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Abstract
Bat fauna is surveyed mainly by mist-nets set in the ground level, and usually employing 
six hours per night of capture comprising the first peak of activity to most bat groups. Bat 
inventories with whole-night sampling effort (12 hours) have not been conducted so far 
in the northeastern of Brazil. This paper aims to report a whole-night survey of the bat 
assemblage from Alagoa Grande, a Caatinga site in the state of Paraíba, northeastern 
Brazil. Additionally, we compared the species richness and abundance between the two 
halves of the night, from dusk (5h p.m.) to 11h p.m., and 11h p.m. to dawn (5h a.m.).  
We conducted 15 nights of sampling from September/2010 to January/2011, sampling 
three nights per month. A total of 56 individuals belonging to 12 species were captured, 
with Rhynchonycteris naso and Artibeus planirostris being the most abundant species. 
The Chao1 richness estimator predicted an average estimated richness of 18 species. 
There was no significant difference in the species richness between the first and the sec-
ond halves of the night. However, the second half presented a higher overall abundance 
and three species were exclusive to each half. Our data highlighted the importance of 
whole-night samplings, mainly in short surveys.

Keywords: whole-night sampling, Caatinga, Chiroptera, diversity, Rhynchonycteris naso.

Resumo

A fauna de morcegos é principalmente amostrada usando-se redes de neblina ao nível 
de solo, normalmente abertas por seis horas a cada noite, registrando o primeiro pico de 
atividade da maioria dos grupos de morcegos. Inventários com esforços de coleta ao lon-
go de toda a noite (12 horas) são inéditos no nordeste brasileiro. O presente artigo relata 
o inventário da taxocenose de morcegos de Alagoa Grande, uma área de Caatinga no 
estado da Paraíba, Brasil. Além disso, comparamos a riqueza e abundância de morcegos 
entre as duas metades da noite, do pôr-do-sol (17h) às 23h, e das 23h ao amanhecer 
(5h). Foram realizadas 15 noites de amostragem entre setembro/2010 e janeiro/2011, 
amostrando-se três noites por mês. Um total de 56 indivíduos de 12 espécies foi cap-
turado, Rhynchonycteris naso e Artibeus planirostris foram as espécies mais abundan-
tes. O estimador de riqueza Chao 1 previu riqueza de 18 espécies. Não houve diferença 
significativa de riqueza entre as metades da noite. Entretanto, a segunda metade teve 
maior abundância, e três espécies foram exclusivas da segunda metade. Os dados apre-
sentados reforçam a importância de coletas ao longo de toda a noite, especialmente em 
inventários de curta duração.

Palavras-chave: amostragem noturna completa, Caatinga, Chiroptera, diversidade, 
Rhynchonycteris naso.
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Introduction

Chiroptera is the second most diverse order of mam-
mals, including nearly 22% of the known living mammali-
an species, with remarkable ecological and trophic diversi-
ty (Wilson and Reeder, 2005; Reis et al., 2007). So far, 59 
species from eight families are known to occur in the state 
of Paraíba (Feijó and Langguth, 2011; Ferreira et al., 2013; 
Nunes et al., 2013; Vilar et al., 2015; Beltrão et al., 2015; 
Feijó et al., 2015a), but most studies are concentrated in 
the Atlantic Forest biome. The Caatinga remains poorly 
sampled (Feijó and Langguth, 2011; Feijó et al., 2016).

The Caatinga is a semi-arid biome characterized by 
strong seasonality, irregular rainfall, high mean tempera-
tures and long periods of drought (Menezes et al., 2012). 
It has a long story of scientific negligence (Santos et al., 
2011) that has only started to be well-addressed recent-
ly. In the last 14 years, the bat richness known from the 
Caatinga has increased in 20%, currently with 81 species 
(Oliveira et al., 2003; Paglia et al., 2012; Moratelli and 
Dias, 2015; Rocha et al., 2015; Feijó et al., 2015a; Feijó 
et al., 2015b). Recent studies have shown that Caatinga 
areas can maintain bat assemblages with similar levels of 
diversity to the moist tropical areas, which highlights the 
importance to expand the network of protected areas in 
this threatened biome (Beltrão et al., 2015).

