Manejo e conservacao do solo, 2009 (2° semestre)

Impactos da erosao do solo
Imediatos: concentracao da enxurrada
Degradacao do solo: sulcos e laminar

Ambientals: deposicao de sedimentos
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Foto: Sparovek (1996)




Area afetada pelas vocorocas = 2,89
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Area com erosdo = 2,98 ha (0,76% da area plantada)

L I

Area plantada = 391 hectares
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Manejo e conservacao do solo, 2008 (2° semestre)

Impactos da erosao do solo
Imediatos: concentracao da enxurrada
Degradacao do solo: sulcos e laminar

Ambientals: deposicao de sedimentos
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Erosao simulada vs. produtividade do milho (89/90)
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Produtividade de Crotalaria juncea vs espessura solo
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Proportion of:

Land Use Area  Agricultural land Territory
ha 10 %

Cultivated pasture 99.7 43.0 11.6
Rangeland (natural pasture) 78.0 33.7 9.1
Soybeans 16.4 7.1 1.9
Corn 12.3 5.3 1.4
Sugarcane 5.2 2.2 0.6
Beans (Phaseolus sp.) 4.3 1.9 0.5
Rice 3.2 1.4 0.4
Coffee 2.4 1.0 0.3
Wheat 2.2 0.9 0.3
Cassava 1.7 0.8 0.2
Orangetree 0.8 0.4 0.1
Cotton 0.8 0.3 0.1
Other agricultural land use 4.7 2.0 0.5

Total 231.7 100.0 26.9

1 Source: 1995/96 Census of agriculture (IBGE, 1998).2 Source: Municipal agriculture production (IBGE, 2002).



Family and industrial agriculture in Brazil

Ratio
Unit Family |Industrial | (larger/smaller)
Farms| # 4,291,300| 568,564 7.5
Area| 10°ha 110 244 2.2
Part of the territory % 12.9 28.7 total = 41.6

Area per farm ha 26 429 16.8
Production value| 10°R$ 18 29 1.6
Productivity| R$ ha™ 168 121 1.4

Source: 1995/96 Census of agriculture (IBGE, 1998)

Ratio: Familiar/Commercial
Farm Number

Ratio: FamiliaryCommercial
Total Farm Area

Ratio: Familiar/Commercial
Production Value




GDP of agricultural production: 9.3%
GDP of Family Agriculture = 3.6%

GDP of Industrial Agriculture = 5.7%

(39% Family and e 61% Industrial)

3.6% = R$ 55,6 billions

GDP of agribusiness: 30.6%

10.1% Family e 20.5% Industrial (33% Family e 67% Industrial)

Agricultura

Familiar

na Economia

Source: Guilhoto et al. 2005 “
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