the increase in
woody vegetation and the decrease in the intercanopy herbaceous

Fig. 3. Spatial distribution of Delta PUE (a) -in NDVI x 10000/mm MAP-, Delta PMR (b) -in NDVI x 10000/mm MAP-, Delta RESTREND (c) -in residuals NDVI x 10000/y-, and Delta ESPI
trend (d) –ESPI/y-, throughout the study region.
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cover. From the perspective of cattle ranchers, woody encroachment is
undesired as it represents a reduction in forage availability and thus is
often considered as an indicator of land degradation. However, this
view has been defied by recent evidences. Maestre et al. (2009) showed
that the increase in shrubs abundance resulted in higher species rich-
ness, enhanced biomass of microorganism, greater soil fertility and N
mineralization. Indeed, increases of up to 4× have been observed at
sites were the dominant woody species was a nitrogen fixer (Hughes
et al., 2006). Overall, the increase in PUE used here to diagnose woody
encroachment is compatible with the idea that the increase in nitrogen

fixer woody vegetation typical of the dry Chaco more than compensates
for coincidental decreases in herbaceous vegetation in terms of average
light interception. Similarly, the decrease in PMR assumed to char-
acterize dry Chaco woody encroachment agrees with observations from
other systems (Milchunas and Lauenroth, 1993; Paruelo and Lauenroth,
1995; Verón and Paruelo, 2010; Williamson et al., 2012).

Positive and negative RESTRENDs were found at all 4 syndromes
implying that changes in vegetation condition did not stemmed only
from differences in human management. RESTREND methodology re-
moves -but not accounts for-the effect of changes in precipitation to
assess the impacts of human activities upon vegetation (Wessels et al.,
2004). Therefore, negative RESTRENDs occurring at sites showing im-
proved vegetation condition (or viceversa) suggest that precipitation
changes override the effects human actions. However, during the stu-
died period CHIRPS and rain gauge precipitation showed an increasing
trend during the first 5 years that was reverted afterwards with no
overall trend (data not shown).

Contrary to our expectations, there was no apparent association
between vegetation syndromes and ecosystem services supply (Fig. 5).
We based our expectations on the lower ESPI found at proximal than at
distal sites (Fig. 2). However, this difference became blurred when
calculated as the temporal trend among all the pixels from the study
area grouped in vegetation syndromes. Even the comparison between
opposite situations yielded light differences towards less negative ESPI
trends at vegetation increase syndrome than at the vegetation reduction
syndrome. A possible explanation lies at the way each metric is calcu-
lated. PUE and PMR do not account primarily for the overall system
output. Rather, they describe an input-output relationship and, in the
context of a varying spatiotemporal precipitation, represent critical
slow variables and more robust indicators of change (Chapin et al.,
2009; Prince et al., 1998; Verón et al., 2006). On the contrary, ESPI is
calculated from the annual mean NDVI and thus considers output
magnitudes and its seasonal variability. Therefore, a high ESPI requires
a high mean NDVI or a very low seasonal variability. In turn, high mean
NDVI can be obtained at pixels receiving high precipitation –resulting
in a low PUE- or low precipitation –high PUE-. Similar ambiguities can
occur with PMR as high or low slopes can result from high or low mean
NDVI and seasonal variation is neither considered directly. In combi-
nation, these issues indicate a tradeoff between the metrics indicative of
land degradation in drylands used here and metrics that quantify the
supply of ecosystem services therein.

Our results should be taken with caution. As any remote sensing
study, ours suffers from uncertainties regarding the interpretation of
the NDVI, the spatial and temporal resolution from MODIS and its
geolocation error among others. More importantly, our study relies
heavily on the identification of reference areas. This problem is per-
vasive in desertification studies (Verón et al., 2006; Prince et al., 2007)
and has received considerable attention from restoration ecology
practitioners. Briefly, there are three different approaches to solve the
definition of a reference situation, none of which is free of difficulties.
The spatial approach assumes that actual vegetation from certain sites
is similar to what could be considered the pristine vegetation. This
approach requires extensive knowledge of vegetation dynamics and
environmental heterogeneity to define the total area that each reference
site represents. The temporal approach relies on the comparison of
vegetation conditions through time (e.g. Kaptué et al., 2015). However,
the actual condition at the beginning of the period is unknown and
thus, for example, a lack of temporal trends could be interpreted as an
indication of a degraded or non-degraded condition alike. The third
approach is based on modelling the reference situation for each site.
This approach also requires extensive data and assumptions based on
past performance that may not be adequate for present conditions. We
here used a spatial approach where we pooled together the 8 reference
situations and compared each pixel to that average reference. Thus our
study suffers from errors stemming from comparisons of actual states to
situations that may not be representative of its reference conditions.