Bat fauna is surveyed mainly by mist-nets set in the 
ground level (Flaquer et al., 2007), and usually employing 
six hours of capture per night, right after dusk, correspond-
ing to the first peak of activity to most bat groups (Pedro 
and Taddei, 2002; Aguiar and Marinho-Filho, 2004). Bat 
inventories with whole-night sampling effort (12 hours) 
have not been conducted so far in the Caatinga or even in 
the northeastern of Brazil (Esbérard and Bergallo, 2005). 
Herein we report the results of a whole-night bat survey 
conducted in Alagoa Grande, an area of Caatinga in the 
state of Paraíba, northeastern Brazil. 

Material and Methods

Study area

The survey was held in Fazenda Riachão do Progresso 
(FRP), located in the municipality of Alagoa Grande, state 
of Paraíba (07º06’01” S; 35º35’57” W), northeastern Bra-
zil. The area is located in the mesoregion of Agreste, within 
the Caatinga ecosystem, presenting As’ climate on Köppen’s 
classification, with the rainy season from March to July 
(Sudema, 2011). The vegetation is ‘Caatinga alta’ (sensu 
Mares et al., 1981), with canopy reaching 12m. The sam-
pling site was a dry forest fragment of scrub-arboreal Caatin-
ga surrounding an artificial lake, which is used by locals for 
fishing and recreational purposes, as well as water supply. 
The area is surrounded by pastures destined to cattle raising.

Sampling

We conducted 15 nights of sampling from Septem-
ber/2010 to January/2011, sampling three consecutive 
nights per month. Nine ground-level mist-nets (7 x 3 m)  
were opened at 5h p.m. (dusk) and closed at 5h a.m. 
(dawn), totalizing 12 hours of sampling effort per night. 
The mist-nets were installed in juxtaposition at the same 
spots in all sampling nights, following the margin of the 
lake. Two additional samplings were held by active search 
in roosts during daytime, to search for species that could 
be missed by the mist-nets.

Each specimen captured was manually removed from 
the mist-nets, had the time of capture annotated, the sex 
determined, anatomic measurements taken using a digital 
calliper (0.01 mm precision) and their weight using a port-
able scale (PesolaTM). Their age class (juvenile, sub-adult 
or adult) was determined by the calcification of the meta-
carpal phalanx (Kunz and Anthony, 1982). All captured in-
dividuals were euthanized and deposited as voucher speci-
mens at Coleção de Mamíferos of Universidade Federal da 
Paraíba. All samplings under license #20321-2 granted by 
Ministério do Meio Ambiente (MMA).

Data Analysis

The sampling effort was calculated according to 
Straube and Bianconi (2002), multiplying the area of mist-
nets installed by the amount of sampling hours. We per-
formed a Chao 1 estimator (Chao, 1984) and a species’ 
accumulation curve with 95% confidence intervals that 
were compared to infer the sampling sufficiency on Es-
timateS (Colwellm, 2000). To evaluate the differences on 
abundance and species richness between the first (5h p.m. 
to 11h p.m.) and second half of the night (11h p.m. – 5h 
a.m.) (pre-mid and post-mid), the data was screened by a 
Shapiro-Wilk Test to check normality, and compared by a 
Wilcoxon rank sum test with continuity correction, analy-
sis performed on R (R Core Team, 2014).

Results

The sampling effort totalized 34.020 h.m2. We captured 
56 individuals distributed in 5 families, 11 genera and 12 
species (Table 1). The family Phyllostomidae comprised 
the majority of the species registered (N = 6) and the sec-
ond most abundant species, Artibeus planirostris (Spix, 
1823), corresponding to 23% of the captures. The family 
Emballonuridae was represented by two species. Rhyn-
chonycteris naso (Wied-Neuwied, 1820) was the most 
abundant species, being represented in 30.7% of the total 
captures. Only individuals of Glossophaga soricina (Pal-
las, 1766) were captured in roost samplings. None of the 
species captured were considered endangered at country 
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and global levels (Chiarello et al., 2004; IUCN, 2014). The 
estimator Chao 1 showed an average richness of 18 species 
(Figure 1).

