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Abstract

Agriculture causes chaos on the macrofauna associated with agroecosystems. The functions developed by macro-
fauna species in agroecological environments are harmful, beneficial and fundamental for food production. In order to
design Xi (Ξ) biomathematical models of alpha diversity and to create a functional entropy index (λ), the taxonomic
identification of macrofauna was carried out in 10 agroecosystems with conventional and agroecological production
approach in five locations of Nicaragua: Boaco, Carazo, Chinandega, Estelí and Matagalpa. The capture of mac-
rofauna was carried out in five surface sampling points of 3.1416 m2 each and subsequent subtraction of five soil
monoliths per subsystem. Each monolith had dimensions of 0.25 m (length) × 0.25 m (width) × 0.30 m (depth) for a
total of 98 monoliths. The agroecosystems with a conventional approach presented 73 families and with an agroeco-
logical approach 124 families were observed. The dominant interaction of macrofauna families were between Scara-
baeidae, Formicidae, Chrysomelidae, Elateridae and Noctuidae; especially the first two, influenced the final result of
the model, generating a tendency to negativity due to its herd behaviour. The families Lumbricidae, Rhinotermitidae
and Acanthodrilidae, the three gregarious, pushed the model towards positivity together with Polydesmidae and Por-
cellionidae. The biomathematical model Xi (Ξ) generated polynomial equations with an agroecological approach
to simulate abundance, richness, dominance, uniformity, stability and functionality of the macrofauna species. The
agroecosystems with an agroecological approach presented a range of λ between 41.36 to 127,095.41 much higher
than the conventional approach with a range of -81.62 to 8,588.73 and a tendency to negativity.
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1 Introduction

Agroecology converges science, technologies, practices
and movements for social change (Wezel et al., 2009;
Tomich et al. 2011) and focuses on the entire system for
food production, from seed to table (Gliessman, 2017). Its
objective is to optimize the interactions between plants, ani-
mals, humans and the environment (FAO, 2019).

Varghese & Hansen (2013) argue that scientific research
in agroecology integrates related disciplines to help under-
stand life in the soil (p. 8). There are various ecological
indices and models that measure the degree of aggregation
of species in their habitat. Some of the most widely used
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are estimators calculated from regression models, including,
Taylor’s Potential Law (LPT) and Iwao Regression (Cabrera
et al., 2002).

Mathematical modeling has gained momentum in eco-
logical studies as it determines the equilibrium conditions
of the ecosystem. The historical evolution of mathematical
modeling has been explored in the field of quantitative popu-
lation ecology (Miranda, 2014). From the biological point of
view, in the evaluation of the state of conservation / distur-
bance of the soil and the ecosystem, the edaphic macrofauna
can be taken into an account as bioindicators of soil quality
(Cabrera, 2012). Representing the interactions of organisms
as a mathematical system that expresses functional behaviors
increases the complexity of a model, in this field the research
vision tries to explain the existing chaos and the physical ac-
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tions that originate it, to try to understand it and from that
intellect propose a management of agroecosystems based on
the agroecological principles.

This research was established with the objective of design-
ing algorithms from biomathematics to simulate abund-
ance, richness, dominance, uniformity, stability and sys-
temic functionality of the macrofauna in a model and obtain-
ing an index that explains the entropy resulting from these
organisms within the agroecosystem managing to simulate
this behaviour under dynamic equations.

Alpha diversity is the richness of taxonomic families loca-
ted in a given place, within this type of diversity are richness
indices, Simpson index, Shannon-Wiener index, Pielou in-
dex. Beta diversity measures the difference of families at
two sites in this group found by the Sorensen coefficient of
similarity and Bray-Curtis distance. Gamma diversity in-
cludes alpha and beta diversity, it is in charge of estimating
the diversity of all the communities present in an area; for
example: the index richness of communities. An advantage
of using this type of conventional index is the ease of its ap-
plication in natural ecosystems. Among the disadvantages of
using these indices is that they were not created to measure
agroecosystems, they do not measure the functions of taxo-
nomic families and they do not differentiate between harmful
and beneficial families. In this article, a method is proposed
to create a biomathematical model of diversity Xi (Ξ) and a
functional entropy index Lambda (λ) is integrated from this.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Study location and dates

The study was developed in ten farms located in five de-
partments of the country, between the years 2015–2018. The
collection of macrofauna samples occurred in the rainy sea-
son. The altitude of the agroecosystems presented a range
between 80–1253 meters. Its average annual temperature
varies between 22.9-26.7 °C. Per year, the different loca-
tions accumulate between 844-1538 mm of rainfall (NASA,
2020). The soil orders that they have are the following:
Alfisols, Andisols, Entisols and Mollisols (INETER & UNA,
2015). The main items highlighted in the agroecosystems
were bovine livestock, basic grains and coffee; managed
with a conventional and agroecological approach (Table 1).

2.2 Macrofauna sampling

The macrofauna is represented by organisms that live on
the ground, organic matter in decomposition and in lay-
ers under the ground (Lavelle et al., 1992). Macrofauna
sampling in various studies is characterised by a similar

methodology (Anderson & Ingram, 1993; Huising et al.,
2012; Botina et al., 2012). After reviewing the state of
the art in this regard, a modification to the methodological
sampling design proposed by said authors was developed
and a series of materials were gathered for this study: meas-
uring tape (five meters), alcohol (70 % %), clear plastic jars
(volume= 50 ml), flat palin (high 500 mm × width 177 mm;
rectangular shape), white polypropylene bags (high 95 cm ×
width 56 cm), two steel nails (3 plg), nylon thread (0.4 mm),
hammer (552 g), brushes (2 plg), field table, data sheet, pen-
cil and eraser.

The sampling was carried out in the early hours of the
morning or in the afternoon when the daytime temperatures
have decreased. First, the agroecosystem was subdivided
into as many subsystems as possible according to the design
established by the farmer. In each subsystem a sampling
was carried out at five different points. Within each sub-
system an initial point was selected at random. The mac-
rofauna feeds on organic matter. It is known that the sur-
face layer, rich in organic matter, concentrates more macro-
fauna (CIAT, 2003). Soil organic matter, in diversified crops,
shows ranges of 0.6–3.85 %, depending on the plant species
present (Rodríguez, 2014); This surface organic matter in
the soil is initially processed by the associated macrofauna.
In the present study, a surface sampling area equivalent to
3.1416 m2 (Fig. 1) in the form of a circle with a radius of
one meter; considering increasing the probability of finding
specimens greater than 2 mm in diameter, given the tropical
condition of Nicaragua.

Fig. 1: Stratified sampling of macrofauna in ten agroecosystems
of Nicaragua, 2015-2018.