Fig. 4. Changes in vegetation condition of each pixel assessed from Delta PUE and Delta
PMR. Only pixels where PMR was significantly different from zero were plotted
(n = 247868). Also, when RESTREND was significantly different from zero grey dots
were replaced by green –when positive- or red –when negative-triangles. Black dots re-
present the average Delta PUE and Delta PMR of pixels that fell at least 75% within each
of the 8 polygons of the proximal –degraded- sites. Vertical and horizontal blue lines were
plotted to help identify quadrants associated to vegetation syndromes. S1, S2, S3 and S4
stand for the following vegetation syndromes: herbaceous vegetation increase, vegetation
cover reduction, woody encroachment and vegetation improvement. (For interpretation
of the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version
of this article.)

Fig. 5. ESPI temporal trend differences among vegetation syndromes. The boxplot shows
minimum, 25th, 50th, and 75th percentiles, and maximum minimum values of the data.
ESPI trend is expressed in ESPI units/y. S1, S2, S3 and S4 stand for the following vege-
tation syndromes: herbaceous vegetation increase, vegetation cover reduction, woody
encroachment and vegetation improvement.
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However, the magnitude of this error must have been restricted by the
relative homogeneity of the vegetation from the dry Chaco. Finally 11
years may be a short time period to characterize PMR and RESTRENDS
as interannual variability may preclude the correct identification of the
NDVI-PPT relationship. Had this been the case, our results are con-
servative given that we only considered significant PMR and RE-
STRENDS to diagnose vegetation syndromes and assess management
impacts.

Acknowledgements

This work was carried out with the aid of the following grants a) the
Inter-American Institute for Global Change Research (IAI) CRN III 3095,
which is supported by the US National Science Foundation (Grant GEO-
1128040); b) ANPCyT and the Ministerio de Ambiente y Desarrollo
Sustentable from Argentina (PICTO 0097) and c) Instituto Nacional de
Tecnología Agropecuaria (INTA) Proyectos Específicos “Evaluación y
seguimiento satelital del cambio global” (PNNAT-1128024),
“Desarrollo, Integración y Transferencia de Tecnologías para Manejo
Sustentable de Servicios de la Vegetación Natural para Fines
Ganaderos” (PNPA 1126074), “Aportes al Desarrollo del Área
Geográfica Llanos Norte, con Estrategias de Enfoque Territorial”
(CATRI 1233205), and “Estrategias de Gestión de Recursos
Ambientales, Tecnológicos y Sociales, para el Desarrollo Sustentable del
Sector Agropecuario de Llanos Sur” (CATRI 1233206).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data related to this article can be found at http://dx.
doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2017.11.001.

References

Asner, G.P., Borghi, C.E., Ojeda, R.A., 2003. Desertification in central Argentina: changes
in ecosystem carbon and nitrogen from imaging spectroscopy. Ecol. Appl. 13,
629–648.

Asner, G.P., Elmore, A.J., Olander, L.P., Martin, R.E., Harris, A.T., 2004. Grazing systems,
ecosystem responses, and global change. Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour. 29, 261–299.

Bartlett, D.S., Whiting, G.J., Hartman, J.M., 1989. Use of vegetation indices to estimate
indices to estimate intercepted solar radiation and net carbon dioxide exchange of a
grass canopy. Remote Sens. Environ. 30, 115–128.

Bestelmeyer, B.T., Okin, G.S., Duniway, M.C., Archer, S.R., Sayre, N.F., Williamson, J.C.,
Herrick, J.E., 2015. Desertification, land use, and the transformation of global dry-
lands. Front. Ecol. Environ. 13, 28–36. http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/140162.

