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Abstract

:

Simple Summary


Climate change is already affecting biodiversity and will do so even more in the future. As bioclimatic parameters, such as precipitation and temperature, directly or indirectly determine the occurrence of species, the accelerated changes in these variables could have a huge impact on species distributions. In this study, we aimed to use species distribution modeling to predict the potential distribution of the Balkan Goldenring (Cordulegaster heros) and the Two-Toothed Goldenring (C. bidentata) under recent and future climatic conditions to obtain a more accurate picture of the most suitable areas over time, thus facilitating the planning of conservation projects. According to our results, these montane species are strongly influenced by climatic variables. The models predict that the two species respond differently to changes in bioclimatic variables in the size of the potential range but similarly in range shift.




Abstract


(1) Bioclimatic factors have a proven effect on species distributions in terrestrial, marine, or freshwater ecosystems. Because of anthropogenic effects, the changes in these variables are accelerated; thus, the knowledge of the impact has great importance from a conservation point of view. Two endemic dragonflies, the Balkan Goldenring (Cordulegaster heros) and the Two-Toothed Goldenring (C. bidentata), confined to the hilly and mountainous regions in Europe, are classified as “Near Threatened” according to the IUCN Red List. (2) Modeling the potential occurrence of both species under present and future climatic conditions provides a more accurate picture of the most suitable areas. The models were used to predict the responses of both species to 6 different climate scenarios for the year 2070. (3) We revealed which climatic and abiotic variables affect them the most and which areas are the most suitable for the species. We calculated how future climatic changes would affect the range of suitable areas for the two species. (4) According to our results, the suitable area for Cordulegaster bidentata and C. heros are strongly influenced by bioclimatic variables and showed an upward shift toward high elevations. The models predict a loss of suitable area in the case of C. bidentata and a large gain in the case of C. heros.
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1. Introduction


Climate change is one of the most serious global environmental threats, which affects the biodiversity of terrestrial, subterranean, marine, and freshwater ecosystems [1]. In freshwater ecosystems, the overall changes in temperature and precipitation lead to the alteration of hydrologic characteristics. Changes in the frequency, duration, and timing of precipitation and snow melt result in the unpredictable alternation of floods and droughts, which have a huge impact on freshwater species and communities [2,3]. Because of the steep topographic slope, the hydrological regime of streams in hilly and mountainous regions largely depends on precipitation regimes, which makes them one of the most vulnerable aquatic ecosystems along with their biota.



Dragonflies are amphibious animals: their larvae develop in standing or running waters, even for several years, while adults are terrestrial with a strong connection to aquatic habitats. They are key species and play an important role in both aquatic and terrestrial communities [4,5,6]. As larvae, they consume other aquatic macro-invertebrates and even vertebrates. As adults, they predate flying insects [4]. Dragonflies and damselflies function as flagship species, both as species worth preserving for their own right and as indicators of a healthy environment (clean water). Many species are sensitive to changes in their habitats and are adapted to various types of freshwaters [4,7]. Biological attributes such as the presence, diversity, and abundance of odonates are used in the bioassessment of freshwater habitats [8,9,10]. Many dragonflies in Europe are assessed as endangered or near-threatened [11]; therefore, acquiring up-to-date knowledge about their occurrence and their population size and trends is very important for their conservation. Populations mainly decline due to habitat destruction or changes in habitat quality through pollution, eutrophication, excessive water abstraction for human consumption and agriculture activities, and droughts.



Cordulegaster bidentata Selys, 1843 and C. heros Theischinger, 1979 are endemic to Europe, have overlapping ranges, and are known to co-occur sometimes within the same watercourse. Their extent of occurrence encompasses part of the Mediterranean, Alpine, Continental, and Pannonian biogeographical regions [12]. As both species are assessed as “Near threatened” [13,14,15,16], it is of major importance to protect them and conserve their habitats. We hypothesized that it might be worth applying species distribution modeling (SDM) techniques over a European scale dataset to shed light on whether climatic conditions do influence the occurrence of the species.



C. bidentata has a wide distribution occurring in Central Europe, extending to Western Europe, where populations are found in France and Belgium, southwards to the mainland of Spain and Italy, and southeastwards to mainland Greece. C. bidentata is often confined to springs and small streams in forests [12] reaching its highest abundance in first- and second-order stretches at hilly and mountainous areas (100–2100 m).



Typically, the water flows slowly on calcareous bedrock and is characterized by high hardness and conductivity [17]. Although C. bidentata covers a large geographic area, the species is confined to this specific habitat [11] and not considered abundant even in suitable habitats and was assessed as “Near Threatened” on the IUCN Red List based on the narrow habitat preferences and declining population trend [11]. C. heros mostly inhabit second-order sections of water courses with low conductivity and hardness [17] but with high dissolved oxygen contents [18]. The distribution of C. heros extends from Slovakia, Czechia, and Austria in the north to the Balkan region in the southeast [12], covering a much smaller geographic range than C. bidentata, but it is more common within its range and can even be locally abundant. C. heros is listed on the Annexes II and IV of the European Habitats Directive and was also assessed as “Near Threatened” on the IUCN Red List, based on a rather small range and declining population trend [11]. The ecological requirements of these two species may overlap, even in the same stream [19,20]. They both occur in shaded hilly and mountainous areas with a balanced water supply; however, the meso- and microhabitat characteristics play a major role in their small-scale patterns. C. heros and C. bidentata larvae prefer pools with slow water movement and small particle-sized substrates [14,17]. The streams and springs where both species occur are always located in forested areas, resulting in year-round low water temperatures and rather cool ambient temperatures, especially when compared to nearby open habitats. The dissimilarities of larva preferences between the two species could be the results of the different geographical distribution, as C. heros is widely distributed in Mediterranean areas, and larvae should have better adaptations to these types of rivers. Hence, Mediterranean streams are often temporal; thus, C. heros should cope with at least wider tolerance or niche width for temporal droughts and fluctuations of water and a higher tolerance for low oxygen levels.