To mark the 3.1416 m2 at the center of the first sampling
point, a steel nail was introduced with hammer blows, this
was fastened with nylon thread extending a taut line one
meter apart. To avoid losing the mark, at the end of the nylon
line, another steel nail was clamped and inserted tensioning
the nylon at the rear end. This established radius served as
a reference to sample all the macrofauna that inhabit the soil
surface within a circular area of 3.1416 m2. Clear container
of 150 ml was filled with 70 % alcohol, collected specimens
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Table 1: Location and climatic factors of ten agroecosystems in Nicaragua analysed with biomathematical models Xi (Ξ) and functional
entropy index lambda λ, 2015-2018.

Department Height Soil Av. annual Av. annual Main
(Location) Agroecosystem Latitude (N) Length (O) (m) order temp. (°C) rainf. (mm) item

Boaco San Juan∗ 12°27’24.33" 85°36’39.30" 494
Mollisols 24.5 1334

Bovine
livestock(Las Lagunas)1 Buena Vista∗∗ 12°28’15.53" 85°36’38.48" 519

Carazo El Manantial∗ 11°49’20.50" 86°14’22.00" 469
Entisols 23.7 1538

Basic
grains

(Diriamba)2 El Chipote∗∗ 11°49’18.80" 86°14’30.80" 461
Chinandega Santa Rosa∗ 12°39’10.30" 87° 8’4.00" 80

Andisols 26.7 1856
(San Felipe)2 Santa María∗∗ 12°41’18.24" 87° 5’8.70" 218
Estelí El Milagro de Dios∗ 13°23’42.50" 86°15’9.59" 1154

Entisols 23.7 844
Coffee

(Condega)3 Linda Vista∗∗ 13°23’58.20" 86°14’42.54" 1253
Matagalpa La Vecina∗ 12°58’19.16" 85°49’45.37" 818

Alfisols 22.9 1512
(San Ramón)3 La Espadilla∗∗ 12°58’23.05" 85°49’48.08" 812

Production approach: ∗Conventional; ∗∗Agroecological; 1: Rodríguez González et al., (2017a); 2: Rodríguez González et al., (2017b); 3: Rodríguez
González et al., (2017c).

were placed, and the bottle was labeled accordingly. At the
center of the circle a block of soil (monolith) with dimen-
sions of 0.25 m (length), 0.25 m (width) y 0.1 m deep. This
soil was placed on a white polypropylene bag; with the help
of the hand and brushes, the soil was removed to capture
the macrofauna present. This procedure was carried out two
more times, extracting two separate layers every 10 cm to a
depth of 30 cm (Fig. 1). Having finished labeling all the clear
container, a distance of five meters from the first sampling
point in a random direction was measured to mark a new
sampling point. This procedure was performed identically
by completing five samples per subsystem. Throughout the
study, within the ten farms, a total of 98 samplings were ac-
cumulated with successful extractions without replacement
or unrestricted. All organisms were identified using taxo-
nomic keys and Stereo Microscop series SZM.

2.3 Model design

A model is a simplified mathematical representation of a
complex reality ... a model must balance the need to con-
template all the details with the feasibility of finding suitable
solution techniques (Ramos et al., 2010).

The biomathematical model xi Ξ, is designed to con-
trast the increase in richness in taxonomic families between
agroecosystems (x-axis) against the abundance and inter-
action of families (y-axis). In order to develop the pro-
posed model, the number of individuals per taxonomic fam-
ily of the macrofauna in each agroecosystem must be first
counted (alpha diversity). This number is multiplied by the
coefficient 1 if the macrofauna family presents mostly posi-
tive functions within the agroecosystem and multiplied by
the coefficient -1 if it corresponds to a family that develops
negative functions for the productive species selected by the

farmer. After obtaining the sequence of positive and negative
numbers, it is ordered from least to greatest by agroecosys-
tem and in this way the resulting figure is structured where
the coordinate (1,0) of the Cartesian plane corresponds to
the position of the most negative family of each agroecosys-
tem and richness level 1 for both. The family furthest to the
right on the x-axis represents greater functional richness and
positivity. Obtaining the equations that approximate the be-
havior of macrofauna families, is the biomathematical real-
ity of a moment in time, its repeatability will depend on
a similarity conditioned to environmental and management
factors. Now, in order to the determine the equations, se-
quences executed in layers of repeated polynomial regres-
sions with degree variations were performed; the final se-
lection corresponds to obtain a R2 equal to or greater than
0.65 with the lowest possible degree and that represents the
reality observed in the field.

The use of simulation models to predict the behavior of
taxonomic families has advantages such as predicting the
possible disappearance of macrofauna families that support
a population pyramid; allows inferring about the selection
pressure caused by the environment and climate change. The
creation of models for each agroecosystem using this method
generates a monitoring aimed at taxonomic families con-
sidered harmful and forces producers to realize their real-
ity and consequently seek strategies for their management as
long as the actions taken do not detract from those. macro-
fauna families considered beneficial. This method has been
selected to distance itself from the traditional way used to
measure the biodiversity of families that converge within the
same agroecosystem, because currently ecology does not es-
tablish differentiation between beneficial and harmful famil-
ies within productive agroecosystems.
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Fig. 2: Graphic representation of the biomathematical model xi Ξ
for a hypothetical agroecosystem with degree 3 polynomial equa-
tion; f (x) = 0.1x3-3.8x2+43x-135 con lim(x→0) f (x) y lim(xA→25) f (x)

2.4 Model interpretation

Model theory is the most powerful of the tools available to
investigate the questions of coherence, independence of con-
cepts, definability, independence of axioms ... for the found-
ations of science and for exact philosophy (Bunge, 2009).

Understanding a model evokes abstraction by looking at
each stroke for interpretation. When the curves are shown in
quadrant I of the cartesian plane, they indicate positive inter-
actions of the organisms within the respective agroecosys-
tem, whereas if the curves are presented in quadrant IV, they
indicate negativity in their interaction (Fig. 2). The highest
position of the wave, at its crest, indicates higher dominance
of organisms with positive functions (hexagonal pattern) and
in the lowest position, its valley, indicates negative domin-
ance (hatched pattern). The richness of the taxonomic fam-
ilies increases as the wavelengths extend along the x axis.

The dominance of the macrofauna families is observed
with the amplitude of the wave being the coordinates of in-
tersections in the x axis turning points where the domin-
ance is minimal or zero. Equity is observed when the ini-
tial and final verticality of the undulations describe positive
and negative interactions in proportional abundance. Abso-
lute equilibrium exists if the amplitude interval, obtained by
adding the amplitude of the crest and the amplitude of the
valley, when cut by the x-axis presents bilateral symmetry
or if the values of both amplitudes are similar. This is equi-
valent to a maximum functional entropy condition. The best
observed behavior will be attributed to that agroecosystem
capable of sustaining a larger population of functionally be-
neficial organisms and with proportionally similar or lower
negative abundances; those agroecosystems with waves of
greater amplitude towards the positive “y” axis will have the
best results.

