Journal of Melittology

Bee Biology, Ecology, Evolution, & Systematics
No. 122, pp. 1-8 11 October 2024

Critical thermal maxima differ between groups of insect
pollinators and their foraging times: Implications for their
responses to climate change
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Abstract. Insects perform essential roles within ecosystems and can be vulnerable to climate
change because of their small body size and limited capacity to regulate body temperature.
Several groups of insects, such as bees and flies, are important pollinators of wild and cultivated
plants. However, aspects of their thermal biology remain poorly studied, which limits predic-
tions of their responses to climate change. We assessed the critical thermal maximum (CT,, ) of
bees and flies visiting flowers in urban and periurban areas in tropical and subtropical regions
of the Americas. We also assessed the effect of the foraging time of the day on CT,,_. Overall,
we found that bees displayed higher CT,, than flies. Flies foraging in the morning and after-
noon displayed similar CT,, while bees in the morning displayed a higher CT,, than in the
afternoon. The results of this study suggest differences in the vulnerability to climate change
between these two major groups of pollinators, with flies being more at risk.

!Department of Entomology, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA, 16802,
USA (mml64@psu.edu)

2San Diego State University, San Diego, CA, USA

*University of Texas at El Paso, El Paso, TX, 79968, USA

*Universidad Militar Nueva Granada, Bogota, Colombia

®Department of Biology, California State University, Dominguez Hills, Carson, California,
90747, USA

*Grupo de Antropologia Amazdnica, Pontificia Universidad Catdlica del Perti, Lima, Pert
"Exploratorium Laboratory, Fundacién Clinica Shaio, Bogota, Colombia

8 Department of Atmospheric Science and Meteorology, The Pennsylvania State University,
University Park, PA, 16802, USA

 Department of Plant Science, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA, 16802,
USA

0Undergraduate Biology Program and Department of Ecology of Evolutionary Biology,
University of Kansas, Lawrence, KS, 66045, USA

doi: https://doi.org/10.17161/jom.vi122.22505

Copyright © M. M. Lopez-Uribe, M. K. Appert, A. X. Delgado, A. F. Herrera-Motta, A. Jimenez, R. D. Martin-Rojas,
V. M. Ramos, D. Riafio-Jimenez, J. R. Cure, J. D. Fuentes, L. O. Duque & V. H. Gonzalez

Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 International (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0).
ISSN 2325-4467


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

2 JOURNAL OF MELITTOLOGY No. 122

INTRODUCTION

Insect pollinators provide critical ecological roles in natural areas and ecosystem
services to agroecosystems through the facilitation of plant reproduction via pollination
(Klein et al., 2007; Ollerton et al., 2011). Increasing evidence suggests that insect
pollinators are in decline at local and global scales (Zattara & Aizen, 2021; Turley et al.,
2022). Declines in pollinators have been linked to habitat loss, pesticide exposure, and
increased pathogen and parasite pressure (McArt et al., 2017), but the negative effects
of all these stressors are likely exacerbated by high ambient temperatures (Harvey et
al., 2023).

Insect pollinators are particularly susceptible to atmospheric warming because of
their small size, high mobility, limited capacity to regulate body temperature, and
high energetic metabolic demands of flight (Angilletta & Angilletta, 2009; Harrison
et al., 2012). Thus, assessing the range of temperatures across which individuals can
survive and perform key ecological functions (also known as thermal tolerance range)
is essential to understanding a species’ ability to survive global changes and continue
to function as an effective pollinator (Diamond & Yilmaz, 2018).

Critical thermal limits (CTL), the minimum and maximum temperatures at which
motor function is lost, are a common metric used to estimate an organism’s thermal
tolerance (Angilletta & Angilletta, 2009). Such thermal limits have been associated with
variations in precipitation and temperature, which determine species’ distribution at
both geographic and temporal gradients (Kellermann et al., 2012; Garcia-Robledo et al.,
2018; Nascimento ef al., 2022). Critical thermal limits are also predictors of organisms’
responses to land and climate change (Hamblin et al., 2017). Unfortunately, information
on the CTL of insect pollinators is still limited (Oyen et al., 2016; Gonzalez et al., 2020).

In this study, which was conducted during the COVID-19 pandemic and coordinated
virtually as part of a National Science Foundation (NSF) International Research
Experience for Students (Lopez-Uribe et al., 2022), we evaluated the critical thermal
maxima (CT,, ) of bee and fly pollinators collected during foraging trips in the morning
and afternoon across sites in tropical and subtropical regions to answer the following
questions: (1) does CT,, vary between bees and flies? and (2) does CT,, vary among
individuals foraging at different periods of the day when the ambient air temperature
is different? Available information on bees” average estimates of CT,, indicates values
well above 40 °C (e.g., Hamblin et al., 2017) while those for flies are near or below 40 °C
(Kellermann et al., 2012; Leclerc et al., 2022). Thus, we hypothesize that foraging bees
would display higher values of CT,,_than flies. Because CT,, values are associated
with ambient temperatures during foragmg (Roeder et al., 2022), we further hypothesize
that individuals foraging in the afternoon, when ambient air temperatures are high,
would tolerate higher values of CT,, than those foraging in the morning.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

