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Abstract: The Dwarf Palm, Butia lallemantii Deble & Marchiori, is an endangered species endemic to
the Pampa biome and typically grows in sandy and rocky soils. Given its economic, ecological, and
cultural relevance, it is crucial to understand the ecology and biology of this species to encourage its
preservation and highlight its significance for the Pampa. This study aims to investigate whether this
palm relies on animal vectors for pollination, analyze its breeding system, and propose strategies
for its conservation and sustainable use. We conducted field observations on pollination ecology,
identified floral visitors, and designed six breeding system experiments to test cross-compatibility,
self-compatibility, and apomixis. Additionally, we conducted a literature review to propose con-
servation strategies. Butia lallemantii is pollinator-dependent and self-compatible. The flowers are
mostly melittophilous and offer pollen and nectar for floral visitors. The main pollinators are native
Meliponinae and Halictinae bees and the introduced Apis mellifera. This study represents the first
comprehensive and complete examination of the breeding system and pollination process on Butia
palms. This palm can provide materials for industries, but urgent actions are needed to preserve the
remaining populations through effective policies and strategies. Furthermore, this palm should be
integrated into diversified agroecosystems to evaluate its adaptability to cultivation.

Keywords: Butia; entomophily; geitonogamy; Halictinae; Meliponinae; native pollinators; self-
compatibility

1. Introduction

The Pampa biome is a mainly grassy ecosystem located in southern South America,
covering more than 700,000 km2 of central and Northeastern Argentina, Southern Brazil,
Southeastern Paraguay, and Uruguay [1]. The landscape is dominated by natural grasslands
formed by C3 and C4 grasses, with forested areas restricted to the banks of rivers and
regions with more pronounced topography [2,3]. The mean annual precipitation varies
from 400 to 1500 mm, with mean temperatures ranging from 13 ◦C to 20 ◦C [4]. Although
the Pampa is one of the most altered and threatened biomes in Brazil, only 3% of its area is
under any kind of protection, and less than 0.5% is in strictly protected areas [5,6]. In this
biome, the soil is susceptible to eolic and hydric erosion due to its sedimentary rock origin,
which makes anthropic activities like livestock, agriculture, and forestry more harmful to
the environment and biodiversity [7]. Biodiversity reaches high levels in the Pampa. In
Brazil, more than 12,500 species are registered, nearly 3700 of them being vascular plants,
with a record of 56 vascular plant species in 1 m2 [8,9].

Only ten species of Arecaceae Bercht. & J. Presl are recorded for the Pampa, six
of them in the genus Butia (Becc.) Becc., three in Trithrinax Mart., and one in Syagrus
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Mart. [10,11]. Pollination in tropical Arecaceae is mainly entomophilous; nearly 80% of
known species are considered to be insect-pollinated [12,13]. Many insect species are
drawn to palm flowers for food, mating places, and preying; and the abundance of those
insects renders them of different importance for pollination [14,15]. Arecaceae presents a
variety of pollination syndromes, with cantarophily (Coleoptera), melittophily (Hemiptera),
and myophily (Diptera) being the most relevant [12,16]. On the other hand, the diversity
and abundance of floral visitors attracted by a single palm species make it challenging to
define a pollination syndrome [17]. Despite this, some studies have demonstrated these
syndromes in Arecaceae [14,15,18,19].

Butia is a subtropical genus of palms distributed in Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay, and
Uruguay. These palms are monoecious, with lateral inflorescences, pinnate leaves, leaflets
in ascending disposition, imperfect flowers, and three pores in the endocarp [20]. To date,
studies coupling both pollinator observations and detailed breeding system experiments
are lacking. Diverse insects have been observed in the inflorescences of Butia paraguayensis
(Barb. Rodr.) L.H. Bailey [15] and Butia leiospatha (Barb. Rodr.) Becc [21]. However, these
contributions did not test (through breeding system experiments) whether or not these
palm species need putative insect pollinators to set fruit and viable seeds. Indeed, since
the inflorescences of Butia spp. bear imperfect flowers, only insects regularly visiting
the two flower types can be considered pollinators. In this regard, only the study on
B. paraguayensis identified visitors who accomplish these requirements [15]. Regarding their
breeding systems, Butia capitata (Mart.) Becc. and Butia eriospatha (Mart. ex Drude) Becc.
were reported as self-compatible [22,23]. However, the rest of the species of the genus have
not been studied so far regarding either their pollination or their reproductive biology [12].

Butia lallemantii Deble & Marchiori, also known as Dwarf Butiá, is a small caespitose
palm native to the Pampa biome that offers raw materials for food, drinks, handicrafts,
animal feeding, and industry [24,25]. Unfortunately, many of these uses have been lost
with time, and this species is currently underutilized. The few remaining populations
are isolated and need management for sustainable use and conservation [24]. Recently,
some populations have been characterized, evaluating the growth of ramets on different
substrates for their possible use in the restoration of degraded soils [26–29]. However, it is
necessary to develop more studies on the biology, ecology, and ethnobotany of this species
to generate adequate policies and strategies to conserve it and promote its sustainable use.

In this research, we addressed the following questions: (i) Is B. lallemantii pollinator-
dependent? (ii) Is the species self-incompatible? (iii) Does this species offer any rewards to
their floral visitors? (iv) Who are the pollinators? We hypothesized that: (i) B. lallemantii
is pollinator-dependent. (ii) that this species is self-compatible and geitonogamous, and
(iii) these species produce nectar, as in other species of the genus [30]; (iv) the primary
pollinators may be native bees, insects already observed in Butia species co-occurring in
the Brazilian Pampa.

2. Results
2.1. Inflorescence Morphology, Anthesis, and Flower Duration

The inflorescence of B. lallemantii is enclosed by a spathe, and the rachis is the axis
where the rachillae are inserted. Pistillate flowers are proximally located in the rachilla,
with the staminate ones being distally located. There is high variability in the size of the
inflorescence and its structures (Table 1).

The anthesis in B. lallemantii extends for 9 to 11 days (mean = 10.35, n = 20); on the
first day, the spathe opens and exposes the inflorescence with unopened staminate and
pistillate flowers. Thereafter, it exhibits three phenophases: the staminate phase extends for
4 or 5 days (mean = 4.55); the neutral phase without opened flowers extends for 1 to 3 days
(mean = 2.15); and finally, the pistillate phase starts after 2 to 4 days from the neutral phase
(mean = 2.65). Staminate flowers open in the morning, from 7 to 9 h, and last for 5 to 9 h
(mean = 7.2, n = 25), falling between 13 and 17 h in the afternoon. The pistillate flowers
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opened from 7 to 10 h but stayed attached to the inflorescence for 7 to 10 days (mean = 8.52,
n = 25) (Figure 1).

Table 1. Morphology of Butia lallemantii inflorescence structures (n = 5).

Structure Mean (±SE) Max–Min.

Inflorescence length 65.76 (±7.38) cm 45.2–84.2
Peduncle length 30.64 (±6.66) cm 19.4–41.5

Peduncle diameter 1.03 (±0.21) cm 0.8–1.3
Rachis length 30.22 (±3.62) cm 21.7–47.3

Rachis diameter 1.1 (±0.13) cm 0.7–1.4
Rachillae number 58.4 (±6.11) 48–64

Total flowers 80.36 (±9.99) 51–124
Total pistillate flowers 2.56 (±1.02) 0–6
Total staminate flowers 78.36 (±8.59) 51–122

Spatha length 65.67 (±6.21) cm 45.2–84.2
Base diameter 2.9 (±0.29) cm 2.3–3.9

Maximum diameter 8.38 (±0.95) cm 5.6–10.5
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Figure 1. Phenophases of Butia lallemantii observed in the Brazilian Pampa.

2.2. Vector-Dependent Pollination

After 15 days, none of the 20 inflorescences isolated to test for anemophily and
pollination insect-dependence formed fruits. We did observe some pistillate flowers still
attached to the rachillae of the wind-dependent experiments, but they were brown-colored,
indicating tissue senescence and no fruit formation, and these flowers fell soon thereafter.

2.3. Self-Compatible and Geitonogamous

Our pollination tests demonstrated self-compatibility in B. lallemantii. Spontaneous
self-pollination tests resulted in the formation of 3.3% of the fruits, whereas hand-made
self-pollinations resulted in 77.8% of fruit formation and the geitonogamy tests in 70%.
The natural pollination test resulted in 84.3% of fruits developing (Table 2). Hand-made
cross-pollination reached 84.4% fruiting success. Only the agamospermy test resulted in
0% of fruits being formed. We compared the results of the pollination treatments using
the ANOVA test, using Autogamy, Allogamy, Geitonogamy, and Natural Pollination data.
Agamospermy and Spontaneous Self-Pollination were excluded from the analysis due
to the non-normality of the data and the evident differences with the other treatments.
The results indicate significant statistical differences between at least two groups (df = 5,
F = 172.1, p < 0.001) (Table 3). Then, we used a pairwise Tukey test to identify the differences.
Our analysis revealed that natural pollination and allogamy differed significantly from
geitonogamy. Additionally, we found that hand-pollinated autogamy does not differ from
hand-pollinated allogamy (Figure 2).
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Table 2. Results of the breeding system experiments developed on Butia lallemantii flowers.

Treatment Flowers Treated Fruits Formed Fruits Formed (%)

Allogamy 90 76 84.4
Natural pollination 90 75 83.3

Autogamy 90 70 77.8
Geitonogamy 90 63 70

Spont. Self-pollination 90 3 3.3
Apomixis 90 0 0

Table 3. Comparison of the breeding system experiments developed on Butia lallemantii. The results
of the Tukey test were used to compare the results of the pollination treatments applied.

Treatment Autogamy Geitonogamy Allogamy Natural
Pollination

Autogamy 1.00 -- -- --
Geitonogamy 0.478 1.00 -- --

Allogamy 0.641 0.018 * 1.00 --
Natural pollination 0.793 0.036 * 0.999 1.00

* Significant statistical differences (p < 0.001).
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The Index of Self-Incompatibility value was 0.921, with 70 fruits formed by autogamy
and 76 formed by allogamy, supporting the self-compatibility of the species. The reproduc-
tive efficiency was 0.574 (57.4%), with 77 fruits developed from 134 pistillate flowers.

2.4. Floral Resources and Pollinators

During our observations of the inflorescences in both the staminate and pistillate
phases, we observed that floral visitors of B. lallemantii were actively consuming the pollen
or nectar produced by the plant. We recorded 61 species of floral visitors belonging to 16
insect families and four orders (Table 4). We did not observe floral visitors interacting with
the flowers at night. The most diverse groups were Bees (Apidae), ants (Formicidae), flies
(Muscidae), wasps (Vespidae), and weevils (Curculionidae) (Figure 3). Bees, weevils, and
flies were observed collecting and consuming nectar and pollen, while wasps and ants
were observed consuming nectar and preying in both phases.
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Table 4. Species per family of the floral visitors registered in Butia lallemantii, discriminated by species
registered on staminate and pistillate inflorescences and in both phenophases.

Order/Family Total Staminate Pistillate Both (%) Visitors (%) Pollinators

Diptera 9 3 8 1 14.8 3.7
Drosophilidae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0

Phoridae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0
Muscidae 6 2 6 1 9.8 3.7
Syrphidae 1 1 0 0 1.6 0.0
Coleoptera 16 9 13 6 26.2 22.2

Cerambycidae 1 1 0 0 1.6 0.0
Chrysomelidae 3 2 2 1 4.9 3.7
Curculionidae 7 5 7 5 11.5 18.5

Elateridae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0
Lampyridae 1 1 0 0 1.6 0.0
Nitidulidae 2 0 2 0 3.3 0.0
Silvanidae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0
Hemiptera 2 2 1 1 3.3 3.7

Reduviidae * 2 2 1 1 3.3 3.7
Hymenoptera 34 23 29 19 55.7 70.4

Apidae 9 5 11 6 11.2 22.2
Halictidae 7 7 5 5 14.4 18.5
Formicidae 10 7 7 4 16.4 14.8

Vespidae 5 2 4 2 6.5 7.4
Tiphiidae 2 1 1 1 3.3 3.7

Andrenidae 1 1 1 1 1.6 3.7
Total 61 37 51 27 100 100

* The species was observed but not collected.

Plants 2024, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 19 
 

 

flies were observed collecting and consuming nectar and pollen, while wasps and ants 
were observed consuming nectar and preying in both phases. 

Table 4. Species per family of the floral visitors registered in Butia lallemantii, discriminated by spe-
cies registered on staminate and pistillate inflorescences and in both phenophases. 

Order/Family Total Staminate Pistillate Both (%) Visitors (%) Pollinators 
Diptera 9 3 8 1 14.8 3.7 

Drosophilidae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0 
Phoridae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0 
Muscidae 6 2 6 1 9.8 3.7 
Syrphidae 1 1 0 0 1.6 0.0 
Coleoptera 16 9 13 6 26.2 22.2 

Cerambycidae 1 1 0 0 1.6 0.0 
Chrysomelidae 3 2 2 1 4.9 3.7 
Curculionidae 7 5 7 5 11.5 18.5 

Elateridae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0 
Lampyridae 1 1 0 0 1.6 0.0 
Nitidulidae 2 0 2 0 3.3 0.0 
Silvanidae 1 0 1 0 1.6 0.0 
Hemiptera 2 2 1 1 3.3 3.7 

Reduviidae *  2 2 1 1 3.3 3.7 
Hymenoptera 34 23 29 19 55.7 70.4 

Apidae 9 5 11 6 11.2 22.2 
Halictidae 7 7 5 5 14.4 18.5 
Formicidae 10 7 7 4 16.4 14.8 
Vespidae 5 2 4 2 6.5 7.4 
Tiphiidae 2 1 1 1 3.3 3.7 

Andrenidae 1 1 1 1 1.6 3.7 
Total 61 37 51 27 100 100 

* The species was observed but not collected. 

 
Figure 3. Species richness per family of floral visitors in pistillate (blue bars), staminate (green bars),
and both phenophases (red bars) of Butia lallemantii in the Brazilian Pampa. Bee families are Apidae,
Andrenidae, and Halictidae.
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2.5. Bees, the Main Pollinators

The floral visitors we registered on B. lallemantii belong to 16 families in four orders;
Hymenoptera (55.7%), Coleoptera (26.2%), Diptera (14.8%), and Hemiptera (3.3%) (Table 3)
(Supplementary Material, Video S1). Some Hemiptera, Nitidulidae, Chrysomelidae, Cer-
ambycidae, and Elateridae were present with one species, all in the staminate phase. On
the other hand, Lampyridae and Syrphidae, also with one species, were observed only in
pistillate inflorescences. We do not consider these families as pollinators of B. lallemantii
because they were recorded only in one phenophase, with few individuals and low visita-
tion rates. As the morphological features and behavior of these insects in the inflorescences
may promote pollination, we do not discard this possibility.

We registered 17 bee species (Apidae, Andrenidae, and Halictidae) visiting inflores-
cences of B. lallemantii; 12 of them were observed in both staminate and pistillate phases,
representing 44.4% of the pollinators identified for the species (Table 3). The bees reported
in this study have morphological adaptations to carry pollen, and they actively collect and
consume pollen and nectar. The bees were observed walking around the staminate flowers
while collecting pollen and eventually licking nectar. In the pistillate flowers, they searched
for nectar accumulation near the floral apex and passed many times over the stigma. This
behavior makes them a significant group of pollinators for B. lallemantii. Apis mellifera
Linnaeus (Figure 4A) was the most frequent and numerous species, registered in all the
individuals observed, followed by Halictidae species (Figure 4B–D), Meliponini from the
genera Plebeia and Trigona (Figure 4D–F), and an Andrenidae (Figure 4G). Small Halictidae
species (Figure 4C) show a different foraging behavior, flying around the inflorescences
and rachillae, posing for a few seconds (1–3), and flying again. As a whole, our results
indicate bees as the primary pollinators for these palm trees, with a high contribution from
the introduced honeybee.

Three of the six species of Vespidae (Figure 4H–J) we recorded were observed during
both phenophases, primarily preying and consuming nectar. However, their ability to
carry pollen is limited, which restricts their role in pollination and likely makes them
secondary pollinators. Two species of Tiphiidae wasps were recorded consuming nectar
while copulating, but only one species was recorded in both phenophases (Figure 4J). We
observed ten species of Formicidae (Figure 4K), four of them visiting inflorescences in both
phenophases. Atta sexdens was registered as collecting staminate and pistillate flowers,
and they likely transfer pollen between inflorescences on their bodies. But these ants were
predating the inflorescences and carrying flowers to their nests. Therefore, it is difficult to
confirm their role as pollinators. Finally, we observed that their bodies load pollen while
feeding, promoting pollination when visiting pistillate inflorescences.