Both species have relatively wide distributions, but because of their special habitat preferences, vulnerability, and sensitivity to habitat change, their distribution areas are scattered and endangered by several factors. Due to their long larval development (3–5 years), the most threatening factor is long-term drought, which can lead to local extinction [14,21,22,23]. Microclimate and water regimes are sensitive to large-scale deforestation, which is a major threat to the survival of populations of these species. Depending on the slope, the velocity of the headwaters varies from site to site, and with this also dissolved oxygen, substrate size and deposition [24,25,26], and consequently, the available larval habitat. Therefore, the slope has been generally used as a distributional proxy in studies focused on dragonfly distribution patterns [25,27,28,29,30,31,32]. Despite the relatively similar microhabitat preference, the two species’ geographic distribution significantly differs [12]. This can be the consequence of the macrohabitat and climatic niche preferences of the two species.



This raises the question of how much the occurrence of the two species, C. heros and C. bidentata, is influenced by bioclimatic and other macrohabitat variables and how the location and size of suitable areas will change under future climate conditions. Furthermore, we investigate how the two closely related species respond to climatic changes. Species can respond to global climate changes by shifting their range to occupy new suitable geographic areas tracking the species’ environmental demands [33]. Many studies have been published about observed or forecasted range shifts in elevational and poleward directions in plant and animal species [34,35].



Species distribution modeling (hereafter SDM) has been widely used in ecological and evolutionary studies across terrestrial, freshwater, and marine realms. These methods can help to identify suitable areas for endangered species, to prioritize conservation actions, to identify areas where invasive species might be present, and also to model the impact of climate change or changes in land use on the distribution of species [36,37,38,39]. There are two main model approaches used for estimating species’ potential occurrence. One is the mechanistic model in which the tolerance of a species to environmental factors is known, and this can be used to calculate where they potentially occur [40,41]. The other is the correlative model approach, in which we do not apply specific tolerance values but rely on a species’ realized distribution to approximate its realized ecological niche [36,42]. Correlative models use data from species observations and selected environmental data with the aim of finding correlations between the known occurrences and the environmental variables and evaluating how the macrohabitat variables determine the distribution of a given species, and testing the result against a portion of training data [25,43,44]. Based on the similarity of environmental variables, the relationship between environment and distribution can be extrapolated across space and time, allowing us to predict a species’ potential distribution at present or in the future and for different geographic regions. Here, we test whether these species with wide niche overlap and distinct degrees of rarity will have similar future distribution patterns in light of climate change.



We decided to use two out of the four available representative concentration pathways (RCP) to simplify calculations. The RCP 4.5 was chosen as it is mentioned as an intermediate or low radiative forcing scenario according to the IPCC 2014 Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report [45]. It predicts the carbon will peak in the atmosphere around 2040, then it shows a decline. The other scenario we used is a high radiative forcing scenario, the RCP 8.5, which is the worst-case scenario, predicting a continuous rise of CO2 in the atmosphere through the 21st century.



The aims of this study are (a) the use of SDMs to describe the current potential distribution of the target species over a European scale dataset; (b) to identify the bioclimatic and topographic macrohabitat drivers of their distributions; and (c) to predict responses to climate change and define the stable, not stable, or potential new distribution area of the species, and the distribution shift. Using niche models, we predict how climate change might affect suitable habitats and impact the distribution of both species. By modeling the potential occurrence of both Cordulegaster species, SDMs provide large-scale predictions of present and future suitable areas for the species, which can inform the planning and implementation of monitoring projects and support conservation decision making, particularly in the face of climate change. We hypothesize that changes in the distributional pattern of C. bidentata and C. heros species will be highly different despite they are closely related species; differences in their habitat requirements can be detected, and these differences will be escalated by climate change.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Occurrence Data


To model Cordulegaster heros and C. bidentata, occurrence data were collected and digitized from 88 faunistic articles, 6 citizen science surveys, national and international databases (e.g., GBIF, iNaturalist, Odonata.it), and from personal communication, supplemented with our own data from field samplings. The list of data sources can be found in the online Supplementary Materials. The collected dataset covers the whole distribution range of the two species according to the Atlas of the European dragonflies and damselflies [12]. The collected records comprise data on larvae, exuviae, and adults. We used only georeferenced or highly accurate data (inaccuracy less than 5 km, UTM data with a maximum of 10 km resolution). Data that did not fulfill these requirements were omitted from the analyses. The data were digitized using QGIS.



Since occurrence data come from several countries with uneven sampling effort over the species range, our original dataset was spatially resampled to avoid spatial bias [46]. The occurrence data were subsampled, keeping only those records that are at least 10 km apart from each other. The data were selected randomly with 1000 iterations to keep as many records as possible with the least information loss. A total of 108 (of 874) and 743 (of 1839) records for C. heros and C. bidentata, respectively, were used for building the model.




2.2. Environmental Variables


As the main aim of the study is to identify potentially suitable future areas for both Cordulegaster species, we used climatic variables available for future scenarios of climate change. The climatic data were supplemented with topographic variables, which are expected to remain unchanged across the relevant time period for our models but make our input dataset more robust. To represent current conditions, eight bioclimatic variables (bio_2: Mean Diurnal Range; bio_4: Temperature Seasonality; bio_10: Mean Temperature of Warmest Quarter; bio_11: Mean Temperature of Coldest Quarter; bio_12: Annual Precipitation, bio_17: Precipitation of Driest Quarter; bio_18: Precipitation of Warmest Quarter; bio_19: Precipitation of Coldest Quarter) and two topographic variables (altitude and slope) were considered. Bioclimatic variables were downloaded from the WorldClim database [47,48] at 5 arcminutes (about 6.5 km at 45° latitude) resolution. Elevation data from SRTM (Shuttle Radar Topography Mission) were downloaded with the ‘getData’ command from the UCDAVIS portal (biogeo.ucdavis.edu), and the slope was calculated with the ‘raster’ package in R [49]. Variables were projected and resampled to the same Coordinate Reference System (CRS WGS84) at a 5 arcminute resolution using the ‘raster’ package in R, and then all of them were cropped and masked to the study area. To define the study area, a buffer was drawn around the species known presence data and calculated with the ‘rgeos’ package [50] gBuffer command with 2.5 decimal degrees. At that size, contiguous areas were formed around the known occurrence data of the species.