Biurrun, F.N., Cabido, M., Blanco, L.J. Consideraciones sobre la vegetación de La Rioja y
su estado de conservación. 2015. En: “El deterioro del suelo y del ambiente en la
Argentina”. Casas, R.R. & Albarracín, G.F. editores. Tomo 1, 485 – 504.

Blanco, L.J., Ferrando, C.A., Biurrun, F.N., Orionte, E.L., Namur, P., Recalde, D.J., Berone,
G.D., 2005. Vegetation responses to roller chopping and buffelgrass seeding in
Argentina. Rangel. Ecol. Manag. 58, 219–224.

Blanco, L.J., Ferrando, C.A., Biurrun, F.N., 2009. Remote sensing of spatial and temporal
vegetation patterns in two grazing systems. Rangel. Ecol. Manag. 62, 445–451.

Blanco, L.J., Aguilera, M.O., Paruelo, J.M., Biurrun, F.N., 2008. Grazing effect on NDVI
across an aridity gradient in Argentina. J. Arid Environ. 72, 764–776.

Cabido, M., González, C., Acosta, A., Díaz, S., 1993. Vegetation changes along a pre-
cipitation gradient in Central Argentina. Vegetatio 109, 5–14.

Cabido, M., Manzur, A., Carranza, L., González Albarracín, C., 1994. La vegetación y el
medio físico en el Chaco Árido en la provincia de Córdoba Argentina Central (The
vegetation and the physical environment in the Arid Chaco, Córdoba province of
Central Argentina). Phytocoenologia 24, 423–460.

Chapin, F.S., Kofinas, G.P., Folke, C., 2009. Principles of Ecosystem Stewardship:
Resilience-based Natural Resource Management in a Changing World. Principles
Ecosystem Stewardship. Resilience-Based Natural Resources Management in a
Changing World, pp. 409. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-73033-2.

Dee, D.P., Uppala, S.M., Simmons, A.J., Berrisford, P., Poli, P., Kobayashi, S., Andrae, U.,
Balmaseda, M.A., Balsamo, G., Bauer, P., Bechtold, P., Beljaars, A.C.M., van de Berg,
L., Bidlot, J., Bormann, N., Delsol, C., Dragani, R., Fuentes, M., Geer, A.J.,
Haimberger, L., Healy, S.B., Hersbach, H., Hólm, E.V., Isaksen, L., Kållberg, P.,
Köhler, M., Matricardi, M., McNally, A.P., Monge-Sanz, B.M., Morcrette, J.J., Park,
B.K., Peubey, C., de Rosnay, P., Tavolato, C., Thépaut, J.N., Vitart, F., 2011. The ERA-
Interim reanalysis: configuration and performance of the data assimilation system. Q.
J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 137, 553–597. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.828.

Diez, H.A., Calella, H.F., Perez, J.C., Pignata, G., Bronstein, G., Heredia, H., Bruno, V.,
Santa Cruz, R., Corzo, R., Sánchez Cantero, M., Corvalan, S., Ferrari, C., Piedrabuena,
C., 1991. Acuerdo federal para el desarrollo rural del Chaco Árido. na: Consejo

Federal de Inversiones, Documento Proyecto, La Rioja, Argenti, pp. 108 (In Spanish).
Ferrando, C.A., Namur, P., 1984. Resultados parciales obtenidos con la raza Criolla

Argentina en el Campo Las Vizcacheras. Rev. Argent. Prod. Anim. 4, 85–92 (In
Spanish).

Friedel, M., 1997. Discontinuous change in arid woodland and grassland vegetation along
gradients of cattle grazing in central Australia. J. Arid Environ. 37, 145–164.

Funk, C.C., Peterson, P.J., Landsfeld, M.F., Pedreros, D.H., Verdin, J.P., Rowland, J.D.,
Romero, B.E., Husak, G.J., Michaelsen, J.C., Verdin, A.P., 2014. A quasi-global pre-
cipitation time series for drought monitoring. U.S. Geological Survey Data Series
832, 4 pp.. http://pubs.usgs.gov/ds/832/.