Five of the seven species of Curculionidae (Figure 4L,M) were observed in both
phenophases, and their role in pollination is indubitable, representing 18.5% of the polli-
nators, but their behavior is also related to predation and parasitism. Although they are
recurrently reported as pollinators in Arecaceae, their role is considered secondary due to
the low number of individuals and infrequent visits compared to the primary pollinators.
We found only one species each of Chrysomelidae, Tiphiidae, and Muscidae (Figure 4M) in
both phenophases. Therefore, we considered their role in pollination to be less significant.
The unique Hemiptera was a Reduviidae species (Figure 4O) we observed hunting by stalk,
mainly A. mellifera. Their behavior makes it improbable that they can act as pollinators.
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dae sp1; (I) Vespidae sp2; (J) Tiphiidae sp3; (K) Formicidae sp1; (L) Molytinae sp1; (M) Derelomus sp1;
(N) Muscidae sp1; (O) Reduviidae sp1.

3. Discussion
3.1. Anthesis and Floral Duration

The anthesis of B. lallemantii exhibits both unisexual flowers and protandrous behavior,
features normally related to entomophily [21]. Staminate flowers open and fall on the same
day, offering pollen and nectar for the floral visitors from the morning to the afternoon for
4–5 days. Pistillate flowers open in the morning and offer nectar throughout the day for
2–4 days. Phylogenetic studies have demonstrated an association between protandry and
pollinator type, suggesting its influence on the pollination mode evolved [31]. On the other
hand, protandry is not significantly correlated with biotic pollination and is considered a
less effective adaptation to avoid self-pollination because the pollen may remain viable for
enough time to fertilize flowers of pistillate phenophase [32,33], as we demonstrated for
B. lallemantii.
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3.2. Insect-Dependent Pollination

The lack of fruit formation in both the wind and insect dependence experiments
supports our hypothesis that B. lallemantii is dependent on animal pollen vectors for
pollination. Although we obtained a few fruits from spontaneous autogamy tests, they
were the product of bagged rachillae in non-natural conditions where the pollen was near
the flowers after the inactive phase. As we ruled out anemophily, it appears that this species
is entomophilous, which is consistent with the record of several insect groups visiting the
inflorescences of other species [15], as well as most of the Arecaceae [12]. Entomophily
appears to be a general trait in Butia palms. Their relationship with pollinators is essential
for reproduction, maintenance of pollinator populations, and the production of fruits,
which serve as an important food source for wildlife.

3.3. Self-Pollination

In Arecaceae, protandry is the general rule, and protogyny is the exception [16,34,35].
Protandry and dichogamy have been reported in four Butia species [23,36–38], and were
confirmed for B. lallemantii in our study. These mechanisms are considered a way to prevent
self-fertilization in Angiosperms [39,40]. Nevertheless, in B. lallemantii, geitonogamy is
possible because the species is caespitose, and inflorescences of the same clump or ramet
in different phenophases may overlap during their anthesis. Thus, the fruits formed by
natural pollination may stem from allogamy or geitonogamy. Self-compatibility has been
reported for two protandrous and solitary palms of the genus Butia: B. capitata [37] and
B. eriospatha [23]. The case of B. lallemantii is the first known instance of a caespitose
species in this genus exhibiting self-compatibility from both hand-made autogamy and
geitonogamy. In plants, avoiding self-pollination creates intense selective pressure [41].
Self-compatibility increases the chances of fertilization and seed production in isolated
populations where cross-pollination may be limited, but reduces the genetic variability
and increases the probability of endogamy [42,43]. The anthesis of pistillate and staminate
flowers in the same plant, but in different ramets, allows the occurrence of insect-mediated
geitonogamy.

Autogamy tests were statistically different between them: spontaneous self-pollinated
flowers formed 1% of fruits, while the manual procedure reached 77.8% success. The
rachillae for the self-pollination test were isolated from the wind and insects. The pollination
of the flowers in the test for spontaneous autogamy may be related to the transfer of the
pollen deposited in the bag due to the balancing of the inflorescences by the wind. Instead,
the hand-pollinated flowers received the pollen directly on the stigma, ensuring higher
pollination success. For cross-pollinated tests, we obtained fewer differences: 83.3% for
natural pollination and 84.4% for hand-pollinated allogamy. In this case, the effectiveness
of the pollinators was high, but the hand-pollination was more effective.

It is important to note that all pollination treatments applied may potentially result in
the production of apomictic seeds [44,45]. However, for B. lallemantii, apomixis was ruled
out because the agamospermy test did not result in any fruit formation from the treated
flowers. Apomixis is reported in less than 1% of Angiosperms, and it is present in more
than 300 species [44,46]. It is an oddity in Arecaceae, reported for only a few species such
as Bactris gasipaes Kunth var. gasipaes [47], Mauritia flexuosa L. f. [48], Phoenix dactylifera L.,
and Chamaedorea radicalis Mart. [49]. To date, none of the Butia species studied have been
reported as apomictic.

3.4. Pollen and Nectar; Generalized Floral Rewards

In agreement with our hypothesis, we observed the primary pollinators of B. lallemantii
feeding on flower pollen, nectar, or both while visiting inflorescences in the staminate and
pistillate phases, consistent with reports from other species of Butia [15]. These appear
to be the most common floral rewards in the genus [30,50], except for the caespitose
B. buenopolensis Sant’Anna-Santos, whose staminodes produce oil-like droplets [38].
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The production of pollen, nectar, or tissues consumed by the floral visitors, the large
inflorescences, the diurnal anthesis, the exposed reproductive structures, and the potential
for providing shelter, breeding, and oviposition sites offered by palms attract many animals,
some of which may act as pollinators [12,13,51]. Consequently, pollination in Arecaeae is
mainly mediated by insects, and the principal pollination syndromes are melittophily (Hy-
menoptera), cantharophily (Coleoptera), and myophily (Diptera), all associated with nectar
and pollen [12,13,16]. The high presence of different species of insects in the inflorescence
promotes many ecological relations and multitrophic interactions such as predation, food
competition, and reproduction [52,53].

3.5. Native Pollinators Potentially at Risk

Based on our research, we can assert that the main pollinators of B. lallemantii are
bees, with other groups of insects having less relevance. This is mainly due to the bees’
behavior, which promotes pollen transfer to the pistillate inflorescences, as reported for
other Butia species. But we want to draw attention to the high relevance of the European
honeybee in this process. It was registered in almost all the inflorescences competing
with native bees for floral resources, with the advantage of their larger size and larger
groups, a phenomenon reported in many countries around the world [54–56]. Some of the
negative effects of A. mellifera on native bees are the reduction in fecundity [57], reduction
in visitation rates by native insects [56], change in foraging behavior due to aggressive
encounters [54,55], reduction in the quality of nutrition, and reorganization of the species
interaction [58]. All these traits affect the pollination process and community stability and
may have evolutionary implications [58,59].

All these facts above complicate the situation of the native bees, which are currently
also facing problems related to habitat loss, the use of agrochemicals, climate change, and
the introduction of pathogens [60,61]. In the case of the palm population we studied, local
dwellers installed many honeybee hives to take advantage of the floral resources from the
crops around them. Inevitably, honeybees search for resources in the native flora, and the
abundance of inflorescences of B. lallemantii provides an opportunity. In consequence, native
bee species competing with A. mellifera could be negatively impacted in their populations,
foraging behavior, and ecological interactions [59,61,62]. The pollination of B. lallemantii
may not appear to be impacted by the presence of A. mellifera because the production of
fruits is over 80%. However, the habitat of the native bees is in constant decline, while
honeybees continue to occupy more space in the agriculture and food industries. The
potential detrimental effects of A. mellifera on the pollination of B. lallemantii, however,
should be tested through rigorous experimental designs [63].

3.6. Conservation of the Dwarf Butiá

The Dwarf Butiá is at risk of extinction and is categorized as endangered (EN) for the
Rio Grande do Sul state due to the reduction in populations and habitat degradation by
human activities such as agriculture, livestock farming, and silviculture [64,65]. The few
known populations grow on sandy and rocky soils in a small area spanning three Brazilian
municipalities and part of the north of Uruguay. Furthermore, the population reported
in the Paredão Private Natural Heritage Reserve is the only one in a protected area [24].
Therefore, it is necessary to establish protected areas in the municipalities where the
populations occur to preserve and conserve the remaining populations and genetic diversity
in situ, ensuring their ability to react to changing environmental conditions. [24,66,67].