We have to bear in mind that, for different species, the ability to disperse and adapt to changes can greatly influence the occurrence patterns of a species. Thus, the predictions calculated by the models can differ greatly from the actual occurrence conditions depending on different dispersal abilities. Two main dispersal types are considered in distribution modeling. One is unlimited dispersal, in which different predictions project suitable habitats over the whole study area, and the other is the no dispersal type, in which the predictions for the future are restricted to the current known range [25,51,52]. In the present study, modeling was performed assuming unlimited dispersal capacity.



When building a model, the selection of predictors has paramount importance as too many variables can increase the risk of collinearity and cause overparameterization, which can distort the accuracy of the models [25]. Therefore, as few variables as possible were selected from the WorldClim database and topographic variables, with the use of correlation analysis to minimize multicollinearity. With the ‘fuzzySim’ package [53] in R, the predictor variables were analyzed with ‘multicol’ to define the multicollinearity and, then filtered with the ‘corSelect’ tool to analyze pairwise correlations between variables specified to Pearson correlation coefficient with 0.8 correlation threshold. The filtered variables were clustered by using a pairwise correlation test, and from the remaining highly correlated groups, the most important variables were selected. A total of six variables per species were kept. The maximum remaining correlation between the selected variables was 0.76 for C. bidentata and 0.72 for C. heros.




2.3. Future Climate Variables


For future conditions, the same bioclimatic variables were considered for the year 2070. Two representative concentration pathways (RCP; 4.5 and 8.5) and three selected Global Circulation Models (GCM) were used for both species: for C. bidentata, the BCC-CSM1-1, CCSM4, and the NorESM1-M, and for C. heros BCC-CSM1-1, NorESM1-M, and MPI-ESM-LR. Both were derived from the Coupled Model Intercomparison Project Phase 5 (CMIP5; available at WorldClim portal, www.worldclim.org) (accessed on 27 May 2020).



The applied GCMs were selected by using the GCM CompareR tool [54] because circulation models have different accuracies in different areas. For selection, two bioclimatic variables were used, bio_2 and bio_12 for C. bidentata and bio_4 and bio_10 for C. heros, which proved to be decisive based on preliminary modeling of the species. For the study area, the occurrence area of the two species was marked separately with a rectangle. The tool calculated an ensemble for the available circulation models for RCP 8.5 for the year 2070 in the study area, and then the three GCMs, which showed the least difference from the ensemble could be selected.




2.4. Algorithm Selection


The most appropriate model algorithms were selected using the ‘BIOMOD2′ software package version 3.4.6 [55], a package that is an Ensemble Platform for Species Distribution Modeling. In the pre-model selection, 5 widely used model algorithms (GBM: generalized boosting model, ANN: artificial neural network, GLM: generalized linear model, MARS: multiple adaptive regression splines, RF: random forest) were run from the ‘BIOMOD2′ package in five runs and with 5000 randomly selected pseudoabsence data, as absence data were not available for the entire distribution of the species. The data were split into 70% training and 30% testing data sets. The pre-selection process shows that, on average, two machine learning algorithms, the GBM (generalized boosted model) [56,57] in the case of C. heros and the RF (random forest [58]) in the case of C. bidentata, performed the best according to ROC metric (receiver operating characteristic) [59], for identifying potentially suitable areas for the occurrence of these species; thus, these were used for modeling.




2.5. Modeling


The schematic flowchart of the modeling process is shown in Figure 1. Final models were run using GBM and RF algorithms (for C. heros and C. bidentata, respectively) with default settings in BIOMOD 2. It allows the use of several built-in algorithms for ensemble modeling of species distributions and spatial projection of predictions.



Five pseudoabsence datasets were used in the modeling, and each was composed of 5000 pseudo-absences selected randomly from the study area. A total of 50 models were run per species, consisting of 10 replicates per each of the five pseudoabsence datasets. A threshold-dependent ensemble was performed for species with threshold ROC > 0.8, and the results of the selected models were projected for the present and all future scenarios. The projections for the present conditions show an ensemble of the results of the selected models. The projections were converted to binary maps with maximized sum threshold method (MTSS) in BIOMOD 2 [60]. The binary projections of the three different RCPs were combined with averaging. The projections for the future show the differences in the suitable areas through the scenarios. The loss, gain, and stable areas were calculated with the BIOMOD_RangeSize function. For the projections, the ‘raster’ and ‘maptools’ packages in R [61] were used. Variable importance was averaged across all selected models. The importance of the variables was plotted using the ‘ggplot’ package in R [62]. The future projections were also examined for altitudinal shifts compared to the present projections. The altitude values corresponding to the raster cells defined as suitable for the present and future ensembles were extracted, and their respective averages were compared to quantify the shift.





3. Results


3.1. Present Distribution


The predicted suitable area for both species under current climatic conditions is presented in Figure 2. The mean predictive accuracy of the selected models based on ROC value was 0.85 in the case of C. bidentata (minimum 0.82, maximum 0.87), and 50 models in the ensemble were used. The mean of ROC values in the case of C. heros is 0.83 (minimum 0.77, maximum 0.88), and 42 models were used for the ensemble.




3.2. Ecological Niche Characteristics of the Species


The importance of environmental variables (permutation-based variable importance values, hereafter: VI) for each model is given in Table 1 and visualized in Figure 3. The most important variables for C. bidentata are annual precipitation (bio_12, VI = 0.390) and slope (VI = 0.295). For C. heros, temperature seasonality (bio_4, VI = 0.265) and altitude (VI = 0.228) contribute the most among variables.




3.3. Future Projections


According to the models, the suitable range of C. heros largely increases in both scenarios. The area gain is 37% with RCP 4.5 and 121% with RCP 8.5. while the loss of suitable area is 15.6% and 10.39% in RCP 4.5 and RCP 8.5, respectively (Table 2, Figure 4). In the case of C. bidentata, the projections show a large decrease in the contiguous suitable area not only in southern Italy and Sicily but also in northern areas in Germany and Czechia. Altogether the central part of the area remained stable in both scenarios. The loss is 35.1% in RCP 4.5 and 40.8% in the case of RCP 8.5, while the amount of gain in suitable areas is 10.1% and 12.1%, respectively (Table 2, Figure 4).