Gómez, J.C., Calella, H.P., Corzo, R.R., Reynoso, A.A., 1993. Mapa de las subregiones de
vegetación y suelo del Chaco Árido de La Rioja. Proyecto de Desarrollo Rural Integral
de Los Llanos, Consejo Federal de Inversiones, La Rioja.

Guerschman, J.P., Paruelo, J.M., Bella, C.D., Giallorenzi, M.C., Pacin, F., 2003. Land
cover classification in the Argentine Pampas using multi-temporal Landsat TM data.
Int. J. Remote Sens. 24, 3381–3402.

Herrmann, S.M., Hutchinson, C.F., 2005. The changing contexts of the desertification
debate. J. Arid Environ. 63, 538–555.

Hughes, R.F., Archer, S., Asner, G.P., Wessman, C.A., McMurty, C., Nelson, J., 2006.
Changes in aboveground primary production and carbon and nitrogen pools ac-
companying woody plant encroachment in a temperate savanna. Glob. Change Biol.
12, 1733–1747.

Kaptué, A.T., Prihodko, L., Hanan, N.P., 2015. On regreening and degradation in Sahelian
watersheds. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 112, 12133–12138. http://dx.doi.org/10.
1073/pnas.1509645112.

Kremen, C., 2005. Managing ecosystem services: what do we need to know about their
ecology? Ecol. Lett. 8, 468–479.

Kunst, C., Monti, E., Pérez, H., Godoy, J., 2006. Assessment of the rangelands of south-
western Santiago del Estero, Argentina, for grazing management and research. J.
Environ. Manag. 80, 248–265.

Lambers, H., Chapin III, F.S., Pons, T.L., 1998. Plant Physiological Ecology. Springer-
Verlag, New York.

Lange, R.T., 1969. The piosphere: sheep track and dung patterns. J. Range Manag. 22,
396–400.

Le Houérou, H.N., 1984. Rain use efficiency: a unifying concept in arid-land ecology. J.
Arid Environ. 7, 213–247.

Maestre, F.T., Bowker, M.A., Puche, M.D., Hinojosa, M.B., Martınez, I., Garcıa-Palacios,
P., Castillo, A.P., Soliveres, S., Luzuriaga, A.L., et al., 2009. Shrub encroachment can
reverse desertification in Mediterranean semiarid grasslands. Ecol. Lett. 12, 930–941.

McNaughton, S.J., Oesterheld, M., Frank, D.A., Williams, K.J., 1989. Ecosystem-level
patterns of primary productivity and herbivory in terrestrial habitats. Nature 341,
142–144.

Milchunas, D.G., Lauenroth, W.K., 1993. Quantitative effects of grazing on vegetation and
soils over a global range of environments. Ecol. Monogr. 63, 327–366.

Morello, J.H., Protomastro, J., Sancholuz, L.A., Blanco, C., 1985. Estudio macro ecológico
de Los Llanos de La Rioja. Serie del cincuentenario de la Administración de Parques
Nacionales 5. pp. 1–53.

Natenzon, C.E., Olivera, C., 1994. Deforestación en Los Llanos de La Rioja (1900–1960)
(Deforestation in “Los Llanos” región of La Rioja province (1900–1960)). Desarro.
Económico 34, 263–284.

Norgaard, R.B., 2010. Ecosystem services: from eye-opening metaphor to complexity
blinder. Ecol. Econ. 69, 1219–1227. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2009.11.
009.

Noy-Meir, I., 1973. Desert ecosystems: environment and producers. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst.
4, 25–51.

Orionte, E.L., Namur, P., Ferrando, C., Aguirre, E., Blanco, L., Cabral, D., 2001.
Establecimiento Balde El Tala 1971–2001: treinta años de arte y ciencia en el manejo
del pastizal natural del árido riojano. In: Resúmenes del Primer Congreso Nacional
sobre Manejo de Pastizales Naturales. Editorial Instituto de Nacional de Tecnología
Agropecuaria, San Cristóbal, Santa Fe, Argentina, pp. 28–31 (in spanish).

Paruelo, J.M., Lauenroth, W.K., 1995. Regional patterns of normalized difference vege-
tation index in North American shrublands and grasslands. Ecology 76, 1888–1898.