The diverse possible products from B. lallemantii have the potential for agribusiness
and sustainable uses, making it a suitable species for inclusion in diversified agroecosys-
tems [68]. The production of fruit pulp and its derivates can improve productivity, diversify
yields, and introduce new floral resources to the system, benefiting biodiversity main-
tenance [69–71]. Research initiatives are necessary for the domestication of this palm to
recognize its value as a source of raw material for industry, determine its capacity for car-
bon sequestration, and establish its resilience limits, essential features to deal with climate
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change [72,73]. Cultural and economic knowledge about B. lallemantii is a valuable tool to
promote government policies that ensure its conservation and sustainable use [30,73]. All
available information about its ecology and ethnobotany helps to understand the impor-
tance of the Butia palm grooves and their integration into the identity of the region [25].
Public policies are needed to promote their sustainable use, conserve the grassy matrix,
and protect the biodiversity associated with the B. lallemantii populations and their environ-
ment [25,74]. The Dwarf Butiá is socially, economically, and ecologically important in the
context of the Pampa biome, an essential element of its identity that requires protection to
ensure its conservation. This palm was used for a long time as a source of vegetable manure
obtained from the leaves and used to stuff mattresses and upholstery. In the present, leaf
fibers and endocarps are used for handicrafts, fruits for human food, juice, and jam [75].

Recent studies have demonstrated the potential uses for this palm in the restoration of
degraded areas, biochemistry, and industry [27,29,76]. Experiments on the survival, growth,
and development of B. lallemantii ramets with the use of different substrate compositions
have been performed with promising results [26,28]. Also, the use of ramets in revegetating
sandblasted soil shows a notable potential for ecological restoration in the Pampa [27].
Establishing a methodology to produce seedlings from seeds is crucial because Butia species
are known for their difficulty in germinating [77,78]. In the case of B. lallemantii, it takes up
to four years for the emergence of the eophyll (R. Singer, pers.com). The owner uses the
study area for winter grazing; the cattle forage on the B. lallemantii leaves and other plants
without apparent adverse effects (L. Oliveira, pers.com.).

However, studies are needed to establish the real impact of grazing on the flora and
fauna growing with the Dwarf Butiá. Other uses reported for Butia species must be explored
for B. lallemantii to expand its perspectives for sustainable use. For example, the roasted
and ground endocarps of some Butia species, frequently discarded, are used to prepare a
beverage like coffee called “café de coquito” in Uruguay [79]. In addition, artisans produce
a paper sheet used for handicrafts from the pulp of the dried fruit of B. capitata, in a process
analogous to recycled paper [80]. The amino acid content, fatty acid profiles, and phenolic
compounds of B. lallemantii were recently reported [76], determining a well-balanced and
large quantity of each amino acid and a fatty acid profile resembling this of B. odorata var.
pulposa (Barb. Rodr.) Becc. In addition, the fruits present caffeic acid, a potential source
for the food and medicine industries. Furthermore, the fibers obtained from the petiole
were evaluated as reinforcement of polymeric composites, with positive results for their
use in industry [29]. Finally, the landscape associated with B. lallemantii populations is
of cultural, historical, and economic importance for the human population interacting
with the “Butiazais” [81], which may be used to promote diverse forms of tourism and
conservation in the region.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Study Area

We conducted the study in the Brazilian Pampa in a preserved area of approx. 50 ha.
located in the Municipality of São Francisco de Assis, RS (29◦32′59′′ S, 55◦7′51′′ W; 180 m
asl). The study area is surrounded by crops and pastures and harbors a B. lallemantii
population with enough individuals for the experiments and observations. The site is in
the South Temperate Zone with climate conditions characteristics of the Cfa group of the
Köeppen classification: warm temperate, humid, with a hot summer, four seasons with
regular precipitation rates, and rainfall that increases in autumn and winter [7,82,83]. The
temperature varies from 10 to 30 ◦C, the annual precipitation is from 1600 to 1900 mm, and
the relative humidity is around 75%. The experiments and observations were carried out in
December 2021 and January 2022, at the beginning of the summer season.

4.2. Studied Species

Butia lallemantii is a cespitose palm tree, up to 1.7 m, with pinnate, glabrous, and arcuate
leaves that form a hemispheric crown (Figure 5A,B). The inflorescences are erect, concealed
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by a greenish spathe up to 50 cm long (Figure 5C–F). The fruits are ovate-lanceolate up to
3.5 cm, yellow-orange when ripe, with edible pulp (Figure 5G,H) (detailed fruit morphology
in [24,84,85]. The anthesis occurs in spring and summer, and the fructification occurs in
summer and autumn [20]. This species occurs naturally in the Pampa of Brazil and Uruguay
in rocky soils, sandy soils, and sandbanks. Currently, it is categorized as Endangered for
the state of Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil, under the code A4cd: population reduction by causes
that have not ceased and/or are not reversible [65,86].
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4.3. Inflorescence, Anthesis, and Flower Duration

We sampled five plants, taking one near-to-open inflorescence from each, to measure
morphological variables. The length, diameter at the base, and maximum diameter of the
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spathe were measured after the spathe was opened longitudinally with a knife to expose
the inflorescence. The peduncle and rachis length and diameter measurements were also
taken, along with the number of rachillae per inflorescence. In each inflorescence, we
sampled three rachillae from the proximal, three from the middle, and four from the distal
zone. We measured the diameter, total length, and length of staminate and pistillate zones
and counted pistillate and staminate flowers. For the terminology related to sexual systems
in Arecaceae, we follow Loo et al. [39].

To determine the length of the anthesis and its phenophases, we marked twenty
individuals of B. lallemantii with inflorescences on the first day of anthesis, which was
about to open. Then, the daily development of the inflorescence was monitored until the
non-fertilized flowers fell. To test the receptivity of the pistillate flowers, we used the
peroxidase test on five flowers per day and observed the reaction in the stigma (Figure 6A).
The duration of pistillate and staminate flowers was recorded using five individuals in
each phenophase by marking five unopened buds of each flower type per inflorescence
and observing them hourly and daily, respectively, until the fall of each marked flower
(Figure 6B,C). The inflorescences in the pistillate phase were isolated with tulle bags to
avoid pollination.
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pollination test; (F) Plant with treated inflorescences from different clumps; (G) Pollen extracted for
the experiments; (H) Inflorescence with experiments developed in different rachillae.
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4.4. Test for Pollinator-Dependency

To test for the dependence of pollination vectors on reproduction, we isolated 20 in-
florescences of B. lallemantii before the anthesis, each one in a different individual. We
designated ten inflorescences to test for wind pollination. These inflorescences were iso-
lated from insects with a tulle bag that allows wind-borne pollen to reach the flowers and
avoids the arrival and contact with animal floral visitors (Figure 6D) [87,88]. In addition,
we used ten inflorescences to test for insect-dependent pollination. These inflorescences
were isolated with thin fabric bags to exclude the arrival of wind-borne pollen and insects
(Figure 6E). In both cases, fertilized pistillate flowers were searched for in each inflorescence
after 15 days from the start of their anthesis.

4.5. Breeding System Experiments

The clonal growth is characteristic of B. lallemantii; it enables the simultaneous presence
of inflorescences in the pistillate phase and others in the staminate, in the same ramet or
on different ramets of the same individual (Figure 6F) [20]. Therefore, to understand
the breeding system of this species, we performed the following experiments: tests for
agamospermy, tests for cross-pollination, and tests for self-incompatibility (Figure 7). To
test for agamospermy, we cut off the staminate flowers of the triads, isolated the rachillae
with only pistillate flowers, and evaluated the formation of apomictic fruits [14,89]. To test
for cross-pollination, we developed a xenogamy test for fertilizing pistillate flowers with
pollen from a different individual [22,89]. Natural fruit formation was studied by leaving
rachillae uncovered, thus allowing access to floral visitors [22,90].
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Figure 7. Breeding system experiments applied to Butia lallemantii in the Brazilian Pampa. Individuals
A and B represent different plants used for the treatments.

Self-incompatibility/compatibility was tested through spontaneous self-pollination,
hand-made self-pollination (thereafter, autogamy), and hand-made geitonogamy (there-
after, geitonogamy) (see below for details). For spontaneous self-pollination, we bagged
the rachilla on the day of the spathe opening to observe if autonomous pollination occurred
thereafter [22,91]. We tested for autogamy by fertilizing the pistillate flowers with pollen
from the same inflorescence saved from the staminate phase [22,92]. For geitonogamy,
pistillate flowers were fertilized with pollen from a different inflorescence on the same
individual [14]. All the rachillae treated were isolated to avoid the arrival of pollen and
the interaction with floral visitors, except for the rachilla in the natural pollination test.
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As a whole, we used ten individuals to test the breeding system. For each treatment, we
used three rachillae and three flowers per rachilla in each individual, totaling 90 flowers
per treatment.