C. bidentata distribution range shows an elevation shift in both future scenarios. The mean altitude is 893 m in the present projections and increases to 1130 m in RCP 4.5 and 1112 m in RCP 8.5. (Figure 4a,c and Figure 5a). The forecasts for suitable areas of C. heros also show an upward shift in the elevation values. The mean altitude is 501 m in the present projections, which slightly increases to 544 m in RCP 4.5 and 574 m in RCP 8.5. (Figure 4b,d and Figure 5b).





4. Discussion


Climate change is one of the most threatening factors affecting freshwater communities globally [63,64]. Therefore, modeling and understanding the potential impacts of this phenomenon is of paramount importance for the conservation and survival of species [25,65]. Species distribution modeling is a widely used tool to predict the present and future distribution of species, but it also has limitations. Probably the most important in our analyses are the incomplete records of the presence or absence of the species due to the lack of surveys in different areas and due to the low availability of data inherent to large-scale works such as this. To minimize the negative effects of the lack of data coverage, we filtered the training and test data for reliable, spatially declustered, and georeferenced occurrence data, resulting in a considerably sized and accurate dataset (108 and 743 records) and generated pseudoabsence datasets according to them. Another limitation is the lack of high-resolution background data on hydrology and microhabitat at the European scale and for the relevant time period, which we tried to minimize by considering bioclimatic and topographic variables that could act as proxies for these important ecological parameters. Finally, while distribution models are a valuable tool for conservation planning, their predictions are best used when validated with complementary information. While macroclimatic assessments of climate change responses are valuable for the detection of loss of suitable areas, their use for the identification of potential refugia should be complemented with independent data on dispersal corridors and suitable microhabitats.



In this study, distribution models were used to determine which macrohabitat variables best predict habitat suitability for Cordulagaster heros and C. bidentata. Although our models have low spatial resolution and are best suited for determining macrohabitat preferences, they likely correlate with several ecologically relevant microhabitat factors.



C. bidentata prefers spring streams or small upper courses of streams with high oxygen concentrations [17,18,66]. This species is also closely related to limestone and karst springs, whose water supply is irregular and highly correlated with precipitation. As can be seen from our results (Figure 3, Table 1, the most significant topographic variable for C. bidentata was slope. A higher slope contributes to an increase in water flow, resulting in higher dissolved oxygen [67]. Among the climatic background variables of this species, an increase in annual precipitation (bio_12) is highly important, as it greatly influences the flow regime of small springs and streams, the key habitat of C. bidentata. C. heros can be found on hilly and mountainous streams in the Balkans and Central Europe. Based on our models, it can be stated that among the topographic variables, the slope is a less important variable than the altitude for C. heros. Among the temperature variables, temperature seasonality plays an important role. The mean temperature of the warmest quarter also has a decisive impact on areas suitable for the species. Among the precipitation variables, the precipitation of the driest quarter proved to be important, which can also be related to the importance of water supply.



The high accuracy of our ensemble models for the present climatic conditions is demonstrated not only by the high ROC but by the fact that the predicted distribution areas highly overlap with the known occurrences, according to our own data, the Atlas of the European dragonflies and damselflies [68] and the IUCN 2021 red list maps [21,69]. Thus, we assume that in the suitable areas where there are no known presence data, the species could theoretically occur given suitable biotic conditions (e.g., predation, competition) and a lack of relevant movement constraints. Our results will definitely contribute to very efficient specific surveys in the predicted areas for these Cordulegaster species.



The data for future conditions were projected to predict the effect of climate changes on their distribution and to identify the potentially stable areas where the circumstances are suitable for the species under current and future climatic conditions. Both studied dragonfly species showed high sensitivity to changes in climatic variables. The present area suitable for both species and the predicted area are different as different macrohabitat variables influence their occurrence. The large differences in the future projections can be attributed to the fact that these different bioclimatic variables change at different scales and directions in the future.



Elevational and latitudinal distribution shifts have been observed for many organisms in response to climate change [35]. Several studies focus on the observed and predicted shifts of odonates [29,34,70,71,72]. The forecasts for suitable areas of C. heros and C. bidentata showed an upward shift in the direction of higher elevation values. C. heros can, like many other lotic species with good sipersal ability [68], resist temporary drought periods [14,73]. Therefore, we assume that it will be able to follow the shift of suitable climate. We predict that the main range of C. bidentata is likely to remain stable around the Alps, the Pyrenees, and the Dinaric Mountains in the Balkans because in these large and continuous regions the species may move to higher elevations. Where movement to higher elevations is not possible, it is expected that the species will not be able to find suitable areas, such as in northern France, parts of Germany or southern Italy (Figure 4), and will face local extinctions.



C. heros belongs to the boltoni subgroup within the Cordulegaster genus [74] and is closely related to this species [18]. C. heros is replaced by C. boltonii (Donovan, 1807) in the north and west of its range and by another species of this subgroup, C. picta Selys, 1854, in the southeast. The current distribution of C. heros is limited by its sister species C. boltonii in the rest of Europe as the result of glaciation during the ice ages in Europe and the recolonization. Most likely, C. heros or its predecessor survived these cold periods in the southern Balkans and could not move northwards because of the presence of the Carpathian and other mountain ranges, which was still partly covered by snow and ice. Our models forecast the areas suitable for C. heros and predict their occurrence in southern Poland and Czechia. As these areas are known to be occupied by C. boltonii, the occurrence of C. heros is unlikely. The bidentata group contains C. bidentata, which is widespread in Europe. C. helladica Lohmann, 1993 and C. insignis Schneider, 1845. C. bidentata border the range of C. helladica in Greece and C. insignis in the eastern Balkans. The species in the groups are parapatric, and this is relevant for species distribution modeling as the edges of the range are not directly a result of environmental constraints but of suitable habitats already occupied by one of its sister species [75]. This often can result in a rather sharp border between the study species and its close relatives. This has an impact on the current distribution but also potential shifts in distribution. For this reason, the predicted distributional areas can be changed, however at an unpredictable way, by interspecific relations. Both model species are threatened by increased drought periods and drying up of habitats, as seen in the southern Balkans, including Romania, or in the south of France, where former populations are known to have gone extinct [21,69]. The extinction could be a result of rainfall deficiency or water scarcity due to extraction, such as in Greece and many parts of the Mediterranean [21,69]. The ongoing long periods of drought due to climate change and their long-term effects, combined with an increase in water abstraction from streams and rivers, increase the extinction risk. Planning and prioritizing conservation management for these species is, therefore, a high priority.