Paruelo, J.M., Epstein, H.E., Lauenroth, W.K., Burke, I.C., 1997. ANPP estimates from
NDVI for the central grassland region of the United States. Ecology 78, 953–958.

Paruelo, J.M., Burke, I.C., Lauenroth, W.K., 2001a. Land use impact on ecosystem func-
tioning in eastern Colorado, USA. Glob. Change Biol. 7, 631–639.

Paruelo, J.M., Jobbágy, E.G., Sala, O.E., 2001b. Current distribution of ecosystem func-
tional types in temperate South America. Ecosystems 4, 683–698.

Paruelo, J.M., Texeira, M., Staiano, L., Mastrángelo, M., Amdan, L., Gallego, F., 2016. An
integrative index of Ecosystem Services provision based on remotely sensed data.
Ecol. Indic. 71, 145–154.

Pettorelli, N., 2013. The Normalized Difference Vegetation Index. Oxford University
Press, New York.

Pickup, G., Chewings, V.H., Nelson, D.J., 1993. Estimating changes in vegetation cover
over time in arid rangelands using Landsat MSS data. Remote Sens. Environ. 43,
243–263.

Pickup, G., Chewings, V.H., 1994. A grazing gradient approach to land degradation as-
sessment in arid areas from remotely sensed data. Int. J. Remote Sens. 15, 597–617.

Prince, S.D., Brown de Colstoun, E., Kravitz, L., 1998. Evidence from rain-use efficiencies
does not indicate extensive Sahelian desertification. Glob. Change Biol. 4, 359–374.

Prince, S.D., Wessels, K.J., Tucker, C.J., Nicholson, S.E., 2007. Desertification in the
Sahel: a reinterpretation of a reinterpretation. Glob. Change Biol. 13, 1308–1313.

Prohaska, F.J., 1959. El polo de calor de América del Sur. IDIA 141, 27–30.
Quiroga, R.E., Blanco, L., Ferrando, C.A., 2009. A case study evaluating economic im-

plications of two grazing strategies for cattle ranches in northwest Argentina. Rangel.
Ecol. Manag. 62, 435–444.

S.R. Verón et al. Journal of Arid Environments xxx (xxxx) xxx–xxx

8

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2017.11.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2017.11.001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/140162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-73033-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.828
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref15
http://pubs.usgs.gov/ds/832/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref20
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1509645112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1509645112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref31
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2009.11.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2009.11.009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref46


Ragonese, A.E., Castiglioni, J.C., 1970. La vegetación del parque Chaqueño. Soc. Argent.
Botánica 11, 133–160.

Reed, M.S., Stringer, L.C., 2016. Land Degradation, Desertification and Climate Change.
Anticipating, Assessing and Adapting to Future Change. Routledge, London, New
York.

Reynolds, J.F., Kemp, P.R., Ogle, K., Fernández, R.J., Gao, O., Wu, J., 2006. Modeling the
Unique Attributes of Desert Ecosystems: Potentials and Limitations Based on Lessons
from the Jornada Basin, Structure and Function of a Chihuahuan Desert Ecosystem.
The Jornada Basin Long Term Ecological Research Site.

Reynolds, J.F., Smith, D.M.S., Lambin, E.F., Turner, B.L., Mortimore, M., Batterbury,
S.P.J., Downing, T.E., Dowlatabadi, H., Fernández, R.J., Herrick, J.E., Huber-
Sannwald, E., Jiang, H., Leemans, R., Lynam, T., Maestre, F.T., Ayarza, M., Walker,
B., 2007. Global desertification: building a science for dryland development. Science
316, 847–851. http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1131634.

Reynolds, J.F., Grainger, A., Smith, D.M.S., Bastin, G., Janssen, M.A., Ju, N., Scholes, R.J.,
Veldkamp, A., Verstraete, M.M., Ferna, R.J., Maltitz, G.V.O.N., Zdruli, P., 2011.
Scientific concepts for an integrated analysis of desertification. Land Degrad. Dev. 22,
166–183. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.1104.

Richmond, A., Kaufmann, R.K., Myneni, R.B., 2007. Valuing ecosystem services: a shadow
price for net primary production. Ecol. Econ. 64, 454–462.