We collected specimens for CT,, assays between June and November of 2021 at
three locations in urban or periurban areas (Table S1): Cajica (Cundinamarca, Colombia;
4°56'37"N, 74°00'34" W), El Paso (Texas, USA; 31°55'35"N, 106°25'43" W/ 31° 38' 34" N,
106° 18' 21" W) and Redondo Beach (California, USA; 33°84'92"N, -118°38'84"W). At
each location, we captured bees and flies from plants flowering using an insect net
during the morning (9:00 to 11:30 h) and afternoon (14:00 to 16:00 h). Taxon selection
was based on the abundance of species visiting flowers at each site. We tracked
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ambient temperature during the days of the experiment using an AccuWeather (https://
www.accuweather.com/) phone application. After collection, we kept the insects
individually in vials covered with a net mesh inside a cooler (15-21°C) until fieldwork
was completed. Once at the laboratory site, we determined the individuals’ fresh body
weight and acclimated them to 26 °C for 15 min before assessing their CT,, . We tested
insects within 1-3 h after capture. Because wild-caught individuals were used for this
study, we were unable to control variations in thermal tolerance associated with the
age of the individual.

To measure CT,, , we placed insects individually in sealed glass vials (30 mL, 8
x 2.5 cm) that floated horizontally in a water bath. We used a portable and affordable
device that consisted of a water heater (Proctor Silex 320z Hot Pot, Model 45805;
NACCO Industries, Cleveland, Ohio, USA) controlled by a light dimmer (TT-300H-
WH; Lutron Electronics, Coopersburg, Pennsylvania, USA) (Garcia-Robledo et al.,
2020). We tracked the temperature inside one of the vials by placing the probe of a
digital thermometer (STC-1000; Lerway Tech, Shenzhen, China; accuracy + 0.5 °C).
We conducted several calibration trials before thermal assays to ensure that vials were
heated up at a temperature change rate of ~1 °C min™. The water bath started with an
initial temperature of 26 °C and increased at a rate of 1 °C min™ with an accuracy of +
0.3 °C. We recorded CT,, as the temperature at which insects lost muscular control
and began spasming (Lutterschmidt & Hutchison, 1997; Garcia-Robledo et al., 2016).

Specimens collected in Colombia were identified by Ruben Dario Martin and are in
the insect collection of the Universidad Militar Nueva Granada, Cajic4, Cundinamarca
(Colombia). Specimens collected in the United States were identified by Victor Hugo
Gonzalez and are in the Lopez-Uribe laboratory Insect Collection at Penn State
University, University Park, Pennsylvania (USA) (Table S1). Male bees (1 = 22) were
removed from the dataset because they often show different CT,, (Jones et al., 2024)
but did not have enough replicates to test the effect of sex on thermal limits.

We conducted all statistical analyses in R version 4.0.3 using the function Imer
as implemented in the package ‘Ime4’ (Bates et al., 2015). Significance was assessed
through the Anova function implemented in the package ‘car’ (Fox et al., 2019). We
tested the association between insect order and CT,, fitting a mixed linear model
with insect order, weight, and site as fixed effects, and species as a random effect. To
investigate the association between foraging time and CT,,_, we subsetted the Diptera
and Hymenoptera data and fitted a mixed linear model with time of day (morning/
afternoon), site and weight as fixed effects, and species as a random effect.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We collected CT,, data from 408 individuals representing 11 species of bees
(Anthophila; n = 239) and 4 species of flies (Diptera; n = 150) from two subtropical
(California, USA = 119; Texas, USA = 68) and one tropical site (Cundinamarca,
Colombia = 221) (Table S1). The only species that was collected across the three
sites was Apis mellifera Linnaeus (Table S2). All taxa were collected in the morning
and afternoon except for two bee species: Sphecodes sp. (Halictidae) (collected in the
morning) and Bombus pauloensis Friese (Apidae) (collected in the afternoon). Average
ambient temperatures were consistently lower in the mornings (California: 26.54 °C,
SD = 3.36; Texas: 26.33 °C, SD = 2.42; Cundinamarca: 16.97 °C, SD = 0.78) than in the
afternoons (California: 32.82 °C, SD = 2.87; Texas: 31.92 °C, SD = 2.77; Cundinamarca:
18.87 °C, SD = 0.80) across all sites.
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We found that bees and flies differ in CTMaX (Table 1). Specifically, bees displayed,
on average, 2.3 °C higher CT,, than flies (x*= 3.6886, P = 0.05449, Fig. 1). Geographic
location explained most of the Variation in CT,,,. for both bees (y*=14.34, P <0.001) and
flies (¥*= 90.03, P < 0.001). Individuals in troplcal regions (Cundinamarca, Colombia)
showed lower CT,, than individuals in temperate regions (post hoc test: y>=21.1, P <
0.001, Table 1; Fig. 1). The weight of the individual did not explain significant variation
in the full model (Table 1). CT,, also varied with foraging time for bees, with 1.3 °C
higher values in the morning than in the afternoon (y?>=16.41, P <0.001, Table 1; Fig. 3).
For flies, CT,, did not vary throughout the day (y*=1.832, P = 0.176, Table 1; Fig. 2).

Table 1. Parameter estimates for the mixed linear models testing the relationship between order
(flies vs bees) and geographic site (California, Texas, Cundinamarca) as predictors of critical
thermal maximum (CT__ ). The weight of the individuals was log-transformed and used as a
fixed effect for each model. P-values lower than 0.05 are indicated in bold.

Model Term v df P-value
CTmax ~ Order + Site + log(Weight) +  Order 3.68 1 0.054
(11Species) Site 21.325 2 <0.001
log(Weight) 0.099 1 0.754
CTmax Flies ~ Time_Day + Site + