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Optional/General comments 
 

Environmental perception was characterized as a relevant instrument to stimulate popular 
participation;So that the exploration of the umbuzeiro is configured as an activity of 
generating employment and income, it must be conceived and accepted by everyone in the 
Riacho da Serra Community. The community should become more involved in the 
activities, expose their expectations, wishes, visions and opinions.The relevant contribution 
of the research was stimulated by encouraging the participation of the local community 
within a process with sustainable bases, considering that it, besides knowing the 
peculiarities of the environment in which it lives, must accept the exploration of umbu as a 
sustainable activity, so that negative impacts are minimized and potential positive aspects 
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