Regarding the comparison to the bat richness and abun-
dance between the two halves of the night (Figure 2), we 
found that both had the same richness (9 species), and that 
two species, Carollia perspicillata (Linnaeus, 1758), and 
Lophostoma brasiliense Peters, 1866, had the same abun-
dances, and T. cirrhosis and G. soricina differed only in 
one individual between both halves. Rhynchonycteris naso 
and A. planirostris, presented higher capture rates at the 
second half of the night. Myotis lavali Moratelli, Perac-
chi, Dias and Oliveira, 2011, Molossus molossus (Pallas, 
1766) and Peropteryx. macrotis (Wagner, 1843) were re-
corded solely in the first half of the night, whereas Arti-
beus lituratus (Olfers, 1818), Cynomops planirostris (Pe-

ters, 1865) and Noctilio leporinus (Linnaeus, 1758) were 
registered only in the second half. Six of the nine species 
registered in the second half of the night were recorded 
in a single capture, including A. lituratus, C. planirostris 
and N. leporinus. With the exception of Myotis lavali, all 
species that were exclusive to one of the halves had only a 
single individual captured. The Wilcoxon test pointed no 
significant difference between both halves on richness (W 
= 152, p = 0.08256) but detected differences on abundance 
(W = 164, p = 0.02959), the second half of the night hav-
ing 1.8 times the individuals captured (36, compared to 
20 for the first half of the night). Analyzing the total cap-
tured individuals per night (first, second and third succes-
sive nights) in each month of sampling, we found no trend 
of diminishing in abundance throughout the consecutive 
nights (Figure 3).

Species
Abundance (Relative Abundance)

Voucher Number (UFPB)
Pre-mid Post-mid
EMBALLONURIDAE

Peropteryx macrotis
(Wagner 1843)

1 (0.05%) 0 8629

Rhynchonycteris naso
(Wied-Neuwied 1820)

4 (0.2%) 16 (0.44%) 8592-8604, 8636-8, 8643-5, 8648

PHYLLOSTOMIDAE
Glossophaga soricina
(Pallas 1766)

2 (0.1%) 3 (0.08%) 8650-2, 8655, 8659

Lophostoma brasiliense
Peters 1866

1 (0.05%) 1 (0.03%) 8627, 8628

Trachops cirrhosis
(Spix 1823)

2 (0.1%) 1 (0.03%) 8633, 8634, 8639

Carollia perspicillata
(Linnaeus 1758)

1 (0.05%) 1 (0.03%) 8631, 8632

Artibeus planirostris
(Spix 1823)

4 (0.2%) 11 (0.3%) 8635, 8661-74

Artibeus lituratus
(Olfers 1818)

0 1 (0.03%) 8660

NOCTILIONIDAE
Noctilio leporinus
(Linnaeus 1758)

0 1 (0.03%) 8640

MOLOSSIDAE
Cynomops planirostris
(Peters 1866)

0 1 (0.03%) 8630

Molossus molossus
(Pallas 1766)

1 (0.05%) 0 8642

VESPERTILIONIDAE
Myotis lavali
Moratelli, Peracchi, Dias and Oliveira, 2011

4 (0.2%) 0 8606-9

Total of individuals 20 36
Total of species 9 9

Table 1. Species sampled at Fazenda Riachão do Progresso, Paraíba, northeastern Brazil, from September 2010 to January 2011, 
discriminated by abundance and relative abundance between the first and second halves of the night. Feeding guilds are assigned ac-
cording to Kalko et al. (1996), and Collection Number as voucher specimens at Coleção de Mamíferos-UFPB.
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Discussion

Our work recorded a low species richness compared 
to other surveys in the Caatinga. Novaes and Laurindo 
(2014) recorded 24 species to Chapada do Araripe in the 
states of Ceará and Pernambuco employing a comparable 
amount of mist-net hours. Sá-Neto and Marinho-Filho 
(2013) recorded 31 species to middle São Francisco River 
in the Bahia state with 7.6 times the sampling effort used 
herein. Beltrão et al. (2015) recorded 19 species to RPPN 
Fazenda Almas in the Paraíba state with 3.663.6 h.m2 sam-
pling effort. In addition, Silva et al. (2004) recorded 16 
species to Serra das Almas in the Ceará and Gregorin et al. 
(2008) recorded 22 species to Serra das Confusões in the 

state of Piauí. On the other hand, Rios et al. (2008), with 
similar effort to our study, sampled only seven species for 
a Caatinga site in Bahia state. The low species richness in 
the area may be associated to the high level of anthropic 
landscape alterations, as intense livestock and wood ex-
ploitation, and few sparse patches of original vegetation. 
On the other hand, the difference between the estimated 
and the observed richness indicates the sampling effort 
performed was not sufficient, as we surveyed only 67% of 
the richness predicted by Chao 1. For instance, despite the 
presence of cattle, frequently attractive to hematophagous 
bats (Anderson et al., 2012), no Desmodontinae bat was 
captured in our study.