Rock, J., 2006. Ecosystems and human well-being. Millenium Ecosytem Assess. 1, 1–3.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(97)00168-7.

Rouse, J.W., Haas, R.H., Schell, J.A., Deering, D.W., 1974. Monitoring vegetation systems
in the great plains with ERTS. In: Proceedings of the Third Earth Resources
Technology Satellite-1 Symposium. NASA, Greenbelt, pp. 301–317 SP-351.

Ruimy, A., Saugier, B., 1994. Methodology for the estimation of terrestrial net primary
production from remotely sensed data. J. Geophys. Res. 99, 5263–5283.

Schwinning, S., Sala, O.E., 2004. Hierarchy of responses to resource pulses in arid and
semi-arid ecosystems. Oecologia 141, 211–220.

Scholes, R.J., 2009. Syndromes of dryland degradation in southern Africa. Afr. J. Range
Forage Sci. 26, 113–125.

Sellers, P.J., Berry, J.A., Collatz, G.J., Field, C.B., Hall, F.G., 1992. Canopy reflectance,

photosynthesis and transpiration: III. A reanalysis using improved leaf models and a
new canopy integration scheme. Remote Sens. Environ. 42, 187–216.

Toté, C., Patricio, D., Boogaard, H., van der Wijngaart, R., Tarnavsky, E., Funk, C., 2015.
Evaluation of satellite rainfall estimates for drought and flood monitoring in
Mozambique. Remote Sens. 7, 1758–1776.

UN (United Nations), 1994. UN Earth summit. Convention on desertification. In: UN
Conference in Environment and Development, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, June 3–14,
1992. DPI/SD/1576. United Nations, New York.

van de Koppel, J., Rietkerk, M., van Langevelde, F., Kumar, L., Klausmeier, C.A., Fryxell,
J.M., Hearne, J.W., van Andel, J., de Ridder, N., Skidmore, A., Stroosnijder, L., Prins,
H.H.T., 2002. Spatial heterogeneity and irreversible vegetation change in semiarid
grazing systems. Am. Nat. 159, 209–218.

Verón, S.R., Oesterheld, M., Paruelo, J.M., 2005. Production as a function of resource
availability: slopes and efficiencies are different. J. Veg. Sci. 16, 351–354.

Verón, S.R., Paruelo, J.M., Oesterheld, M., 2006. Assessing desertification. J. Arid
Environ. 66, 751–763.

Verón, S.R., Paruelo, J.M., 2010. Desertification alters the response of vegetation to
changes in precipitation. J. Appl. Ecol. 47, 1233–1241.

Verstraete, M.M., Scholes, R.J., Smith, M.S., 2009. Climate and desertification: looking at
an old problem through new lenses. Front. Ecol. Environ. 7, 421–428.

Wessels, K.J., Prince, S.D., Frost, P.E., van Zyl, D., 2004. Assessing the effects of human
–induced land degradation in the former homelands of northern South Africa with 1
km AVHRR NDVI time series. Remote Sens. Environ. 91, 47–67.

Wessels, K.J., van den Bergh, F., Scholes, R.J., 2012. Limits to detectability of land de-
gradation by trend analysis of vegetation index data. Remote Sens. Environ. 125,
10–22.

Williamson, J.C., Bestelmeyer, B.T., Peters, D.P.C., 2012. Spatiotemporal patterns of
production can be used to detect state change across an arid landscape. Ecosystems
15, 34–47.

Zak, M.R., Cabido, M., Hodgson, J.G., 2004. Do subtropical seasonal forests in the Gran
Chaco, Argentina, have a future? Biol. Conserv. 120, 589–598.

S.R. Verón et al. Journal of Arid Environments xxx (xxxx) xxx–xxx

9

View publication statsView publication stats

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref49
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1131634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.1104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(97)00168-7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0140-1963(17)30199-4/sref69
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/321009401

	Desertification and ecosystem services supply: The case of the Arid Chaco of South America
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study area
	Satellite data
	Climatological datasets
	Ground truth
	Analyses

	Results
	Desertification status and syndromes
	Ecosystem services supply across vegetation syndromes

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Supplementary data
	References