We identified and marked palms with at least one inflorescence in the neutral phase
(see Section 2) and one on the first day of the pistillate phase in either the same ramet or
different ramets of the same individual. In the neutral phase of the inflorescence, we isolated
three rachillae for hand-pollinated allogamy, and three for geitonogamy, applying the tests
when the pistillate phase started. In the inflorescence on the first day of the staminate
phase, we selected three rachillae, removed all the staminate flowers, and isolated them
for the agamospermy test; we repeated the procedure for manual autogamy tests. Three
rachillae were isolated with all the flowers to test for autogamy.

To obtain the pollen used in the geitonogamy test, we isolated one rachilla in the
staminate phase the previous day to avoid floral visitors. Then, on the morning of the
test day, we took staminate flowers opening or recently opened and deposited them in a
Petri dish, cut off the stamens, and then smashed them with a tweezer to expose the pollen
(Figure 6G). Finally, we used a brush to take the pollen and deposit it in the stigma of the
treated flower. The same procedure was followed for the allogamy test, but using staminate
flowers from another individual. We saved flowers from the last day of the staminate phase
in a paper bag and waited for the pistillate phase of the same inflorescence to apply the
autogamy test following the same procedure.

To compare the results of the treatments applied, we used an Analysis of Variance
—ANOVA test in R language [93]. First, we performed Lillieforse normality tests for each
group of data using the package nortest [94]. Then, we performed the analysis only with
normally distributed data to detect significant differences between treatments. Finally, we
used a post hoc test of Tukey to find which treatments were different. Additionally, we
estimated the Index of Self-Incompatibility for B. lallemantii as the quotient of the number
of fruits formed by self-pollination divided by the cross-pollination ones to evaluate the
degree of genetic compatibility [95,96]. We also measured the reproductive efficiency,
marking ten inflorescences exposed to natural pollination, counting the number of pistillate
flowers in 3 rachillas, and following the number of fruits formed and pistillate flowers lost
per inflorescence. Then, we calculate the reproductive efficiency as the ratio between fruits
developed and pistillate flowers produced [97].

4.6. Floral Rewards and Floral Visitors

We observed the inflorescences of five individuals of B. lallemantii in the staminate
and pistillate phases to check the consumption of pollen and nectar by the floral visitors.
We used a Nikon D3200 (Melville, NY, USA) to take photos and videos to record the insect
activity around the floral rewards. To identify the floral visitors of this species, we spent 30 h
collecting them with an insect aspirator and 30 h observing and recording their behavior in
both the male and female phases. Collections and observations were made in sessions of
20 min per plant, from 7 to 10 h in the morning, and from 15 to 18. We also developed 10 h
of nocturnal observations in five sessions of two hours per night. The insect collections
were preserved in plastic vials with alcohol and posteriorly deposited at the Museum of
Natural Sciences of Rio Grande do Sul (Museu de Ciências Naturais da Secretaria do Meio
Ambiente e Infraestrutura do Rio Grande do Sul—SEMA/RS). Identification of the floral
visitors was made to the lowest possible taxonomic level, with help from specialists and
comparison with specimens reported for other Butia species.

Pollinators

Pollination is the transfer of pollen to the conspecific stigma, which leads to fertilization
and fruit production. It can be mediated by water or wind, but most wild and cultivated
plants rely on animals for this process [60]. Thus, we define the pollinators of B. lallemantii
as the floral visitors observed in both phenophases (male and female), exhibiting behavioral
and morphological features that enable them to carry pollen from the anthers to the
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stigmatic surface. In addition, we determined the importance of each pollinator for the
pollination process by analyzing the length of time spent by the pollinator during the flower
visit as well as the frequency of their visits.

5. Conclusions

Complete breeding systems and pollination studies are needed to improve our knowl-
edge about Arecaceae ecological relationships and implement suitable conservation and
rational use strategies. Pollination in B. lallemantii is entomophilous, a trait that promotes
cross-pollination and is likely shared by all the Butia species studied to date. This species
is self-compatible and geitonogamous, a reproductive feature that allows reproduction
between flowers of the same individual and ramets of the same clump, with ecological
advantages and disadvantages. Pollen and nectar from the inflorescences of B. lallemantii
are the key food resources for floral visitors and promote ecological interactions around
the inflorescence. The primary pollinators of the Dwarf Palm were native bees of the
subfamilies Meliponinae and Halictinae and the introduced Apis mellifera (Apinae), with
less incidence of Curculionidae, Muscidae, and Chrysomelidae. A. mellifera may negatively
impact native pollinators, especially native bees, reducing their populations, competing
for food and space, and modifying their ecological interactions. Butia lallemantii has the
potential to serve as a raw material source for various industries, making it a valuable
candidate to diversify agroecosystems while also preserving its social, cultural, economic,
and ecological significance in the Pampa biome.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants13111562/s1. Video S1: Main group of insect pollinators of Butia
lallemantii Deble & Marchiori.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, O.P., R.B. and R.B.S.; methodology, O.P. and R.B.S.; formal
analysis, O.P. and R.B.S.; investigation, O.P., R.B. and R.B.S.; writing—original draft preparation, O.P.;
writing—review and editing, O.P., R.B. and R.B.S.; supervision, R.B.S. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by CAPES (Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal do
Ensino Superior) with a doctorate grant (n◦ 88882.439426/2019-01).

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article and Supplementary Materials.

Acknowledgments: We would like to acknowledge the Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoa
de Nível Superior (CAPES) for the Ph.D. grant (n◦ 88882.439426/2019-01) and the Sistema de Au-
torização e Informação em Biodiversidade (SISBIO-ICMBIO) for providing the collecting permit (n◦

64504-1). Special thanks to Luiz Alberto Oliveira Ribeiro for his hospitality and permission to work
with the Dwarf Palm population on his farm. We also extend our thanks to the three reviewers for
their valuable contributions to the paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Soriano, A. Rio de La Plata Grasslands. In Natural Grasslands: Introduction and Western Hemisphere. Ecosystems of the World 8A;

Coupland, R., Ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1992; pp. 367–407.
2. Andrade, B.; Bonilha, C.; Overbeck, G.; Vélez-Martin, E.; Rolim, R.; Bordignon, S.; Schneider, A.; Vogel, C.; Lucas, D.; Garcia, É.;

et al. Classification of South Brazilian Grasslands: Implications for Conservation. Appl. Veg. Sci. 2019, 22, 168–184. [CrossRef]
3. Overbeck, G.; Muller, S.; Fidelis, A.; Pfanderhauer, J.; Pillar, V.; Blanco, C.; Boldrini, I.; Both, R.; Forneck, E. Brazil’s Neglected

Biome: The South Brazilian Campos. Perspect. Plant Ecol. Evol. Syst. 2007, 9, 101–116. [CrossRef]
4. Oyarzabal, M.; Andrade, B.; Pillar, V.; Paruelo, J. Temperate Subhumid Grasslands of Southern South America. In Encyclopedia of

the World’s Biomes; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2020; pp. 577–593.
5. Jenkins, C.; Alves, M.; Uezu, A.; Vale, M. Patterns of Vertebrate Diversity and Protection in Brazil. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0145064.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Overbeck, G.; Vélez-Martin, E.; Scarano, F.; Lewinsohn, T.; Fonseca, C.; Meyer, S.; Müller, S.; Ceotto, P.; Dadalt, L.; Durigan, G.;

et al. Conservation in Brazil Needs to Include Non-Forest Ecosystems. Divers. Distrib. 2015, 21, 1455–1460. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants13111562/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants13111562/s1
https://doi.org/10.1111/avsc.12413
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppees.2007.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0145064
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26679348
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12380


Plants 2024, 13, 1562 16 of 19

7. Roesch, L.; Vieira, F.; Pereira, V.; Schünemann, A.; Teixeira, I.; Senna, A.; Stefenon, V. The Brazilian Pampa: A Fragile Biome.
Diversity 2009, 1, 182–198. [CrossRef]

8. Andrade, B.; Dröse, W.; Aguiar, C.; Aires, E.; Alvares, D.; Barbieri, R.; Carvalho, C.; Bartz, M.; Becker, F.; Bencke, G.; et al. 12,500+
and Counting: Biodiversity of the Brazilian Pampa. Front. Biogeogr. 2023, 15, e59288. [CrossRef]

9. da Silva Menezes, L.; Vogel, C.; Lucas, D.; Minervini Silva, G.; Boldrini, I.; Overbeck, G. Plant Species Richness Record in Brazilian
Pampa Grasslands and Implications. Braz. J. Bot. 2018, 41, 817–823. [CrossRef]