2.5 Design and interpretation of the index

On each agroecosystem there is a mathematical equation
that represents the behaviour of the macrofauna populations.
Its coefficients and elements show a variability that is neces-
sary to sustain the functional balance of the agroecosystem.
The functional entropy index lambda λ is obtained from the
definite integral of the biomathematical model xi (Ξ), under
limits established by the richness identified in each agroe-
cosystem. One of the advantages of using this analysis is
the applicability to estimate the population behaviour of liv-
ing organisms within any natural ecosystem or agroecosys-
tem. This index deviates from the discrete Shannon entropy
(1948) and the entropy measurement of Rényi (1961) be-
cause it additionally integrates the biological functionality
in an agroecosystem and poses a functional differential en-
tropy. Jost (2006) analysed the Shannon and Simpson in-
dices to determine that they do not represent “true diversity”;
by obtaining effective numbers derived from these indices,
he observed that they share a common set of intuitive math-
ematical properties.

With the present study, the solution of the differential
equation is aimed at measuring alpha diversity and its en-
tropy from its components: abundance, richness, dominance,
uniformity, stability and systemic functionality. On this in-
dex, three values of functional entropy can be determined:
positive, zero and negative. If organisms perform maximum
positive functions, the result of the definite integral belongs
to positive infinity [λε +∞].

If the agroecosystem presents a maximum entropy condi-
tion due to its balance between positive and negative func-
tions; the value of the definite integral is equivalent to zero
(λ = 0). If the organisms perform mostly negative functions;
the result of the definite integral belongs to negative infinity
[λε +∞]. The absolute value of the functional entropy index
| λ | quantifies the level of chaos of the natural ecosystem or
agroecosystem depending on the functions developed by the
organisms present in a given time and space.

Functional entropy should be understood as the level of
positive or negative chaos (disorder) of the functions (de-
tritivores, predators, phytophages, pollinators ...) performed
by individuals belonging to different families existing in an
agroecosystem. The functional entropy index lambda (λ)
is the result of mathematically estimating this behaviour in
nature.

An organism plays a negative role when its actions within
the agroecosystem have an impact on reducing systemic pro-
ductivity.
An organism plays a positive role when its interactions in the
agroecosystem create synergy in support of the productivity
of the system.
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The dominance of a taxonomic family occurs when its eco-
logical richness exceeds that of another. If several taxonomic
families perform functions considered negative, the model
describes this behavior and it is said that there is a nega-
tive dominance, otherwise a positive dominance would be
observed.

3 Results

The conventional approach is a way of doing agriculture
using techniques such as use of synthetic fertilisers, use
of herbicides, nematicides, insecticides, deep soil removal;
monocultures are generally established, there is evidence
of greater contamination of the soil, water and exploitation
of available natural resources. It is a more hydrocarbon-
dependent approach and the energy consumption of the sys-
tem requires a greater subsidy from external sources.

The agroecological approach is using principles that con-
serve natural resources, minimize the use of synthetic inputs
and maximize the use of organic fertilisers. It employs the
proper management of biodiversity by integrating functional
designs where polyculture and rotations are essential. It re-
duces dependence on hydrocarbons, productivity has a vis-
ion of sustainability and the family plays a central role in
comprehensive planning in the execution of agroecological
design.

Comparing the results of conventional and agroecological
approaches highlights agroecosystems subjected to manage-
ment techniques that can have a positive or negative impact
on the population stability of macrofauna families. Studies
on macrofauna in agroecosystems present difficulty in the
assertive representation of population behaviour from a sys-
temic, functional and comprehensive perspective. The mac-
rofauna of the Buena Vista and San Juan agroecosystems,
located in the department of Boaco, were the object of study.
Obtaining the results allowed the construction of Xi Ξ bio-
mathematical models of alpha diversity that describe the be-
haviour of the macrofauna (Fig. 3).

The “x” axis of the Xi model shows the richness (fre-
quency) of the taxonomic families, this variable represents
the number of families present and the population structure
of a site in an orderly fashion. The bars on the "y" axis rep-
resent the abundance (frequency) of each taxonomic fam-
ily, these are ordered from lowest to highest; from left to
right and take a place depending on the value achieved, each
individual observed belonging to a family, each individual
is considered an interaction because their existence in that
place implies actions on the agroecosystem. Richness and
abundance are two concepts of ecology. If a family is con-
sidered harmful, its value will be negative, if it presents the

Fig. 3: Biomathematical model Xi Ξ of alpha diversity, for the
analysis of the macrofauna families behaviour in two bovine live-
stock agroecosystems, Las Lagunas, Boaco, Nicaragua 2015-
2018.

highest abundance among all the harmful families in a site,
it will take position one of the x-axis, therefore it will fall in
quadrant IV.

The Buena Vista agroecosystem presented 65 families of
macrofauna, they stand out in positive systemic functional-
ity: Lumbricidae, Rhinotermitidae, Styloniscidae, Agelen-
idae and Ectobiidae; negatively: Formicidae, Scarabaeidae,
Elateridae, Culicidae and Acrididae. In San Juan agroe-
cosystem, 42 families were observed, their positivity in
the functions is led by: Rhinotermitidae, Lumbricidae,
Theridiidae. Julidae and Japygidae. The negativity within
the system is represented by: Formicidae, Noctuidae, Scara-
baeidae, Tettigoniidae and Elateridae. The main functions
performed were: detritivore, predator, defoliator, microbi-
vore, dung, nectarivore, phytophagous and hematophage.

The progressive balance of the functionality of the or-
ganisms will describe a population behaviour with systemic
stability if an agroecosystem is biodiverse and integrated.
Those agroecosystems, where exist a huge number of organ-
isms with negative functions influence a similar abundance
of positive organisms and vice versa (Fig. 3). A reduction in
the population of organisms with negative functions would
be ideal, if that systemic stability is not drastically altered by
human action. A richness higher than 65 was the best and
belongs to the Buena Vista agroecosystem, this is reflected
with a wave path extended along the x axis. The Buena Vista
agroecosystem is superior in positive dominance because in
its wave two upper ridges are observed and the beginning of
a third, positioning itself above the trajectory described by
the wave of the San Juan agroecosystem.

Both agroecosystems show equity because the initial and
final verticality of the curves are proportional. The Buena
Vista agroecosystem has the best behaviour because the
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crests of its waves extend over positive coordinates of the
axis and above the San Juan agroecosystem. Polynomial
models take a semiotic algebraic form that summarizes the
oscillations of the approximation curves obtained by ob-
serving the behaviour of the macrofauna populations, in this
case y=3E-05x5-0.0048x4+0.2917x3-7.8678x2+91.513x-
345.67 (ec1) for the agroecosystem Buena Vista next to
y=8E-05x5-0.0081x4+0.3143x3-5.4769x2+42.163x-112.36
(ec2) for the agroecosystem San Juan.