As all European Cordulegaster species have narrow habitat preferences, they are often the only odonate species occurring at a specific point. At the more open, sunny patches along the forest streams, the nearly other species occasionally present is the damselfly Calopteryx virgo, Linnaeus, 1758, but the larvae have other microhabitat preferences. Cordulegaster larvae are burrowers and live in detritus, mud, sand, and between fallen leaves in the water. Larvae of Calopteryx virgo prefer small twigs and underwater vegetation where they forage. The habitat of both Cordulegaster species is very local in the Balkans, shared with Caliaeschna microstigma Schneider, 1845. This species seems to co-habit very well with both Cordulegaster species, as in nearly half of the localities, at least one Cordulegaster species is present [76].



Our work reveals that the suitable area of these species will shift and/or decrease under future climatic conditions. We assume that other species with similar climatic requirements, such as Caliaeschna microstigma in the southern Balkans, would show similar responses in the future. On the one hand, we determined areas that are suitable for these species at present but are threatened by changing climate conditions. On the other hand, we determined the safest areas for survival against the negative effects of climate change, and this way, we could design species protection programs. In these areas, special attention must be paid to reducing the human factors that negatively affect these species’ habitats, such as water extraction, deforestation, and pollution. Intensive monitoring and protection of these safe areas are key to the survival of these species.
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Author Contributions


Investigation, J.F., G.D.K., J.P., P.B., E.M. and M.D.; Formal analysis, J.F.; Methodology, J.F., E.M., G.V. and M.D.; Writing—original draft, J.F., G.D.K., M.D., J.P., E.M., P.B. and G.V.; Supervision, J.P., G.D.K., P.B., G.V. and M.D., Visualization, J.F.; Writing—Review and Editing, J.P., G.D.K., M.D., P.B., E.M., G.V. and J.F. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.




Funding


This research is part of the COST action CA15113 SMIRES, Science and Management of Intermittent Rivers and Ephemeral Streams. Authors were financially supported by the ÚNKP-22-4 New National Excellence Program of the Ministry for Culture and Innovation from the National Research, Development and Innovation Fund (JF), by the National Research Development and Innovation Office (NKFIH FK 135 136, PB, GV; NKFIH KKP 144068, JP), by the János Bolyai Research Scholarship of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences BO-00106-21 (PB) and by the ÚNKP-22-5 New National Excellence Program of the Ministry for Innovation and Technology from the source of the National Research, Development and Innovation Fund (PB).




Data Availability Statement


The script, the model outputs, and the public occurrence data with citations are available online (http://freshwater-ecology.com:3838/CordSDM/) (accessed on 28 March 2023) or on request from the authors.




Acknowledgments


Special thanks to Miloš Jović, Ewa Miłaczewska, the ODONATA.it database, and the Slovene Dragonfly Society for providing us with a large amount of data and for Ákos Bede-Fazekas and Fernando Martínez-Freiría for their outstanding help and great ideas in implementing the modeling.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



IPCC. Summary for Policymakers. In Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; Masson-Delmotte, V., Zhai, P., Pirani, A., Connors, S.L., Péan, C., Berger, S., Caud, N., Chen, Y., Goldfarb, L., Gomis, M.I., et al., Eds.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2021. [Google Scholar]

	



Malmqvist, B.; Rundle, S. Threats to the running water ecosystems of the world. Environ. Conserv. 2002, 29, 134–153. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Palmer, M.A.; Lettenmaier, D.P.; Poff, N.L.; Postel, S.L.; Richter, B.; Warner, R. Climate change and river ecosystems: Protection and adaptation options. Environ. Manag. 2009, 44, 1053–1068. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Corbet, P.S. Dragonflies: Behaviour and Ecology of Odonata; Harley Books: Colchester, UK, 1999. [Google Scholar]

	



Thorp, J.H.; Cothran, M.L. Regulation of Freshwater Community Structure at Multiple Intensities of Dragonfly Predation. Ecology 1984, 65, 1546–1555. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Van Buskirk, J. Interactive effects of dragonfly predation in experimental pond communities. Ecology 1988, 69, 857–867. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Worthen, W.; Fravel, R.; Horne, C. Downstream Changes in Odonate (Insecta: Odonata) Communities along a Suburban to Urban Gradient: Untangling Natural and Anthropogenic Effects. Insects 2021, 12, 201. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Brown, K.S., Jr. Conservation of neotropical environments: Insects as indicators. In The Conservation of Insects and Their Habitats; Collins, N.M., Thomas, J.A., Eds.; Academic Press: London, UK, 1991; pp. 349–404. [Google Scholar]

	



Samways, M.J.; Steytler, N.S. Dragonfly (Odonata) distribution patterns in urban and forest landscapes, and recommendations for riparian management. Biol. Conserv. 1996, 78, 279–288. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Watson, J.A.L.; Arthington, A.H.; Conrick, D.L. Effect of sewage effluent on dragonflies of Bulimba Creek, Brisbane. Aust. J. Mar. Freshw. Res. 1982, 33, 517–528. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kalkman, V.J.; Boudot, J.-P.; Bernard, R.; Conze, K.-J.; De Knijf, G.; Dyatlova, E.; Ferreira, S.; Jović, M.; Ott, J.; Riservato, E.; et al. European Red List of Dragonflies; Publications Office of the European Union: Luxembourg, 2010. [Google Scholar]