10. Pintaud, J.; Galeano, G.; Balslev, H.; Bernal, R.; Borchsenius, F.; Ferreira, E.; Granville, J.; Mejía, K.; Millán, B.; Moraes, M.; et al.
Las Palmeras de América Del Sur: Diversidad, Distribución e Historia Evolutiva. Rev. Peru. Biol. 2008, 15, 7–29. [CrossRef]

11. Soares, K.; Longhi, S.; Witeck, L.; Assis, L. Palmeiras (Arecaceae) No Rio Grande Do Sul, Brasil. Rodriguésia 2014, 65, 113–139.
[CrossRef]

12. Barfod, A.; Hagen, M.; Borchsenius, F. Twenty-Five Years of Progress in Understanding Pollination Mechanisms in Palms
(Arecaceae). Ann. Bot. 2011, 108, 1503–1516. [CrossRef]

13. Henderson, A. A Review of Pollination Studies in the Palmae. Bot. Rev. 1986, 52, 221–259. [CrossRef]
14. Nuñez, L.; Carreño, J. Polinización por Abejas en Syagrus orinocensis (Arecaceae) en la Orinoquia Colombiana. Acta Biológica

Colomb. 2017, 22, 221–223. [CrossRef]
15. Silberbauer-Gottsberger, I.; Vanin, S.; Gottsberger, G. Interactions of the Cerrado Palms Butia paraguayensis and Syagrus petraea

with Parasitic and Pollinating Insects. Sociobiology 2013, 60, 306–316. [CrossRef]
16. Henderson, A. Evolution and Ecology of Palms; New York Botanical Garden Press: New York, NY, USA, 2002.
17. Listabarth, C. Palm Pollination by Bees, Beetles and Flies: Why Pollinator Taxonomy Does Not Matter. The Case of Hyospathe

elegans (Arecaceae, Arecoidae, Areceae, Euterpeinae). Plant Species Biol. 2001, 16, 165–181. [CrossRef]
18. Borchsenius, F. Flowering Biology and Insect Visitation of Three Ecuadorean Aiphanes Species. Palms 1997, 37, 139–150.
19. Nuñez-Avellaneda, A.; Rojas-Robles, R. Biología Reproductiva y Ecología de La Polinización de La Palma Milpesos Oenocarpus

bataua En Los Andes Colombianos. Caldasia 2008, 30, 101–125.
20. Deble, L.; Marchiori, J. Butia lallemantii, Uma Nova Arecaceae do Brasil. Balduinia 2014, 9, 01–03. [CrossRef]
21. Silberbauer-Gottsberger, I. Pollination and Evolution in Palms. Phyton 1990, 30, 213–233.
22. Dias, W.; Lopes, P.; Fonseca, R.; Ribeiro, L.; Gonçalves, A.; Ribeiro, B. Reproductive Biology of Butia capitata (Arecaceae) under

Cultivation-Indicators for the Domestication of a Threatened Fruit Tree. Sci. Hortic. 2022, 304, 111297. [CrossRef]
23. Nazareno, A.; dos Reis, M. Linking Phenology to Mating System: Exploring the Reproductive Biology of the Threatened Palm

Species Butia eriospatha. J. Hered. 2012, 103, 842–852. [CrossRef]
24. Cogo, M.; Osório, T.; Santos, N.; Bacega, A.; Souza, V. O Gênero Butia (Arecaceae) com ênfase nas espécies Butia exilata e Butia

lallemantii: Uma revisão. Res. Soc. Dev. 2020, 9, e3691210675. [CrossRef]
25. Silveira, T.; da Silva, P.; Kaster, M.; Goliva, J.; Gonsalez, J.; Goetten, J.; Lia, R. Use and Conservation of Butia Palm Groves: The

Link That Goes beyond Borders. Ethnobot. Res. Appl. 2022, 23. [CrossRef]
26. Paim, L.; Avrella, E.; Freitas, E.; Fior, C. Collection of Plants in Situ and Conditioning of Butia lallemantii Seedlings. Floresta

Ambient. 2019, 26, e20170579. [CrossRef]
27. Pinto Paim, L.; Demari Avrella, E.; de Freitas, E.; Sidnei Fior, C. Revegetación de suelo arenizado con Butia lallemantii en el

suroeste del estado de Rio Grande Do Sul, Brasil. Bosque 2020, 41, 35–43. [CrossRef]
28. Pinto Paim, L.; Demari Avrella, E.; Carlos Gonçalves, G.; Lazarotto, M.; Sidnei Fior, C. Growth and Development of Dwarf Butia

Seedlings (Butia lallemantii): Substrate and Propagule Size. Rev. Acta Ambient. Catarinense 2021, 19, 1–11. [CrossRef]
29. Stringari, L. Extração e Caracterização da Fibra do Pecíolo do Butiá Anão (Butia lallemantii); Magister, Universidade Federal do Pampa:

São Paulo, Brazil, 2016.
30. Hoffmann, J.; Barbieri, R.; Rombaldi, C.; Chaves, F. Butia spp. (Arecaceae): An overview. Sci. Hortic. 2014, 179, 122–131. [CrossRef]
31. Sargent, R.; Otto, S. A phylogenetic analysis of pollination mode and the evolution of dichogamy in angiosperms. Evol. Ecol. Res.

2004, 6, 1183–1199.
32. Barrett, S. Mating strategies in flowering plants: The outcrossing–selfing paradigm and beyond. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. London. Ser.

B Biol. Sci. 2003, 358, 991–1004. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
33. Bertin, R. Incidence of monoecy and dichogamy in relation to self-fertilization in angiosperms. Am. J. Bot. 1993, 80, 557–560.

[CrossRef]
34. Tomlinson, P. The Structural Biology of Palms; Oxford University Press: New York, NY, USA, 1990; p. 492.
35. Uhl, N.; Dransfield, J. Genera Palmarum: A Classification of Palms Based on the Work of H.E. Moore, Jr.; L.H. The International Palm

Society and Bailey Hortorium: Lawrence, KS, USA, 1987; p. 610.
36. Eloy, J.; Lamela, C.; Malgarim, M. Influência da polinização na produção e qualidade de butiá. Rev. da Jorn. Pos-grad. e Pesqui.

2016, 13, 1–12.
37. Mercadante-Simões, M.; Santos, R.; Monteiro, L.; Ferreira, Y. Biologia reprodutiva de Butia capitata (Mart.) Beccari (Arecaceae) em

uma área de cerrado no norte de Minas Gerais. Rev. Unimontes Científica 2006, 8, 143–150.
38. Sant’Anna-Santos, B. A New endemic and critically endangered species of Butia (Arecaceae) with comments on morpho-

anatomical novelties in the genus. Plant Syst. Evol. 2021, 307, 4. [CrossRef]
39. Loo, A.; Dransfield, J.; Chase, M.; Baker, W. Low-Copy Nuclear DNA, phylogeny and the evolution of dichogamy in the betel nut

palms and their relatives (Arecinae; Arecaceae). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2006, 39, 598–618. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.3390/d1020182
https://doi.org/10.21425/F5FBG59288
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40415-018-0492-6
https://doi.org/10.15381/rpb.v15i3.2662
https://doi.org/10.1590/S2175-78602014000100009
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcr192
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02860996
https://doi.org/10.15446/abc.v22n2.58925
https://doi.org/10.13102/sociobiology.v60i3.306-316
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-1984.2001.00061.x
https://doi.org/10.5902/2358198014032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111297
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/ess070
https://doi.org/10.33448/rsd-v9i12.10675
https://doi.org/10.32859/era.23.21.1-16
https://doi.org/10.1590/2179-8087.057917
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-92002020000100035
https://doi.org/10.24021/raac.v19i1.6595
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2014.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2003.1301
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12831464
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1537-2197.1993.tb13840.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00606-020-01729-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2005.12.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16621610


Plants 2024, 13, 1562 17 of 19

40. Vallejo-Marín, M.; Uyenoyama, M. On the evolutionary costs of self-incompatibility: Incomplete reproductive compensation due
to pollen limitation. Evolution 2004, 58, 1924. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Lloyd, D.; Webb, C. The Avoidance of Interference between the Presentation of Pollen and Stigmas in Angiosperms I. Dichogamy.
N. Z. J. Bot. 1986, 24, 135–162. [CrossRef]

42. Culley, T.; Weller, S.; Sakai, A. The Evolution of Wind Pollination in Angiosperms. Trends Ecol. Evol. 2002, 17, 361–369. [CrossRef]
43. Whitehouse, H. Multiple-Allelomorph Incompatibility of Pollen and Style in the Evolution of the Angiosperms. Ann. Bot. 1950,

14, 199–216. [CrossRef]
44. Whitton, J.; Sears, C.; Baack, E.; Otto, S. The Dynamic Nature of Apomixis in the Angiosperms. Int. J. Plant Sci. 2008, 169, 169–182.