That agroecosystem with greater availability of food for
organisms with beneficial functions will project an increase
in these populations; in parallel, families with harmful func-
tions will increase in proportional terms. In natural ecosys-
tems, before the appearance of the human being, the organ-
isms today considered harmful, in reality, were biomass reg-
ulatory agents (phytophages), their work was to reduce the
population of dominant plant species to restore functional
balance. A monoculture is the best example of the existence
of a dominant species, by the man hand, in a finite phys-
ical space. Herbivores (phytophages) have a direct effect on
grass: fertilising and stimulating growth.

To obtain the functional entropy index λ and to affirm with
certainty the superiority of one of the agroecosystems, the
definite integral of each of the equations ec1 and ec2 was
calculated respectively:∫ 65

0
3E − 05x5dx −

∫ 65

0
0.0048x4dx +

∫ 65

0
0.2917x3dx−∫ 65

0
7.8678x2dx +

∫ 65

0
91.513xdx −

∫ 65

0
345.67dx

= 15593.4188∫ 42

0
8E − 05x5dx −

∫ 42

0
0.0081x4dx +

∫ 42

0
0.3143x3dx−∫ 42

0
5.4769x2dx +

∫ 42

0
42.163xdx −

∫ 42

0
112.36dx

= 3179.93088

The upper limits for the Buena Vista and San Juan agroe-
cosystems were 65 and 42 respectively, in correspondence
with their richness. Obtaining the functional entropy index λ
in this case required 54 and 74 mathematical procedures for
ec1 and ec2 respectively. This index shows that the Buena
Vista agroecosystem is better in its biological diversity and
functional diversity compared to the San Juan agroecosys-
tem. The result of the index shows that both agroecosystems
presented positive functional entropy λ.

This same analysis was carried out in the agroecosystems:
El Chipote and El Manantial, located in Diriamba (Fig. 4).
In the first, the families with positive functions were: Rhi-

notermitidae, Polydesmidae, Lumbricidae, Armadillidae and
Theridiidae; negative functions were performed by individu-
als of the families: Formicidae, Scarabaeidae, Elateridae,
Argasidae and Chrysomelidae. The El Manantial was an
agroecosystem characterized by the positive families like:
Rhinotermitidae, Polydesmidae, Lumbricidae, Armadillidae
and Clubionidae; its negativity is occupied by the families
like: Formicidae, Scarabaeidae, Elateridae, Acrididae and
Cercopidae. The main functions performed by these were:
detritivore, predator, defoliator, micro-eater, dung, hemato-
phage and phytophage.

These agroecosystems show functional abundance in
quadrants I and IV (Fig. 4). The best richness result (29) was
achieved by the El Chipote agroecosystem. The El Manan-
tial agroecosystem shows a curve limited by a lower richness
of 18 tending towards verticality at that point. Both waves
have spaces occupied by populations with positive domin-
ance, under these conditions, it is impossible to declare one
agroecosystem superior to the other. In cases like this, it
is better to obtain the determining value of the functional
entropy index lambda λ. The definite integral for the El
Chipote agroecosystems with ec3 (y= -0.0007x4+0.0825x3-
2.6042x4+29.557x-101.11) and El Manantial with ec4 (y=

0.0036x4+0.1413x3-6.0703x2+57.066x-144.07), it was:∫ 29

0
−0.0007x4dx +

∫ 29

0
0.0825x3dx −

∫ 29

0
2.6042x2dx+∫ 29

0
29.557xdx −

∫ 29

0
101.11dx = 41.36033

∫ 18

0
0.0036x4dx +

∫ 18

0
0.1413x3dx −

∫ 18

0
6.0703x2dx+∫

01857.066xdx −
∫ 18

0
144.07dx = −80.46504

Fig. 4: Biomathematical model xi Ξ of alpha diversity for the an-
alysis of the behaviour of the taxonomic families of macrofauna
in two agroecosystems with basic grains, Diriamba, Carazo,
Nicaragua, 2015-2018.
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The determining value of the functional entropy index λ
shows the agroecosystem El Chipote superior to El Manan-
tial, in diversity and systemic functionality. The El Man-
antial agroecosystem presents a negative value due to its
highest curve projection, this was determined in quadrant IV.
It is observed that the positive functions of the El Manantial’s
families agroecosystem starts until their richness is 13.

In the El Manantial agroecosystem, only 6 of the 18 fam-
ilies perform beneficial functions (Fig. 4). If an agroecosys-
tem with the biomathematical model Xi Ξ shows more exten-
ded curves along the x-axis within quadrant I, it will describe
the best systemic behaviour. The El Chipote agroecosystem
presents greater diversity in its design for presenting land use
with eight cultivated subsystems compared to El Manantial,
which has six, this difference in agroecological design and
management allows the sustainability of a superior richness
of macrofauna (Fig. 4).

Fig. 5: Biomathematical model xi Ξ of alpha diversity for the an-
alysis of the behaviour of the taxonomic families of macrofauna
in two agroecosystems with basic grains, La Grecia, Chinandega,
Nicaragua 2015-2018.

In Chinandega, the Santa María and Santa Rosa agroe-
cosystems present richness of 27 and 28 respectively (Fig.
5). In a condition of close richness between agroecosystems
it is important to observe the curves separation from their in-
teractions. The positive interaction dominance is higher for
the Santa María agroecosystem in richness 27, contrary to
this, in parallel a scenario with a negative dominance curve
is observed, leaving the Santa Rosa agroecosystem as the
winner in the richness interval from zero to five. Equity is
better in Santa Rosa because the initial and final verticality
of its curve divided by the x-axis presents better proportion-
ality.

In the Santa María agroecosystem the main taxo-
nomic families identified with positive functions were:
Rhinotermitidae, Syrphidae, Lumbricidae, Staphylinidae
and Tenebrionidae; its negativity was represented by
Scarabaeidae, Formicidae, Chrysomelidae, Elateridae and
Cydnidae. In the Santa Rosa agroecosystem, the families

with positive functional behaviour were: Rhinotermitidae,
Tenebrionidae, Carabidae, Lumbricidae and Theridiidae;
those families considered negative are: Noctuidae, Chryso-
melidae, Ixodidae, Formicidae and Scarabaeidae. In sum-
mary, the identified functions correspond to detritivore, nec-
tarivore, predator, phytophagous, dung, defoliator, microvi-
vore and hematophage.