	



Boudot, J.P.; Kalkman, V.J. (Eds.) Atlas of the European Dragonflies and Damselflies; KNNV Publishing: Leiden, The Netherlands, 2015. [Google Scholar]

	



Balázs, A.; Fric, Z.F.; Holuša, O. Flying activity and population dynamics of Cordulegaster heros Theischinger, 1979 (Insecta: Odonata: Cordulegastridae) in Slovakia. Int. J. Odonatol. 2020, 23, 155–163. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Boda, R.; Bereczki, C.; Pernecker, B.; Mauchart, P.; Csabai, Z. Life history and multiscale habitat preferences of the red-listed Balkan Goldenring, Cordulegaster heros Theischinger, 1979 (Insecta, Odonata), in South-Hungarian headwaters: Does the species have mesohabitat-mediated microdistribution? Hydrobiologia 2015, 760, 121–132. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fekete, J.; Ézsöl, T.; Kloknicer, T.; Katona, G. Further data on Cordulegaster bidentata Selys, 1873 from the territory of Bükk National Park. Folia Hist.-Nat. Musei Matra. 2018, 42, 11–14. Available online: http://real.mtak.hu/id/eprint/142017 (accessed on 28 March 2023).

	



IUCN (2021): International Union for Conservation of Nature Annual Report; IUCN: Gland, Switzerland, 2022.

	



Lang, C.; Müller, H.; Waringer, J.A. Larval habitats and longitudinal distribution patterns of Cordulegaster heros Theischinger and C. bidentata Sélys in an Austrian forest stream (Anisoptera: Cordulegastridae). Odonatologica 2001, 30, 395–409. [Google Scholar]

	



Froufe, E.; Ferreira, S.; Boudot, J.P.; Alves, P.C.; Harris, D.J. Molecular phylogeny of the Western Palaearctic Cordulegaster taxa (Odonata: Anisoptera: Cordulegastridae). Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2014, 111, 49–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ambrus, A.; Bánkuti, K.; Kovács, T. Adatok az Északborsodi-hegyvidék Odonata faunájához. Folia Hist.-Nat. Musei Matra. 1994, 19, 51–58. Available online: http://real.mtak.hu/141193/1/51-58.pdf (accessed on 28 March 2023).

	



De Knijf, G.; Vanappelghem, C.; Demolder, H. Odonata from Montenegro, with notes on taxonomy, regional diversity and conservation. Odonatologica 2013, 42, 1–29. Available online: https://purews.inbo.be/ws/files/289719/DeKnijf_etal_2013_Odonatologica.pdf (accessed on 28 March 2023).

	



Boudot, J.-P. IUCN Red List of Threatened Species (IUCN SSC Dragonfly Specialist Group) Cordulegaster heros: 2018. [CrossRef]

	



Csordás, L.; Ferincz, Á.; Lőkkös, A.; Rozner, G.Y. New data on the distribution of Large Golden Ringed Dragonfly (Cordulegaster heros Theischinger, 1979) (Odonata) in Zselic hills. Nat. Som. 2009, 15, 53–56. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rozner Gy Ferincz, Á.; Miókovics, E. Adatok a (Cordulegaster bidentata Sélys, 1843) és a kétcsíkos hegyiszitakötő (Cordulegaster heros Theischinger, 1979) elterjedéséhez a Bakonyban. Természetvédelmi Közlemények 2012, 18, 447–455. [Google Scholar]

	



Bahlo, K. Rheobionte Libellen (Odonata) in Fliessgewässern der Lüneburger Heide (Niedersachsen). Braunschw. Nat. Schr. 1989, 3, 407–418. [Google Scholar]

	



Collins, S.D.; McIntyre, N.E. Modeling the distribution of odonates: A review. Freshw. Sci. 2015, 34, 1144–1158. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gibbs, K.E.; Bradeen, B.; Boland, D. Spatial and Temporal Segregation Among Six Species of Coexisting Ophiogomphus (Odonata: Gomphidae) in the Aroostook River, Maine. Northeast. Nat. 2004, 11, 295–312. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Corser, J.D. Status and Ecology of a Rare Gomphid Dragonfly at the Northern Extent of its Range. Northeast. Nat. 2010, 17, 341–345. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



De Almeida, M.C.; Cortes, L.G.; De Marco, P., Jr. New records and a niche model for the distribution of two Neotropical damselflies: Schistolobos boliviensis and Tuberculobasis inversa (Odonata: Coenagrionidae). Insect Conserv. Divers. 2010, 3, 252–256. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Domisch, S.; Jähnig, S.C.; Haase, P. Climate-change winners and losers: Stream macroinvertebrates of a submontane region in Central Europe. Freshw. Biol. 2011, 56, 2009–2020. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Domisch, S.; Araújo, M.B.; Bonada, N.; Pauls, S.U.; Jähnig, S.C.; Haase, P. Modelling distribution in European stream macroinvertebrates under future climates. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2013, 19, 752–762. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Finch, J.M.; Samways, M.J.; Hill, T.R.; Piper, S.E.; Taylor, S. Application of predictive distribution modelling to invertebrates: Odonata in South Africa. Biodivers. Conserv. 2006, 15, 4239–4251. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Howard, T.G. Salmon River Watershed Inventory and Landscape Analysis; New York Natural Heritage Program: Albany, NY, USA, 2006. [Google Scholar]

	



Lenoir, J.; Gégout, J.C.; Marquet, P.A.; De Ruffray, P.; Brisse, H. A Significant Upward Shift in Plant Species Optimum Elevation during the 20th Century. Science 2008, 320, 1768–1771. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