[CrossRef]
45. Zamudio, F.; Gatti, M.; Hilgert, N.; Álvarez, L.; Mulieri, P.; Aguilar, R.; Ashworth, L. Insects or Wind? New Findings on the

Pollination System of Euterpe edulis (Arecaceae). Arthropod. Plant. Interact. 2021, 15, 503–516. [CrossRef]
46. Hojsgaard, D.; Klatt, S.; Baier, R.; Carman, J.; Hörandl, E. Taxonomy and Biogeography of Apomixis in Angiosperms and

Associated Biodiversity Characteristics. Crit. Rev. Plant Sci. 2014, 33, 414–427. [CrossRef]
47. Mora-Urpí, J.; Weber, J.; Clement, C. Peach Palm, Bactris gasipaes Kunth; International Plant Genetic Resources Institute: Rome,

Italy, 1997; p. 83.
48. Khorsand Rosa, R.; Koptur, S. New Findings on the Pollination Biology of Mauritia flexuosa (Arecaceae) in Roraima, Brazil:

Linking Dioecy, Wind, and Habitat. Am. J. Bot. 2013, 100, 613–621. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
49. Berry, E.; Gorchov, D. Reproductive Biology of the Dioecious Understorey Palm Chamaedorea radicalis in a Mexican Cloud Forest:

Pollination Vector, Flowering Phenology and Female Fecundity. J. Trop. Ecol. 2004, 20, 369–376. [CrossRef]
50. Brandenburg, A.; Olivo, A.; Bshary, R.; Kuhlemeier, C. The Sweetest Thing Advances in Nectar Research. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol.

2009, 12, 486–490. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
51. Faegri, K.; Van der Pijl, L. Principles of Pollination Ecology; Pergamon Press: Oxford, UK, 1979.
52. Goulson, D. Foraging Strategies of Insects for Gathering Nectar and Pollen, and Implications for Plant Ecology and Evolution.

Perspect. Plant Ecol. Evol. Syst. 1999, 2, 185–209. [CrossRef]
53. Wäckers, F.; Romeis, J.; van Rijn, P. Nectar and Pollen Feeding by Insect Herbivores and Implications for Multitrophic Interactions.

Annu. Rev. Entomol. 2007, 52, 301–323. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
54. Kato, M.; Shibata, A.; Yasui, T.; Nagamasu, H. Impact of Introduced Honeybees, Apis mellifera, upon Native Bee Communities in

the Bonin (Ogasawara) Islands. Popul. Ecol. 1999, 41, 217–228. [CrossRef]
55. Pinkus-Rendon, M.; Parra-Tabla, V.; Meléndez-Ramírez, V. Floral Resource Use and Interactions between Apis mellifera and Native

Bees in Cucurbit Crops in Yucatán, México. Can. Entomol. 2005, 137, 441–449. [CrossRef]
56. Shavit, O.; Dafni, A.; Ne’eman, G. Competition between Honeybees (Apis mellifera) and Native Solitary Bees in the Mediterranean

Region of Israel—Implications for Conservation. Isr. J. Plant Sci. 2009, 57, 171–183. [CrossRef]
57. Paini, D.; Roberts, J. Commercial Honey Bees (Apis mellifera) reduce the fecundity of an Australian Native Bee (Hylaeus alcyoneus).

Biol. Conserv. 2005, 123, 103–112. [CrossRef]
58. Vanbergen, A.; Espíndola, A.; Aizen, M. Risks to Pollinators and Pollination from Invasive Alien Species. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2017, 2,

16–25. [CrossRef]
59. Russo, L.; de Keyzer, C.; Harmon-Threatt, A.; LeCroy, K.; MacIvor, J. The Managed-to-Invasive Species Continuum in Social and

Solitary Bees and Impacts on Native Bee Conservation. Curr. Opin. Insect Sci. 2021, 46, 43–49. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
60. Potts, S.; Imperatriz-Fonseca, V.; Ngo, H.; Aizen, M.; Biesmeijer, J.; Breeze, T.; Dicks, L.; Garibaldi, L.; Hill, R.; Settele, J.; et al.

Safeguarding Pollinators and Their Values to Human Well-Being. Nature 2016, 540, 220–229. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
61. Toledo-Hernández, E.; Peña-Chora, G.; Hernández-Velazquez, V.; Lormendez, C.; Toribio-Jiménez, J.; Romero-Ramírez, Y.;

León-Rodríguez, R. The Stingless Bees (Hymenoptera: Apidae: Meliponini): A Review of the Current Threats to Their Survival.
Apidologie 2022, 53, 8. [CrossRef]

62. Iwasaki, J.; Hogendoorn, K. Mounting evidence that managed and introduced bees have negative impacts on wild bees: An
Updated Review. Curr. Res. Insect Sci. 2022, 2, 100043. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Prendergast, K.S.; Dixon, K.W.; Bateman, P.W. The evidence for and against competition between the European honeybee and
Australian native bees. Pac. Conserv. Biol. 2022, 29, 89–109. [CrossRef]

64. Baeza, S.; Vélez-Martin, E.; De Abelleyra, D.; Banchero, S.; Gallego, F.; Schirmbeck, J.; Veron, S.; Vallejos, M.; Weber, E.; Oyarzabal,
M.; et al. Two Decades of Land Cover Mapping in the Río de La Plata Grassland Region: The MapBiomas Pampa Initiative.
Remote Sens. Appl. Soc. Environ. 2022, 28, 100834. [CrossRef]

65. RS, Estado do Rio Grande do Sul. Decreto No. 52.109; 2014; p. 34. Available online: https://www.sema.rs.gov.br/upload/
arquivos/201809/19150447-sigbio-dec-52-096-2014.pdf (accessed on 30 April 2024).

66. Cruz, D.; Ferreira, F.; Pessoni, L. Biometria Aplicada Ao Estudo Da Diversidade Genética; UFV-FAPEMIG: Viçosa, MG, USA, 2020;
ISBN 978-85-60249-70-1.

67. Nazareno, A.; dos Reis, M. Where Did They Come from? Genetic Diversity and Forensic Investigation of the Threatened Palm
Species Butia eriospatha. Conserv. Genet. 2014, 15, 441–452. [CrossRef]

68. Wezel, A.; Herren, B.; Kerr, R.; Barrios, E.; Gonçalves, A.; Sinclair, F. Agroecological Principles and Elements and Their Implications
for Transitioning to Sustainable Food Systems. A Review. Agron. Sustain. Dev. 2020, 40, 40. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1554/04-277
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15521452
https://doi.org/10.1080/0028825X.1986.10409725
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(02)02540-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.aob.a083243
https://doi.org/10.1086/523369
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11829-021-09836-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352689.2014.898488
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.1200446
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23455480
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467404001397
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2009.04.002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19447671
https://doi.org/10.1078/1433-8319-00070
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ento.52.110405.091352
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16972766
https://doi.org/10.1007/s101440050025
https://doi.org/10.4039/n04-043
https://doi.org/10.1560/IJPS.57.3.171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2004.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0412-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2021.01.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33540109
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature20588
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27894123
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13592-022-00913-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cris.2022.100043
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36003276
https://doi.org/10.1071/PC21064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsase.2022.100834
https://www.sema.rs.gov.br/upload/arquivos/201809/19150447-sigbio-dec-52-096-2014.pdf
https://www.sema.rs.gov.br/upload/arquivos/201809/19150447-sigbio-dec-52-096-2014.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10592-013-0552-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-020-00646-z


Plants 2024, 13, 1562 18 of 19

69. Duque-Trujillo, D.; Hincapié, C.; Osorio, M.; Zartha-Sossa, J. Strategies for the Attraction and Conservation of Natural Pollinators
in Agroecosystems: A Systematic Review. Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2022, 20, 4499–4512. [CrossRef]

70. Isbell, F.; Adler, P.; Eisenhauer, N.; Fornara, D.; Kimmel, K.; Kremen, C.; Letourneau, D.; Liebman, M.; Polley, H.; Quijas, S.; et al.
Benefits of Increasing Plant Diversity in Sustainable Agroecosystems. J. Ecol. 2017, 105, 871–879. [CrossRef]

71. Nicholls, C.; Altieri, M. Plant Biodiversity Enhances Bees and Other Insect Pollinators in Agroecosystems. A Review. Agron.
Sustain. Dev. 2013, 33, 257–274. [CrossRef]

72. Eslabão, M.; Ellert-Pereira, P.; Barbieri, R.; Heiden, G. Prioridades Para a Conservação de Butia (Arecaceae). Ciênc. Florest. 2022,
32, 1733–1758. [CrossRef]

73. Zon, A.; Kouassi, E.; Ouédraogo, A. Current Knowledge and Future Directions on West African Wild Palms: An Analytical
Review for Its Conservation and Domestication in the Context of Climate Change and Human Pressures. Genet. Resour. Crop Evol.
2021, 68, 1731–1745. [CrossRef]

74. Sosinski, Ê.; Urruth, L.; Barbieri, R.; Marchi, M.; Martens, S. On the Ecological Recognition of Butia Palm Groves as Integral
Ecosystems: Why Do We Need to Widen the Legal Protection and the in Situ/on-Farm Conservation Approaches? Land Use
Policy 2019, 81, 124–130. [CrossRef]

75. Faraco, P.; Barbieri, R. Conhecimento popular relacionado ao uso do Butiá-Anão (Butia lallemantii Deble & Marchiori) no Bioma
Pampa. In II Encontro Internacional da Rota dos Butiazais; Editora UFRGS: Porto Alegre, Brazil, 2019; pp. 23–27.

