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A	par&r	da	leitura	do	texto	de	Doak	et	al.	(2014),	quais	parecem	ser	as	principais	
vantagens	e	desvantagens	do	que	foi	chamado	de	“new	conserva&on	science”?	Essa	
nova	perspec&va	se	opõe	à	perspec&va	tradicional	de	conservação?	
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(Metzger et al. 2017) 
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(http://www.arquisofia.com/2011/06/residuos-solidos-lixo-ou-materia-prima.html) 



(Mace, Science 2014) 
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•  Intergovernmental science-policy Platform on 
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services 

 
•  Overall objective: To provide policy relevant 

knowledge on biodiversity and ecosystem 
services to inform decision making 

 
•  Established in April 2012, Panama 
 
•  124 Members 
 
•  Secretariat hosted in Bonn 

IPBES-3 (Jan 2015, Bonn) 

IPBES-2 (Dec 2013, Antalya) 

What is IPBES? 



Context for the birth of IPBES 

•  Millennium Ecosystem 
Assessment (2005)  

•  No mechanism to: 
–  repeat this exercise  
–  to involve governments 

•  Call by French President for “an 
IPCC like mechanism for 
biodiversity” 

 
 
 



AN ASSESSMENT IS NOT A 
LITERATURE REVIEW 

		 A	literature	review	 An	assessment	
Primary	Audience	 Scien>sts	 Decision-makers	

Authors	 One	or	a	few		 Large,	varied	and	transdisciplinary	
group	nominated	by	governments	and	
stakeholders	

Iden3fies	gaps	in	 Research:	curiosity-driven	 Knowledge	for	implementa>on:	
problem	driven	

(Un)certainty		
statements	

Not	required	 Essen>al	

Judgement	of	
relevance		
to	a	policy	ques3on	

Op>onal	 Required	but	clearly	flagged	

Review	 Peer	review,	typically	anonymous	
and	oSen	a	small	number	of	
scien>fic	reviewers	

Peer	review	as	well	as	government	and	
other	stakeholders	review.	Typically	
reviewers	are	not	anonymous.	

Summary	for	a	
broader	audience	

Not	essen>al	 Essen>al	to	reduce	complexity	

Outputs	 Scien>fic	paper	 Report,	Summary	for	Policy	Makers,	
etc.	

An assessment is not a literature 
review 

 





IPBES Conceptual Framework 

(Diaz et al. 2015 a,b) 

















Qual paisagem possibilita otimizar os diferentes 
serviços ecossistêmicos? 



(De Groot et al. 2010) 





(Braat	&	De	Groot	2012)	
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Mudanças de paradigma 





(Costanza et al. 2014) 



(Pascual et al. 2017) 



(Pascual et al. 2017) 