De Knijf, G.; Flenker, U.; Vanappelghem, C.; Manci, C.O.; Kalkman, V.J.; Demolder, H. The status of two boreo-alpine species,Somatochlora alpestrisandS. arctica, in Romania and their vulnerability to the impact of climate change (Odonata: Corduliidae). Int. J. Odonatol. 2011, 14, 111–126. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lenoir, J.; Svenning, J.-C. Latitudinal and Elevational Range Shifts under Contemporary Climate Change. In Encyclopedia of Biodiversity, 2nd ed.; Levin, S., Ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2013; pp. 599–611. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Elith, J.; Leathwick, J.R. Species Distribution Models: Ecological Explanation and Prediction across Space and Time. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 2009, 40, 677–697. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kaschner, K.; Tittensor, D.P.; Ready, J.; Gerrodette, T.; Worm, B. Current and Future Patterns of Global Marine Mammal Biodiversity. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e19653. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mizsei, E.; Üveges, B.; Vági, B.; Szabolcs, M.; Lengyel, S.; Pfliegler, W.P.; Nagy, Z.T.; Tóth, J.P. Species distribution modelling leads to the discovery of new populations of one of the least known European snakes, Vipera ursinii graeca, in Albania. Amphib. -Reptil. 2016, 37, 55–68. Available online: https://brill.com/view/journals/amre/37/1/article-p55_6.xml (accessed on 28 March 2023). [CrossRef]

	



Srivastava, V.; Lafond, V.; Griess, V.C. Species distribution models (SDM): Applications, benefits and challenges in invasive species management. CABI Rev. 2019, 1–3. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bennie, J.; Wilson, R.; Maclean, I.; Suggitt, A. Seeing the woods for the trees—When is microclimate important in species distribution models? Glob. Chang. Biol. 2014, 20, 2699–2700. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kearney, M.R.; Porter, W.P. NicheMapR—An R package for biophysical modelling: The microclimate model. Ecography 2017, 40, 664–674. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Peterson, A.T.; Soberón, J.; Pearson, R.G.; Anderson, R.P.; Martínez-Meyer, E.; Nakamura, M.; Araújo, M.B. Ecological niches and geographic distributions (MPB-49). In Ecological Niches and Geographic Distributions (MPB-49); Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	



Guisan, A.; Tingley, R.; Baumgartner, J.B.; Naujokaitis-Lewis, I.; Sutcliffe, P.R.; Tulloch, A.I.T.; Regan, T.J.; Brotons, L.; Mcdonald-Madden, E.; Mantyka-Pringle, C.; et al. Predicting species distributions for conservation decisions. Ecol. Lett. 2013, 16, 1424–1435. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lannuzel, G.; Balmot, J.; Dubos, N.; Thibault, M.; Fogliani, B. High-resolution topographic variables accurately predict the distribution of rare plant species for conservation area selection in a narrow-endemism hotspot in New Caledonia. Biodivers. Conserv. 2021, 30, 963–990. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



IPCC. Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; Core Writing Team, Pachauri, R.K., Meyer, L.A., Eds.; IPCC: Geneva, Switzerland, 2014; 151p. [Google Scholar]

	



Bystriakova, N.; Peregrym, M.; Erkens, R.H.; Bezsmertna, O.; Schneider, H. Sampling bias in geographic and environmental space and its effect on the predictive power of species distribution models. Syst. Biodivers. 2012, 10, 305–315. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fick, S.E.; Hijmans, R.J. WorldClim 2: New 1-km spatial resolution climate surfaces for global land areas. Int. J. Climatol. 2017, 37, 4302–4315. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



WorldClim, Maps, Graphs, Tables, and DATA of the Globla Climate. Available online: http://www.worldclim.org/ (accessed on 16 July 2020).

	



Hijmans, R.J. (2020) raster: Geographic Data Analysis and Modeling. R package version 2.8–19. 2019. Available online: https://cran.r-project.org/package=raster (accessed on 22 April 2019).

	



Bivand, R.; Rundel, C.; Pebesma, E.; Stuetz, R.; Hufthammer, K.O.; Bivand, M.R. Package ‘rgeos’. The Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN). 2017.

	



Franklin, J. Moving beyond static species distribution models in support of conservation biogeography: Moving beyond static species distribution models. Divers. Distrib. 2010, 16, 321–330. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pearson, R.G.; Thuiller, W.; Araújo, M.B.; Martínez-Meyer, E.; Brotons, L.; McClean, C.; Miles, L.; Segurado, P.; Dawson, T.; Lees, D.C. Model-based uncertainty in species range prediction. J. Biogeogr. 2006, 33, 1704–1711. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Barbosa, A.M. fuzzySim: Applying fuzzy logic to binary similarity indices in ecology. Methods Ecol. Evol. 2015, 6, 853–858. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fajardo, J.; Corcoran, D.; Roehrdanz, P.R.; Hannah, L.; Marquet, P.A. GCM compare R: A web application to assess differences and assist in the selection of general circulation models for climate change research. Methods Ecol. Evol. 2020, 11, 656–663. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Thuiller, W.; Georges, D.; Engler, R.; Breiner, F.; Georges, M.D.; Thuiller, C.W. Package ‘biomod2′. Species distribution modeling within an ensemble forecasting framework. Ecography 2016, 32, 369–373. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Elith, J.; Leathwick, J.R.; Hastie, T. A working guide to boosted regression trees. J. Anim. Ecol. 2008, 77, 802–813. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ridgeway, G. Generalized Boosted Models: A Guide to the Gbm Package. 2012. Available online: http://gradientboostedmodels.googlecode.com/git/gbm/inst/doc/gbm.pdf (accessed on 12 April 2018).

	



Breiman, L. Random forests. Mach. Learn. 2001, 45, 5–32. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fawcett, T. An introduction to ROC analysis. Pattern Recognit. Lett. 2006, 27, 861–874. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, C.; Berry, P.M.; Dawson, T.P.; Pearson, R.G. Selecting thresholds of occurrence in the prediction of species distributions. Ecography 2005, 28, 385–393. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lewin-Koh, J.N.; Bivand, R. “Package ‘Maptools’: Tools for Reading and Handling Spatial Objects,” R Package Version 1.1-6. 2022. Available online: https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/maptools/index.html (accessed on 2 December 2022).

	



Wickham, H. ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis; Springer-Verlag: New York, NY, USA, 2016; ISBN 978-3-319-24277-4. Available online: https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org (accessed on 15 February 2019).