Five of the nine species recorded in the present work 
were singletons. Among these species, Peropteryx mac-
rotis, Cynomops planirostris and Noctilio leporinus had 
between 1 and 4 individuals captured by ground level 
mist-nets in other studies (Gregorin et al., 2008; No-
vaes and Laurindo, 2014; Rios et al., 2008; Sá-Neto 
and Marinho-Filho, 2013; Silva et al., 2004). This result 
could be related to the inefficiency of the chosen sam-
pling method to capture insectivorous species. Another 
study in the Caatinga captured 21 individuals of Perop-
teryx macrotis by sampling daily roosts (Beltrão et al., 
2015).

In surveys with continuous sampling effort, Esbérard 
(2006, 2009) detected a declining trend on capture rates 
during consecutive sampling nights, and a negative trend 
on capture rates for common species with continuous ef-
fort, suggesting that bats might learn the position of the 
mist-nets and avoid them. Our results suggest that bats 
did not learn the position of the mist-nets, as the capture 
rates only slightly change over the three nights sampled 
each month. Among the sampled species, we must high-
light the unusual high abundance of Rhinchonycteris naso 

Figure 1. Bat species’ accumulation curve, with 95% confidence 
intervals and Chao 1 richness estimator in an area of Caatinga in 
the state of Paraíba, northeastern Brazil.

Figure 2. Species abundance of bats before (pre-mid) and after 
(post-mid) 11h p.m. in an area of Caatinga in Paraíba, northeast-
ern Brazil.

Figure 3. Bat abundance distribution by day and month of sam-
pling in an area of Caatinga in Paraíba, northeastern Brazil.
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possibly due to the proximity of mist-nets to a colony of 
the species, what has also affected the results of the com-
parison between the two halves of the night: when ex-
cluding Rhinchonycteris naso from the statistics, the Wil-
coxon test detects no difference between the two halves 
of the night both for abundance (W = 49, p = 0.4408), 
and richness (W = 42.5, p = 04023). The final abundance 
was only detected due to the whole night sampling, as 
most of the individuals were captured during the second 
half of the night (Figure 2). Furthermore, Lophostoma 
brasiliense represents the first record for the Caatinga of 
the Paraíba state. Records of five insectivorous (Rhinch-
onycteris naso, Peropteryx macrotis, Molossus molossus, 
Cynomops planirostris, Myotis lavali) and a piscivorous 
species (Noctilio leporinus) may be explained by the lo-
cation of mist-nets, which were set up at the the margin 
of a perennial body of water. This water body works as 
a refuge area during the dry season to those species in 
highly seasonal sites like Caatinga.

The majority of the Neotropical bats have their activ-
ity peak immediately before, during or right after sun-
set when they leave their daytime roosts (Avery, 1986; 
Erkert, 1978; Catto et al., 1995), which justify the com-
mon practice of sampling bats for the first half of the 
night. However, our data highlighted the importance of 
a whole-night surveys, mainly in short samplings. Three 
species (25% of the richness), A. lituratus, N. leporinus 
and C. planirostris, were sampled only during the second 
half of the night, as well as the majority (about 64%) of 
the captures in this study. In contrast, M. lavali, M. mo-
lossus and P. macrotis were sampled only during the first 
half of the night.