76. Rodrigues, C.; Schäfer, L.; Gregolon, J.; de Oliveira, J.; Perdomo, O.; Deolindo, C.; de Melo, A.; Singer, R.; Ledur Kist, T.; Hoff, R.
Determination of Amino Acid Content, Fatty Acid Profiles, and Phenolic Compounds in Non-Conventional Edible Fruits of Seven
Species of Palm Trees (Arecaceae) Native to the Southern Half of South America. Food Res. Int. 2022, 162, 111995. [CrossRef]

77. Oliveira, N.; Lopes, P.; Ribeiro, L.; Mercandante-Simões, M.; Oliveira, L.; Silvério, F. Seed Structure, Germination, and Reserve
Mobilization in Butia capitata (Arecaceae). Trees 2013, 27, 1633–1645. [CrossRef]

78. Shahin, S.; Arafa, A. Germination of Butia Palm Seeds as Affected by Pregermination Treatments. J. Product. Dev. 2007, 12, 401–410.
[CrossRef]

79. Kinupp, V.; Lorenzi, H. Plantas Alimentícias Não Convencionais (PANC) No Brasil: Guia de Identificação, Aspectos Nutricionais e Receitas
Ilustradas; Instituto Plantarum de Estudos da Flora: São Paulo, Brazil, 2014; p. 768.

80. Büttow, M.; Barbieri, R.; Neitzke, R.; Heiden, G. Conhecimento tradicional associado ao uso de Butiás (Butia spp., Arecaceae) no
sul do Brasil. Rev. Bras. Frutic. 2009, 31, 1069–1075. [CrossRef]

81. Felini, A.; Grebin, C.; Bordignon, S. Butiazais—Paisagem cultural do Rio Grande Do Sul. Rev. Mem. Rede. 2020, 12, 292–400.
[CrossRef]

82. Kottek, M.; Grieser, J.; Beck, C.; Rudolf, B.; Rubel, F. World Map of the Köppen-Geiger Climate Classification Updated. Meteorol.
Zeitschrift 2006, 15, 259–263. [CrossRef]

83. Rubert, G.; Roberti, D.; Pereira, L.; Quadros, F.; Campos Velho, H.; Leal, O. Evapotranspiration of the Brazilian Pampa Biome:
Seasonality and Influential Factors. Water 2018, 10, 1864. [CrossRef]

84. Cogo, M.; Rosa, L.; Silveira, D.; Bacega, A.; Santos, N.; Lopes, A.; Souza, V. Caracterização Populacional de Butia exilata Deble &
Marchiori e Butia lallemantii Deble & Marchiori (Arecaceae) Utilizando Dados Morfométricos. Res. Soc. Dev. 2022, 11, e19511830733.
[CrossRef]

85. Cogo, M.; Rosa, L.; Silveira, D.; Laindorf, B.; Bacega, A.; Santos, N.; Lopes, A.; Pereira, A.; Souza, V. Dissimilaridade Entre
Variáveis Morfométricas de Butia lallemantii Deble & Marchiori e Butia exilata Deble & Marchiori (Arecaceae) Utilizando Análise
Euclidiana. Res. Soc. Dev. 2022, 11, e424111032883. [CrossRef]

86. IUCN Standards and Petitions Committee. Guidelines for Using the IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria; Version 15; IUCN: Gland,
Switzerland, 2022; p. 113.

87. Chan, Y.; Lim, A.; Saw, L. Reproductive Biology of the Endangered and Endemic Palm Johannesteijsmannia lanceolata (Arecaceae).
J. Trop. For. Sci. 2011, 23, 213–221.

88. Melendez-Ramirez, V.; Parra-Tabla, V.; Kevan, P.G.; Ramirez-Morillo, I.; Harries, H.; Fernandez-Barrera, M.; Zizumbo-Villareal, D.
Mixed Mating Strategies and Pollination by Insects and Wind in Coconut Palm (Cocos nucifera L. (Arecaceae)): Importance in
Production and Selection. Agric. For. Entomol. 2004, 6, 155–163. [CrossRef]

89. Ávila, M.; Azevedo, I.; Antunes, J.; Souza, C.; Santos, R.; Fonseca, R.; Nunes, Y. Temperature as the Main Factor Affecting
the Reproductive Phenology of the Dioecious Palm Mauritiella armata (Arecaceae). Acta Bot. Brasilica 2022, 36, e2021abb0111.
[CrossRef]

90. Copete, J.; Flórez, D.; Núñez-Avellaneda, L. Pollination Ecology of the Manicaria saccifera (ARECACEAE): A Rare Case of
Pollinator Exclusion. In Pollination in Plants; Mokwala, P., Ed.; InTech: Mankweng, Soth Africa, 2018; pp. 23–37.

91. Brieva-Oviedo, E.; Maia, A.; Núñez-Avellaneda, L. Pollination of Bactris guineensis (Arecaceae), a Potential Economically
Exploitable Fruit Palm from the Colombian Caribbean. Flora 2020, 269, 151628. [CrossRef]

92. Brieva-Oviedo, E.; Núñez, L. Biología Reproductiva de La Palma Amarga (Sabal mauritiiformis: Arecaceae): Especie
Económicamente Importante Para La Costa Caribe Colombiana. Caldasia 2020, 42, 278–293. [CrossRef]

93. R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria, 2022.
94. Gross, J.; Ligges, U. Package ‘Nortest’: Tests for Normality; CRAN: Bogotá, Colombia, 2015; p. 9.
95. Escaravage, N.; Pornon, A.; Doche, B.; Till-Bottraud, I. Breeding System in an Alpine Species: Rhododendron ferrugineum L.

(Ericaceae) in the French Northern Alps. Can. J. Bot. 1997, 75, 736–743. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13762-022-04634-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12789
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-012-0092-y
https://doi.org/10.5902/1980509838770
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10722-021-01158-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2018.10.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2022.111995
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-013-0910-0
https://doi.org/10.21608/jpd.2007.44965
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-29452009000400021
https://doi.org/10.15210/rmr.v12i23.18170
https://doi.org/10.1127/0941-2948/2006/0130
https://doi.org/10.3390/w10121864
https://doi.org/10.33448/rsd-v11i8.30733
https://doi.org/10.33448/rsd-v11i10.32883
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-9563.2004.00216.x
https://doi.org/10.1590/0102-33062021abb0111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.flora.2020.151628
https://doi.org/10.15446/caldasia.v42n2.75595
https://doi.org/10.1139/b97-084


Plants 2024, 13, 1562 19 of 19

96. Lloyd, D.; Schoen, D. Self- and Cross-Fertilization in Plants. I. Functional Dimensions. Int. J. Plant Sci. 1992, 153, 358–369.
[CrossRef]

97. Dafni, A. Pollination Ecology: A Practical Approach; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 1992; p. 272.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1086/297040

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Inflorescence Morphology, Anthesis, and Flower Duration 
	Vector-Dependent Pollination 
	Self-Compatible and Geitonogamous 
	Floral Resources and Pollinators 
	Bees, the Main Pollinators 

	Discussion 
	Anthesis and Floral Duration 
	Insect-Dependent Pollination 
	Self-Pollination 
	Pollen and Nectar; Generalized Floral Rewards 
	Native Pollinators Potentially at Risk 
	Conservation of the Dwarf Butiá 

	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Studied Species 
	Inflorescence, Anthesis, and Flower Duration 
	Test for Pollinator-Dependency 
	Breeding System Experiments 
	Floral Rewards and Floral Visitors 

	Conclusions 
	References

