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Introduction Methods

Payments for Ecosystem Services A database of 280 observations was constructed using information from 38 original studies, dating from 1984 and published
up to 2011. Studies include both peer-reviewed (44.7%) and ‘grey’ literature (55.3%), where the discussion of PES
mechanisms has very largely taken place (Engel et al., 2008). The database covers ten Latin American countries: Costa Rica,
increasing Interest as policy Ecuador, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Mexico, El Salvador, Nicaragua, Guatemala and Honduras.

mechanisms to improve conservation Relevant literature was identified via computerized searches, using the terms (in English and in Spanish and Portuguese)
and achieve sustainable ‘water’, ‘ecosystem service(s)’, ‘environmental service(s)’, ‘watershed service(s)’, ‘water service(s)’, coupled with the terms
‘payment(s)’, ‘contract(s)’, ‘compensation’ and ‘fund(s)’. Abstracts of articles and reports identified using the keywords were
development outcomes. PES . . . T .

reviewed, and apparently appropriate articles were examined in their entirety. Reference lists were scanned for other
initiatives aim to reach mutually relevant articles.

(PES) schemes are attracting

beneficial agreements between Information from selected documents was tabulated and coded into a total of 120 variables, e.g. year of publication, scale,
providers and users of ecosystem type of service, type of action, etc., and used for the construction of a database. Efforts were made in the recoding and

, o classification of the information collected in the studies in order to homogenize the data.
services, entailing a reward

mechanism for ecosystem managers
for maintaining or improving the
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We focus on water-related services ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
since this type of service is involved

in the majority of existing schemes.
The outcomes of this analysis are
presented in the form of key
messages that serve for the
formulation of an evidence-based
conceptual model of PES schemes in
practice.

Conclusions

e The main contribution of this work is the identification of a set of key messages about PES
practice in Latin America, together with a conceptual model representing current functioning of
these schemes that distinguishes theoretically expected relationships from consistent
relationships in practice. These outputs are expected to serve as operational sources of
information for evaluation of existing schemes and the design of new ones.

e Three elements seem crucial for PES efficacy : i) action-service conditionality, ii) a good
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