The integral defined in the Santa María agroecosys-
tem with ec5 (y= -0.0037x4+0.3091x3-8.2959x2+85.841x-
281.5) and in Santa Rosa with ec6 (y= 0.0013x4+0.1261x3-
3.8272x2+44.072x-161.94), it was:

∫ 27

0
−0.0037x4dx +

∫ 27

0
0.3091x3dx −

∫ 27

0
8.2959x2dx+∫ 27

0
85.841xdx −

∫ 27

0
281.5dx = −291.9433

∫ 28

0
0.0013x4dx +

∫ 28

0
0.1261x3dx −

∫ 28

0
3.8272x2dx+∫ 28

0
44.072xdx −

∫ 28

0
161.94dx = 8588.73195

The determining value of the functional entropy index λ
shows that the Santa María agroecosystem was inferior to
the Santa Rosa agroecosystem. Still, under conditions of
richness and a close mathematical limit, the systemic func-
tionality of the Santa Rosa agroecosystem is better because
it presents a curve with less negativity. In quadrant IV, the
Santa María agroecosystem begins with a curve much lower
compared to the Santa Rosa agroecosystem, until both are
in richness 6, the values of their populations are balanced,
leaving the Santa Rosa agroecosystem with the best quanti-
fied results at starting from the wave described when x tends
to the value of its richness with different results from the
classical analysis of population densities. In Condega, mu-

Fig. 6: Biomathematical model xi Ξ of alpha diversity for the an-
alysis of the behaviour of the taxonomic families of macrofauna
in two agroecosystems with coffee, Condega, Estelí, Nicaragua,
2015-2018.

nicipality of Estelí; the agroecosystem El Milagro de Dios
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obtained a richness of 28 and Linda Vista presented super-
ior behaviour with 66 taxonomic families. The curve de-
scribed by the agroecosystem El Milagro de Dios has a nar-
row behaviour and in its final section of interaction (richness
= 28) it generates a verticality caused by a larger population
of Rhinotermitidae, dominance associated with a gregari-
ous behaviour, reveals a population imbalance between the
present organisms. A more extended and subtle curve, such
as the Linda Vista agroecosystem in its oscillation, shows
better equity between species, better balance and proportion-
ality (Fig. 6).

The definite integral for the El Milagro de Dios
agroecosystem was calculated with ec7 (y= 0.0018x5-
0.1185x4+ 2.8026x3-28.888x2+124.63x-174.77) and in
Linda Vista with ec8 (y= 6E-07x6-0.0001x5+0.0074x4-
0.2294x3+3.1843x2-15.257x-1.5628), it was:

∫ 28

0
0.0018x5dx −

∫ 28

0
0.1185x4dx +

∫ 28

0
2.8026x3dx−

∫ 28

0
28.888x2dx +

∫ 28

0
124.63xdx −

∫ 28

0
174.77dx

= −81.6293

∫ 66

0
6E − 07x6dx −

∫ 66

0
0.0001x5dx +

∫ 66

0
0.0074x4dx−

∫ 66

0
0.2294x3dx +

∫ 66

0
3.1843x2dx −

∫ 66

0
15.257xdx−

∫ 66

0
1.5628 = 127095.41902

In the El Milagro de Dios agroecosystem, the taxonomic
families with positive and most representative functions
were: Lumbricidae, Rhinotermitidae, Agelenidae, Tetra-
gnathidae and Lithobiidae; the negativity of its curve
is modeled by the families: Scarabaeidae, Formicidae,
Gryllidae, Cercopidae and Cicadidae. The Linda Vista
agroecosystem presented positive functional families such
as: Lumbricidae, Acanthodrilidae, Porcellionidae, Stylon-
iscidae and Ectobiidae; the negative families were Scara-
baeidae, Formicidae, Gryllidae, Cicadidae and Acrididae.
The identified functions correspond to detritivore, predator,
phytophagous, dung, defoliator and microvivore.

Diversification in the Linda Vista agroecosystem is greater
compared to El Milagro de Dios. The limits established to
integrate were 28 (El Milagro de Dios) and 66 (Linda Vista)
in correspondence with both agroecosystems. The determ-
ining value of the functional entropy index λ after obtain-
ing its definite integrals makes clear the superiority of the
Linda Vista agroecosystem over El Milagro de Dios. If we
isolate the behaviour of the curve of the agroecosystem El
Milagro de Dios in quadrant IV, three sectors that fall to-

wards negativity are observed, this occurs in richness 1, 9
and 23. This behaviour was conclusive for obtaining a nega-
tive result in the index. The level of chaos (absolute value
of the functional entropy index) is higher in the Linda Vista
agroecosystem with 127095.41902 λ, tending towards func-
tional positivity, being a satisfactory initial state for a dy-
namic agroecosystem that shows greater systemic stability.

In San Ramón, municipality of Matagalpa, Nicaragua, the
macrofauna of the La Vecina and La Espadilla agroecosys-
tems were analysed; they obtained richness of 17 and 28, re-
spectively (Fig. 7). The curves that represent them, reached
a mostly positive interaction, highlighting their lines in quad-
rant I. The greatest positivity of both agroecosystems was
led by the Lumbricidae family. A more pronounced vertic-
ality is observed in the La Vecina agroecosystem (richness =
17), this is not the ideal behaviour. The curves that extend
with wide limits with respect to others, obtain the best result
(Polynomial La Espadilla) (Fig. 7).

Fig. 7: Biomathematical model xi Ξ of alpha diversity for the
analysis of the behaviour of the taxonomic families of macro-
fauna in two agroecosystems with coffee, San Ramón, Matagalpa,
Nicaragua, 2015-2018.

For the La Espadilla agroecosystem, its definite integral
was calculated with ec9 (y= 0.0936x3-3.6511x2+40.878x-
123.68) and in La Vecina with ec10 (y= 0.4083x3-
9.6682x2+66.198x-125.71):

∫ 28

0
0.0936x3dx −

∫ 28

0
3.6511x2dx +

∫ 28

0
40.878xdx−

∫ 28

0
123.68dx = 227.77067

∫ 17

0
0.4083x3dx −

∫ 17

0
9.6682x2dx +

∫ 17

0
66.198xdx−

∫ 17

0
125.71dx = 120.6582

In the La Espadilla agroecosystem, the main families with
functions that tend towards positivity are Lumbricidae, Rhi-
notermitidae, Spirostreptidae, Styloniscidae and Staphylin-



H. R. Rodríguez González & D. J. Salazar Centeno / J. Agr. Rural Develop. Trop. Subtrop. 122 – 2 (2021) 299–310 307

idae, and negativity is represented by Formicidae, Scara-
baeidae, Chrysomelidae, Gryllidae and Lygaeidae. The
La Vecina agroecosystem has mainly positive families
such as Lumbricidae, Styloniscidae, Spirostreptidae, Rhi-
notermitidae and Scolopendridae and families with a tend-
ency to negativity such as Scarabaeidae, Formicidae, Pent-
atomidae, Chrysomelidae and Gryllidae. The main functions
determined were detritivores, predator, defoliator, microviv-
ore, phytophagous and dung. The diversified agroecosys-
tems in San Ramón, Matagalpa have coffee as their main
crop. Coffee cultivation in the La Espadilla agroecosystem
was established in an agroforestry system surrounded by
multiple subsystems of medicinal, ornamental, energy, for-
age and forest plants; creating in this way an ideal condition
for the sustainability of the macrofauna.