	



Allan, J.D.; Palmer, M.; Poff, N.L. Climate change and freshwater ecosystems. In Climate Change and Biodiversity; Yale University Press: New Haven, CT, USA, 2005; pp. 274–290. [Google Scholar]

	



Xenopoulos, M.A.; Lodge, D.M.; Alcamo, J.; Marker, M.; Schulze, K.; Van Vuuren, D.P. Scenarios of freshwater fish extinctions from climate change and water withdrawal. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2005, 11, 1557–1564. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Porfirio, L.L.; Harris, R.M.B.; Lefroy, E.C.; Hugh, S.; Gould, S.F.; Lee, G.; Bindoff, N.L.; Mackey, B. Improving the Use of Species Distribution Models in Conservation Planning and Management under Climate Change. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e113749. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ambrus, A.; Danyik, T.; Kovács, T.; Olajos, P. Magyarország Szitakötőinek Kézikönyve; Magyar Természettudományi Múzeum: Herman Ottó Intézet: Hungary, Budapest, 2018; 290p. [Google Scholar]

	



Hynes, H.B.N. The Ecology of Running Waters; Liverpool University Press: Liverpool, UK, 1970; Volume 555. [Google Scholar]

	



Kalkman, V.J.; Boudot, J.-P.; Bernard, R.; De Knijf, G.; Suhling, F.; Termaat, T. Diversity and conservation of European dragonflies and damselflies (Odonata). Hydrobiologia 2018, 811, 269–282. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Boudot, J.-P. IUCN Red List of Threatened Species (IUCN SSC Dragonfly Specialist Group) Cordulegaster bidentata: 2018. [CrossRef]

	



Grewe, Y.; Hof, C.; Dehling, D.M.; Brandl, R.; Brändle, M. Recent range shifts of European dragonflies provide support for an inverse relationship between habitat predictability and dispersal. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 2012, 22, 403–409. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hickling, R.; Roy, D.B.; Hill, J.K.; Thomas, C.D. A northward shift of range margins in British Odonata. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2005, 11, 502–506. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hickling, R.; Roy, D.B.; Hill, J.K.; Fox, R.; Thomas, C.D. The distributions of a wide range of taxonomic groups are expanding polewards. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2006, 12, 450–455. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pernecker, B.; Mauchart, P.; Csabai, Z. What to do if streams go dry? Behaviour of Balkan Goldenring (Cordulegaster heros, Odonata) larvae in a simulated drought experiment in SW Hungary. Ecol. Entomol. 2020, 45, 1457–1465. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Boudot, J.P. Les Cordulegaster du Paléarctique occidental: Identification et répartition (Odonata, Anisoptera, Cordulegastridae). Martinia 2001, 17, 3–34. [Google Scholar]

	



Schneider, T.; Vierstraete, A.; Müller, O.; van Pelt, G.J.; Caspers, M.; Ikemeyer, D.; Snegovaya, N.; Dumont, H.J. Taxonomic revision of eastern part of Western Palaearctic Cordulegaster using molecular phylogeny and morphology, with the description of two new species (Odonata: Anisoptera: Cordulegastridae). Diversity 2021, 13, 667. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Vilenica, M.; Kulijer, D.; Gligorovic, B.; Gligorovic, A.; De Knijf, G. Distribution, habitat requirements and vulnerability of Caliaeschna microstigma (Odonata: Aeshnidae) at the north-western edge of the species’range. Odonatologica 2021, 50, 203–225. [Google Scholar]








[image: Insects 14 00348 g001 550] 





Figure 1. The schematic flowchart of the modeling process. 
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Figure 2. Predicted suitable area under current climatic conditions for (a) C. bidentata and (b) C. heros, based on the ensemble of models (scale: predicted potential suitability, green indicates the area suitable for the species). 
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Figure 3. Polar plot of the variable importance scores of (a) C. bidentata, (b) C. heros.. 
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Figure 4. Changes in future projections under different climatic scenarios (for the year 2070) for (a) C. bidentata under RCP 4.5, (b) C. heros under RCP 4.5, (c) C. bidentata under RCP 8.5, and (d) C. heros under RCP 8.5 (red area: stable, orange area: gain, gray area: loss). 
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Figure 5. Crossbar visualization of elevation shift for C. bidentata (a) C. heros (b) in the future SDM models. The bars show the upper and lower quartile and mean of the values or centroid query from the variables where the projections for the future indicate “stable” or “gain” outcome). 
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Table 1. Permutation-based variable importance scores sorted by their importance.
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C. bidentata

	
C. heros




	
Variable

	
Scores

	
Variable

	
Scores






	
Annual Precipitation (bio_12)

	
0.390

	
Temperature Seasonality (bio_4)

	
0.265




	
Slope

	
0.295

	
Altitude

	
0.228




	
Altitude

	
0.195

	
Mean Temperature of Warmest Quarter (bio_10)

	
0.206




	
Precipitation of Coldest Quarter (bio_19)

	
0.161

	
Precipitation of Driest Quarter; (bio_17)

	
0.118




	
Mean Diurnal Range (bio_2)

	
0.149

	
Mean Temperature of Coldest Quarter (bio_11)

	
0.113




	
Precipitation of Warmest Quarter (bio_18)

	
0.133

	
Slope

	
0.062











[image: Table] 





Table 2. The changes in the size of suitable area in the number of pixels for the future projections. “Stable” areas were predicted to be suitable in both the present and future, “loss” is when the area is suitable in the present but not in the future, and “gain” is when the area is only suitable in the future.
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C. bidentata

	
C. heros




	

	
RCP45

	
RCP85

	
RCP45

	
RCP85






	
Loss (Cell Number)

	
2841

	
3613

	
706

	
392




	
Stable (Cell Number)

	
5264

	
5252

	
9917

	
8066




	
Gain (Cell Number)

	
816

	
1073

	
2375

	
4969




	
Percentage of Loss

	
35.1

	
40.8

	
15.6

	
10.39




	
Percentage of Gain

	
10.1

	
12.1

	
52.6

	
131.7




	
Species Range Change

	
−25

	
−28.7

	
37

	
121.3
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