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Introduction

Methodology

Climate change is expected to drive major shifts in species distributions, potentially Species Distribution Models (SDM)
disrupting plant-pollinator interactions that underpin plant reproduction, genetic connectivity, and -
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Take-Home Messages

v Vanilla species show species-specific responses to climate change v Proportion of shared suitable habitat under future climate scenarios is predicted
to be relatively limited; highlighting need to develop conservation planning
v" All pollinator species are predicted to experience declines in suitable habitat, framework across Neotropics.

particularly smaller Euglossa species
v" Integrating population biology, life-history traits, behavioral plasticity, genetic

v Climate-driven shifts are likely to increase risk of Vanilla-pollinator decoupling, adaptation, and land-use and restoration strategies will be essential to further
negatively affecting pollination success and long-term population persistence. refine conservation priorities for Vanilla and its pollinators.
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