The determining value of the functional entropy index (λ)
is categorical when determining with its definite integral that
the La Espadilla agroecosystem is superior to the La Vec-
ina agroecosystem by 107.11247 λ above; where lambda "λ"
represents the unit of measurement for the functional entropy
of agroecosystems.

When looking at figure 7 when the richness of taxonomic
families is between 6-13, the curve representing the La Es-
padilla agroecosystem stands out oscillating in quadrant I.
Those models that describe a superior behaviour occupying
a greater proportion in quadrant I will be inherent curves of
agroecosystems integrated with families of organisms that
perform mostly positive functions.

In this study it was found that agroecosystems under the
conventional approach, presented a lower richness between
17 and 42 taxonomic families, registering a total richness of
73 families of macrofauna, while the agroecosystems with an
agroecological approach presented higher richness between
27 and 65 families for a total richness of 124 the taxonomic
families.

4 Discussion

The population of insects is affected by biotic and abiotic
factors, knowledge of the response of these individuals to
these factors offers a profound response to the community
functioning of organisms made up of several species (Begon
et al., 1996). Vera & Pinilla (2020) consider the Lumbri-
cidae family as a positive agent within the trophic collector
guild as part of a study of preliminary approximation to a
multimetric macroinvertebrate index. These fluctuations are
difficult to represent because their atypical bihaviour con-
ditions non-parametric distributions, considering these fluc-
tuations without verifying their functions creates an incom-
plete image of the reality found in the agroecosystem. López

et al., (2014) considered that Fomicidae is a harmful fam-
ily when they behave as important defoliators in perennial
crops within agroecosystems with cocoa. In a study conduc-
ted by De los Santos et al., (2019) identified 4 large func-
tional groups (predators, detritivores, phytophagous and soil
engineers), as well as their abundance and diversity distrib-
uted in the main soil strata. Barrera (2006) consider the
concept of economic threshold incorrect from the IPM ap-
proach because it does not recognize that natural mortality is
the most important and cheapest element to avoid pest out-
breaks from the dynamics of populations and their natural
enemies. The pest suppressor functionality of certain organ-
isms should be qualified as a dynamic data with assertive
adjustments in each agroecosystem.

Natural grasslands without soil removal compared to min-
imal removal in annual crops showed a higher proportion of
individuals of the Lumbricidae family in natural grasslands.
Anthropogenic actions would be compromising the fulfill-
ment of ecosystem functions (Domínguez et al., 2009). Over
time this interaction has given rise to a series of adaptive
strategies, both by plants and herbivores, which in general
terms allow coexistence (García, 2008). The presence of the
Lumbricidae family was determined in all the agroecosys-
tems under study, the proportions of this family were higher
in agroecological agroecosystems.

Puerta (2008) considers that the landscape can be consti-
tuted as a heterogeneous and dynamic scenario in which cer-
tain areas present a positive global balance, that is, where
there is effective regeneration, while others have a negative
balance, thus finding themselves in support or even popu-
lation regression. The macrofauna represents an indicator
of the positive ecological balance, measuring it using xi Ξ

models makes it easier to verify the existence of a positive
or negative final balance. Marchioro & Krechemer (2018)
found that Diabrotica sp. (Coleoptera: Chrysomelidae) has
species that overlap in cultivated areas. The analysis of
niches showed that they occupy a small proportion of the
suitable habitats available to them, if they invade new areas,
there is a risk of spreading into adjacent regions. Peña et al.,
(2018) states that the sustainability indices improved as more
richness or diversity of cultivated plant species was found
in the evaluated agroecosystems. For a system to be clas-
sified as sustainable in its agri-environmental dimension, it
must obtain a positive result with the functional entropy in-
dex lambda (λ), where the systemic disturbance is propor-
tionally beneficial for humans and for nature.

Carabids (Coleoptera: Carabidae), provide important ser-
vices in agroecosystems. The dominance structure of the
carabidological assemblages and the habitat preferences of
the most stenotopic species can be indicative of the suc-
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cessional state and the degree of disturbance of that agroe-
cosystem (Paleologos et al., 2007). Entropy is central in the
Second Law of Thermodynamics, in an isolated system any
activity increases entropy; in quantum mechanics, Von Neu-
mann extended entropy to quantum systems by means of the
density matrix (Pacheco, 2020).

The analytical expressions of the generalized versions of
some of the better-known continuous probability densities
tend to the classical densities generated by the Boltzmann-
Gibbs-Shannon statistic when q → 1 (Sotolongo et al.,
2009). Each of the organisms present in the agroecosystem
contributes to the total integration of functions, making it im-
possible to describe reality if we only verify the abundance
of organisms from classical statistics. In a study conducted
by Beltrán & Pinzón (2018) determined that in plantations of
advanced ages of pine, termites are interacting with the nat-
ural dynamics of the plantations by contributing to the de-
composition of cellulosic material and the improvement of
soil fertility. Pohlan et al. (2019) state that in areas around
800 meters above sea level for cocoa and coffee crops the
diversification of products and services implies an environ-
mental and ecological assessment that includes flora, fauna,
water and biomass.

Lombardi (1998) states that a widely used resource in
physics consists of representing the behaviour of dynamic
system expressing their initial state in geometric language.
The study of stability was one of the fundamental theoret-
ical elements of the Chaos Theory. Multidisciplinary studies
where mathematical and physical principles are used, not
only statistical, in a creative way; show the current rela-
tive reality and a dynamic modeling that shows the future
of agroecosystems. Campo & Duval (2014). When apply-
ing traditional indices of diversity on the vegetation, they
found that in the Lihué Calel National Park, Argentina, there
is a large number of species in the area, that the community
does not have dominant species and therefore the diversity is
greater; that it is an equitable formation and that all species
are abundant. Pohlan (2006) states that the improvement of
the quality of coffee can be extrapolated to other crops diver-
sified farms will have a much greater probability of surviv-
ing the crisis, whose main objective must always be based
on sustainability and in harmony with agroecological prin-
ciples.

Tapia et al., (1999) determined that all the agroforestry
systems they studied showed higher density of macrofauna
and biomass than the natural regeneration section. The
results suggest the improvement of the operation of recy-
cling processes in the soil and sustainability of produc-
tion. The design of precision agroecosystems should pri-
oritize organisms that perform functions to simulate the bi-

haviour of natural ecosystems; the measurement of the ex-
isting chaos product of this process can be obtained with the
biomathematical model xi Ξ and the functional entropy in-
dex lambda λ.