Increasing the sampling effort commonly result in 
higher richness and abundance (Bergallo et al., 2003; 
Esberard and Bergallo, 2005), what could be achieved 
by adding more collection days or more hours per night. 
The first choice allows to detect seasonal variations (food 
availability, weather oscillations), as well as minimizing 
the effects of punctual effects (e.g., moonlight inten-
sity, storms, mist). The second choice allows sampling 
bats both leaving and returning to their daytime roosts, 
maximizing the chances of capture in different activity 
periods. However, logistically, 12-hour sampling nights 
might hinder the practice of diurnal active search in 
roosts, a practice that allows recording species that nor-
mally are not trapped in mist-nets (Voss and Emmons, 
1996). Hence, in long term studies, we advocate that it 
is more recommendable to increase the number of sam-
pling nights, making possible the search for daily roost, 
whereas, in short-span surveys as ours, the use of whole-
night sampling might yield a more realistic scenario of 
the local bat fauna.

References

AGUIAR, L.M.S.; MARINHO-FILHO, J. 2004. Activity patterns of nine 
phyllostomid bat species in a fragment of the Atlantic Forest in southeast-
ern Brazil. Revista Brasileira de Zoologia, 21(2):385-390. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0101-81752004000200037
ANDERSON, A.; SHWIFF, S.; GEBHARDT, K.; RAMÍREZ, A.J.; 
SHWIFF, S.; KOHLER, D.; LECUONA, L. 2012. Economic evaluation 
of vampire bat (Desmodus rotundus) rabies prevention in Mexico. Trans-
boundary and Emerging Diseases, 61(2):140-146. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12007
AVERY, M.I. 1986. Factors affecting the emergence times of Pipistrelle 
bats. Journal of Zoology, 209(2):293-296. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.1986.tb03589.x
BELTRÃO, M.G.; ZEPPELINI, C.G.; FRACASSO, M.P.A.; LOPEZ, 
L.C.S. 2015. Bat inventory in a Caatinga area in Northeastern Brazil, 
with a new occurrence in the state of Paraíba. Neotropical Biology and 
Conservation, 10(1):15-20.
BERGALLO, H.G.; ESBÉRARD, C.E.L.; MELLO, M.A.R.; LINS, V.; 
MANGOLIN, R.; MELO, G.G.S.; BAPTISTA, M. 2003. Bat species 
richness in Atlantic Forest: What is the minimum sampling effort? Bio-
tropica, 35(2):278-288.
CATTO, C.M.C.; RACEY, P.A.; STEPHENSON, P.J. 1995. Activity pat-
terns of the serotine bat (Eptesicus serotinus) at a roost in southern Eng-
land. Journal of Zoology, 235(4):635-644. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.1995.tb01774.x
CHAO, A. 1984. Nonparametric-estimation of the number of classes in a 
population. Scandinavian Journal of Statistics, 11(4):265-270.
CHIARELLO, A.G.; AGUIAR, L.M.S.; CERQUEIRA, R.; MELO, 
F.R.; RODRIGUES, F.H.G.; SILVA, V.M.F. 2004. Livro Vermelho da 
fauna brasileira ameaçada de extinção. Volume 2. Mamíferos. Avail-
able at: http://www.icmbio.gov.br/images/stories/biodiversidade/fauna-
brasileira/livro-vermelho/volumeII/vol_ii_mamiferos.pdf. Accessed on: 
03/05/2011.
COLWELL R.K. 2000. EstimateS: Statistical estimation of species rich-
ness and shared species from samples. Version 6.0b1. Available at: http://
viceroy.eeb.uconn.edu/estimates. Accessed on: 30/05/2011.
ERKERT, H. G. 1978. Sunset-related timing of flight activity in neotropi-
cal bats. Oecologica, 37(1):59-67. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00349991
ESBÉRARD, C.E.L. 2006. Efeito da coleta de morcegos por noites 
seguidas no mesmo local. Revista Brasileira de Zoologia, 23(4):1093-
1096. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0101-81752006000400016
ESBÉRARD, C.E.L. 2009. Capture sequence and relative abundance of 
bats during surveys. Zoologia, 26(1):103-108. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1984-46702009000100016
ESBÉRARD, C.E.L.; BERGALLO, E.G. 2005. Coletar morcegos 
por seis ou doze horas a cada noite? Revista Brasileira de Zoologia, 
22(4):1095-1098. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0101-81752005000400039
FEIJÓ, J.A.; LANGGUTH, A. 2011. Lista de Quirópteros da Paraíba, 
Brasil com 25 novos registros. Chiroptera Neotropical, 17(2):1055-1062.
FEIJÓ, A., ROCHA, P.A.; ALTHOFF, S.L. 2015a. New species of His-
tiotus (Chiroptera: Vespertilioniodae) from northeastern Brazil. Zootaxa, 
4048(2):412-427. https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4048.3.4
FEIJÓ, A., ROCHA, P.A.; MIKALAUSKAS, J.S.; FERRARI, S.F. 
2015b. Macrophyllum macrophyllum (SCHINZ, 1821) in the Brazilian 
caatinga scrublands: River basins as potential routes of dispersal in xeric 
ecosystems. Mastozoologia Neotropical, 22(1):1-7.
FEIJÓ, A.; NUNES, H.; LANGGUTH, A. 2016. Mamíferos da Reserva 
Biológica Guaribas, Paraíba, Brasil. Revista Nordestina de Biologia, 
24(1):57-74.
FERREIRA, A.P.; MELO, D.C.; RIBEIRO, A. 2013. Diclidurus albus 
Wied-Neuwied, 1820 (Chiroptera: Emballonuridae): First record of the 
species in the state of Paraíba, Brazil. Check List, 9(4):793-796. 
https://doi.org/10.15560/9.4.793