5 Conclusions

Agroecosystems under the conventional approach presen-
ted between 17 and 42 taxonomic families, registering a total
of 73 families of macrofauna. Agroecosystems with an agro-
ecological approach presented between 27 and 65 families
for a total of 124. The dominant presence of macrofauna
families such as Scarabaeidae, Formicidae, Chrysomelidae,
Elateridae and Noctuidae; especially the first two, influence
the final result of the model generating a tendency to negativ-
ity due to its herd behaviour. The families Lumbricidae, Rhi-
notermitidae and Acanthodrilidae, the three gregarious, push
the model towards positivity together with Polydesmidae and
Porcellionidae; with a population density lower than the pre-
vious ones. The biomathematical model xi Ξ can be used
in any agroecosystem in Nicaragua and the world; it gener-
ates polynomial equations with an agroecological approach
to simulate abundance, richness, dominance, uniformity, sta-
bility and functionality of the species. Most of the agroe-
cosystems analysed with an agroecological approach presen-
ted greater population stability of the macrofauna families
present, mostly tending towards positivity with a range of
λ between 41.36 to 127,095.41 much higher than the con-
ventional approach with a range of -81.62 to 8588.73 with a
tendency to negativity. The functional entropy index λ from
the Xi (Ξ) model quantifies the level of chaos in correspond-
ence with the attributes of diversity and functional integra-
tion of existing organisms in a defined space and time.

Acknowledgements

Our recognition to the institutions: National Agrarian Uni-
versity of Nicaragua and National Union of Farmers and
Ranchers of Nicaragua for providing support in the execu-
tion of activities in the field. A special thanks to the produ-
cers involved, to the undergraduate and graduate students for
their hard work during the development of the research.

Conflict of interest

he authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest in the
preparation and publication of this research.



H. R. Rodríguez González & D. J. Salazar Centeno / J. Agr. Rural Develop. Trop. Subtrop. 122 – 2 (2021) 299–310 309

References

Anderson, J. M., & Ingram, J. I. (1993). Tropical Soil Bio-
logy and Fertily: A Handbook of Methods. Second ed.
Wallingford: CAB International.

Barrera, J. F. (2006). Manejo holístico de plagas: Hacia un
nuevo paradigma de la protección fitosanitaria. In: Pohlan,
A. J., Soto Pinto, L., & Barrera, J. F. (eds.). El cafetal del
futuro. Aachen: Shaker Verlag, pp. 63-82.

Begon, M., Harper, J. L., & Townsend, C. R. (1996).
Ecology: From individuals to ecosystems. Fourth ed.
s.l.:Blackwell Science.

Beltrán, M. A., & Pinzón, O. P. (2018). Termitofauna (Iso-
ptera: Termitidae, Rhinotermitidae) en plantaciones de
Pinus caribaea en sabanas de la Orinoquía Colombiana.
Revista Colombiana de Entomología, 44(1), 61–71.

Botina G. B., Bibiana; Velásquez I. A., Bacca, T., Castillo,
F. J., & Dias, L. G. (2012). Evaluación de la macrofauna
del suelo en Solanum Tuberosum (Solanales: Solanaceae)
con sistemas de labranza tradicional y mínima. Boletín
Científico Museo de Historia Natural, 16(2), 69–77.

Bunge, M. (2009). Semántica II: Interpretación y verdad.
First ed. Barcelona: Gedisa.

Cabrera, A., Guerra, W., & Surís, M. (2002). Selección de
modelos de regresión para describir el patrón espacial de
Thrips palmi Karny (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) en el cul-
tivo de papa). Cultivos tropicales, 23(4), 76–81.

Cabrera, G. (2012). La macrofauna edáfica como indic-
ador biológico del estado de conservación/perturbación
del suelo. Resultados obtenidos en Cuba. Pastos y For-
rajes, 35(4), 349–364.

Campo, A. M., & Duval, V. D. (2014). Diversidad y valor
de importancia para la conservación de la vegetación nat-
ural. Parque Nacional Lihué Calel (Argentina). Anales de
Geografía, 34(2), 25–42.

Centro Internacional de Agricultura Tropical (CIAT).
(2003). El arado natural: Las comunidades de macroin-
vertebrados del suelo en las sabanas neotropicales de
Colombia. Bogotá: CIAT.

De Los Santos, P., Cruz, R., Childe, R., & Benamú,
M. A. (2019). Identificacion de grupos funcionales
de meso y macrofauna edafica en usos tradicionales
del suelo en Rivera-Uruguay. [Online] Available at:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/341201712_
Identificacion_de_grupos_funcionales_de_meso_y_
macrofauna_edafica_en_usos_tradicionales_del_suelo_
en_River_-_Uruguay. Last accessed 27 September 2020.

Domínguez, A., Bedano, J. C., & Becker, A. R. (2009).
Cambios en la comunidad de lombrices de tierra (Annel-
ida: Lumbricina) como consecuencia del uso de la técnica
de siembra directa en el Centro-Sur de Córdoba, Argen-
tina. Ciencia del Suelo, 27, 11–19.

Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) (2019). Los 10
elementos de la agroecología. Guía para la transición
hacia sistemas alimentarios y agrícolas sostenibles, Rome:
s.n.

García, R. (2008). Los pastos y su relación con los herbí-
voros: Aspectos fundamentales de la interacción pasto-
herbívoro. In: Pastos del Pirineo. Madrid: Consejo Su-
perior de Investigaciones Científicas, CSIC, pp. 9–15.

Gliessman, S. (2017). A brief history of agroecology in
Spain and Latin America. Agroecology and Sustainable
Food Systems, 41(3-4), 229–230.

Huising, J., Coe, R., Cares, J. E., Louzada, J. N., Zanetti,
R., Moreira, F. M., Susilo, F. X., Konaté, S., Noordwijk,
M. van, & Huang, S. P. (2012). Capítulo 2. Diseño y
estrategias de muestreo para la evaluación de la biodiver-
sidad del suelo. In: Manual de biología de suelos trop-
icales. Mexico DF: Instituto Nacional de Ecología, p. 53.

Instituto Nicaraguense de Estudios Territoriales (INETER)
- Universidad Nacional Agraria (UNA) (2015). Mapas
nacionales de suelos, uso potencial, coberturas y usos de
la tierra y conflictos de uso de la república de Nicaragua.
Managua: s.n.

Jost, L. (2006). Entropy and diversity. OIKOS, 113(2), 363–
375.

Lavelle, P., Blanchart, A., Spain, M., & Martin, S. (1992).
Impact of soil fauna on the properties of soils in the humid
tropics.. Myths and science of soils in the tropics, 29, 160.

Lombardi, O. (1998). La teoría del caos y el problema del
determinismo. Diálogos, 72, 21–42.