190

Caio Graco Zeppelini, Mayara Guimarães Beltrão, Anderson Feijó, Maria Paula Aguiar Fracasso, Luiz Carlos Serramo Lopez

Volume 12 number 3  september - december 2017

FLAQUER, C.; TORRE, I.; ARRIZABALAGA, A. 2007. Comparison 
of sampling methods for inventory of bat communities. Journal of Mam-
malogy, 88(2):526–533. https://doi.org/10.1644/06-MAMM-A-135R1.1
GREGORIN, R.; CARMIGNOTTO, A.P.; PERCEQUILLO, A.R. 2008. 
Quirópteros do Parque Nacional da Serra das Confusões, Piauí, nordeste 
do Brasil. Chiroptera Neotropical, 14(1):366-383.
KALKO, E.K.V.; HANDLEY, C.O.; HANDLEY JR., D. 1996. Organiza-
tion, diversity and longterm dynamics of a neotropical bat community. 
In: M.L. CODY.; J.A. SMALLWOODS (eds.), Long-term studies in ver-
tebrate communities. San Diego, Academic Press, p. 503–553.
KUNZ, T.H.; ANTHONY, E.L.P. 1982. Age estimation and post-natal 
growth in the little brown bat, Myotis lucifugus. Journal of Mammalogy, 
63(1):23-32. https://doi.org/10.2307/1380667
IUCN. 2014. International Union for Conservation of Nature - Red List. 
Available at: http://www.iucnredlist.org. Accessed on: 30/04/2015.
MARES, M.A.; WILLIG, M.R.; STREILEN, K.E.; LACHER, T.E. 1981. 
The mammals of northeastern Brazil: A preliminary assessment. Annals 
of Carnegie Museum, 50(4):81-137.
MENEZES, R.S.C.; SAMPAIO, E.V.S.B.; GIONGO, V.; PÉREZ-MA-
RIN, A.M. 2012. Biochemical cycling in terrestrial ecosystems of the 
Caatinga Biome. Brazilian Journal of Biology, 72(3):643-653. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1519-69842012000400004
MORATELLI, R.; DIAS, D. 2015. A new species of nectar-feeding bat, 
genus Lonchophylla, from the Caatinga of Brazil (Chiroptera, Phyllosto-
midae). ZooKeys, (514):73-91. 
https://doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.514.10013
NOVAES, R.L.M.; LAURINDO, R.S. 2014. Morcegos da Chapada do 
Araripe, Nordeste do Brasil. Papéis Avulsos de Zoologia, 54(22):315-
328. https://doi.org/10.1590/0031-1049.2014.54.22
NUNES, H.L.F.L.; FEIJÓ, J.A.; BELTRÃO, M.; LOPEZ, L.C.S.; FRA-
CASSO, M.P.A. 2013. First and easternmost record of Molossops tem-
minckii (Burmeister, 1854) (Chiroptera: Molossidae) for the state of Pa-
raíba, northeastern Brazil. Check List, 9(2):436-439. 
https://doi.org/10.15560/9.2.436
OLIVEIRA, J.A.; GONÇALVES, P.R.; BONVICINO, C.R. 2003. 
Mamíferos da Caatinga. In: I.R. LEAL; M. TABARELLI; J.M.C.D. 
SILVA (eds.), Ecologia e Conservação da Caatinga. Recife, Editora da 
UFPE, p. 275-335.
PAGLIA, A.P.; FONSECA, G.A.B.; RYLANDS, A.B.; HERRMANN, 
G.; AGUIAR, L.M.S.; CHIARELLO, A.G.; LEITE, Y.L.R; COSTA, L.P.; 
SICILIANO, S.; KIERULFF, M.C.M.; MENDES, S.L.; TAVARES, V.C.; 
MITTERMEIER, R.A.; PATTON, J.L. 2012. Lista anotada dos mamí-
feros do Brasil. Occasional Papers in Conservation Biolology, 6:1-76.
PEDRO, W.A.; TADDEI, V.A. 2002. Temporal distribution of five bat 
species (Chiroptera, Phyllostomidae) from Panga Reserve, southeastern 
Brazil. Revista Brasileira de Zoologia, 19(3):951-954. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0101-81752002000300033