López Rizo, N. A., Flores Soza, E. L., Castillo Martínez, J.,
& Montalván Castellón, O. (2014). Plagas en cacaotales,
municipio de Siuna, 2011. Ciencia e interculturalidad,
14(1), 196–114.

Marchioro, C. A., & Krechemer, F. S. (2018). Potential
global distribution of Diabrotica species and the risks for
agricultural production. Pest Management Science, 74(9),
2100–2109.

Miranda, I. (2014). Modelación matemática de la dinám-
ica de poblaciones: desarrollo histórico y uso práctico en
Cuba. Revista de Protección Vegetal, 29(3), 157–167.



310 H. R. Rodríguez González & D. J. Salazar Centeno / J. Agr. Rural Develop. Trop. Subtrop. 122 – 2 (2021) 299–310

National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA).
(2020). TRMM Microwave Imager Precipitation Profile
L3 1 month 0.5 degree x 0.5 degree V7, Greenbelt, MD,
Goddard Earth Sciences Data and Information Services
Center (GES DISC), Washington D. C.: s.n.

Pacheco R., P. (2020). Estudio de un proceso de aprendizaje
en ciencias experimentales a partir de la Teoría del Caos.
Formación Universitaria, 13(3), 78–88.

Paleologos, M. F., Cicchino, A. C., Marasas, M. E., &
Sarandón, S. J. (2007). Las estructuras de dominancia de
los ensambles carabidológicos como indicadoras de distur-
bio en agroecosistemas. Un ejemplo en dos viñedos bajo
diferente manejo en la costa de Berisso, Buenos Aires.
Revista Brasileira de Agroecologia, 2(2), 655–659.

Peña, J., Alegre, J., & Bardales, R. (2018). Efecto de la
riqueza de las especies cultivadas en la sustentabilidad de
los sistemas agroforestales en la amazonia sur del Perú.
Ecosistemas, 27(3), 87–95.

Pohlan, A. J. (2006). El cafetal del futuro. In: Pohlan,
J., Soto, L., & Barrera, J. (eds.). El cafetal del futuro.
Aachen: Shaker Verlag, pp. 3–14.

Pohlan, A. J., Salazar Centeno, D. J., & Miranda, P. (2019).
Pilares chaves para o diagnóstico, monitoria e auditoria de
Boas Prácticas Agrícolas (BPA) através da metodologia do
Sistema de Semáforo em Cafezais de Angola. In: Poh-
lan, J. (ed.). Manual de Bom Cafeicultor das terras altas.
Duren: Shaker Verlag, pp. 9–78.

Puerta Piñero, C. (2008). Ecología de la regeneración de
Quercus Ilex a escala de paisaje: importancia de los dis-
persores y/o depredadores de semillas para el reclutami-
ento. Granada: Universidad de Granada.

Ramos, A. et al. (2010). Modelos matemáticos de optimiza-
ción. Madrid: Universidad Pontificia Comillas.

Rényi, A. (1961). On measures of entropy and information.
Berkeley: Mathematical institute.

Rodríguez González, H. R. (2014). Evaluación agronómica
con enfoque agroecológico en un sistema diversificado de
guayaba (Psidium guajava L.), Nopal (Opuntia ficus L.),
piña (Ananas comosus L.) y papaya (Carica papaya) util-
izando vermicompost, Managua, Nicaragua, 2009-2011,
Managua: s.n.

Rodríguez González, H. R., Aguilera Quiroz, Y. J., Pilarte
Morraz, M., Herradora Gutiérrez, Y. A., Galeano Altamir-
ano, N. M., García López, O. G., & Cáceres Gutiérrez,
C. I. (2017a). Diagnóstico de los diseños y manejos de
la biodiversidad de los agroecosistemas. In: Evaluación
agroecológica de dos agroecosistemas con granos básicos
en diriamba y dos en Chinandega, Nicaragua. Managua:
Universidad Nacional Agraria, pp. 21–33.

Rodríguez González, H. R., Chavarría Díaz, B. R., Martínez
Arauz, J. A., & Rocha Espinoza, J. D. (2017b). Dia-
gnóstico de los diseños y manejos de la biodiversidad de
los agroecosistemas. In: Evaluación Agroecológica de
dos Agroecosistemas con Ganado Bovino en Las Lagunas,
Boaco, Nicaragua. Managua: Universidad Nacional
Agraria, pp. 19–24.

Rodríguez González, H. R., González Merlo, L. H., Herrera
Moncada, H. J., Vargas Urbina, J. E., Laguna Ramírez, M.
J., López Montenegro, G., & Medina Acuña, R. I. (2017c)
Diagnóstico de los diseños y manejos de la biodiversidad
de los agroecosistemas. In: Evaluación agroecológica de
dos agroecosistemas con café (Coffea arabica L.) en San
Ramón y dos en Condega, Nicaragua. Managua: Univer-
sidad Nacional Agraria, pp. 20–33.

Shannon, C. E. (1948). A Mathematical Theory of Commu-
nication. The Bell System Technical Journal, 27, 379–423.

Sotolongo Costa, O., González, A., & Brouers, F. (2009).
Distribuciones estadísticas “generalizadas” a partir del
principio de máxima entropía. Revista Cubana de Física,
26(2), 262–266.

Tapia Coral, S. C., Luizao, F. J., & Wandelli, E. V.
(1999). Macrofauna da liteira em sistemas agroflorestais
sobre pastagens abandonadas na amazonia central. Acta
Amazónica, 29(3), 477–495.

Tomich, T. P., Brodt, S., Ferrris, H., Galt, R., Horwath, W.
R., Kebreab, E., Leveau, J. H. J., Liptzin, D., Lubell, M.,
Merel, P., Michelmore, R., Rosenstock, T., Scow, K., Six,
J., Williams, N., & Yang, L. (2011). Agroecology: A Re-
view from a Global-Change Perspective. Annual Review
of Environment and Resources, 36, 193–222.

Varghese, S., & Hansen-Kuhn, K. (2013). Centro de
conocimientos sobre agroecología, FAO. [Online] Avail-
able at: http://www.fao.org/agroecology/database/detail/
es/c/453666/ Last accessed 24 September 2020.

Vera Sánchez, D. A., & Pinilla Agudelo, G. A. (2020).
Aproximación preliminar a un índice multimétrico de
macroinvertebrados (IMARBO) para evaluar el estado
ecológico de rios de las cuencas altas y medias del río
Chicamocha en Boyacá, Colombia. Gestión y ambiente,
23(1), 1–36.

Wezel, A., Bellon, S., Doré, T., Francis, C., Vallod, D., &
David, C. (2009). Agroecology as a science, a movement
and a practice. A review. Agronomy for Sustainable De-
velopment, 29, 503–515.