R CORE TEAM. 2014. R: A language and environment for statistical 
computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.
REIS, N.R.; PERACCHI, A.L.; PEDRO, W.A.; LIMA, I.P. 2007. Morce-
gos do Brasil. Londrina, N.R. Reis, 254 p.
RIOS, G.F.P.; SÁ-NETO, R.J.; GRACIOLLI, G. 2008. Fauna de dípteros 
parasitas de morcegos em uma área de Caatinga do nordeste do Brasil. 
Chiroptera Neotropical, 14(1):339-345.
ROCHA, P.A.; FEIJÓ, A.; PEDROSO, M.A.; FERRARI, S.F. 2015. First 
record of the big free-tailed bat, Nyctinomops macrotis (Chiroptera, Mo-
lossidae), for the semi-arid caatinga scrublands of northeastern Brazil. 
Mastozoología Neotropical, 22(1):195-200.
SÁ-NETO, R.J.; MARINHO-FILHO, J. 2013. Bats in fragments of xeric 
woodland caatinga in Brazilian semiarid. Journal of Arid Environments, 
90:88-94. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2012.10.007
SANTOS, J.C.; LEAL, I.R.; ALMEIDA-CORTEZ, J.S.; FERNANDES, 
G.W.; TABARELLI, M. 2011. Caatinga: The scientific negligence expe-
rienced by a dry tropical forest. Tropical Conservation Science, 4(3):276-
286. https://doi.org/10.1177/194008291100400306
SILVA, S.S.P.; GUEDES, P.G.; CAMARDELLA, A.R.; PERACCHI, 
A.L. 2004. Survey of bats (Mammalia, Chiroptera), with comments on 
reproduction status, in Serra Dasalmas Private Heritage Reserve, in the 
state of Ceará, northwestern of Brazil. Chiroptera Neotropical, 10(1-
2):191-195.
STRAUBE, F.C.; BIANCONI, G.V. 2002. Sobre a grandeza e a unidade 
utilizada para estimar esforço de captura com utilização de redes de ne-
blina. Chiroptera Neotropical, 8(1-2):150-152.
SUDEMA. 2011. Programa de ação estadual de combate à desertifica-
ção e mitigação dos efeitos da seca no estado da Paraíba. João Pessoa, 
SUDEMA, 144 p.
VILAR, E.M.; NUNES, H.; NASCIMENTO, J.L.; ESTRELA, P.C. 
2015. Distribution extension of Ametrida centurio Gray, 1847 (Chirop-
tera, Phyllostomidae): First record in the Brazilian Atlantic Forest. Check 
List, 11(1):1-5. https://doi.org/10.15560/11.1.1503
VOSS, R.R.; EMMONS, L.H. 1996. Mammalian diversity in Neotropi-
cal lowland rainforests: A preliminary assessment. Bulletin of the Ameri-
can Museum of Natural History, 230:1-115.
WILSON, D.E.; REEDER D.M. 2005. Mammal Species of the World. 
Baltimore, Johns Hopkins University Press, 2142 p.

Submitted on September 22, 2016
Accepted on June 14, 2017


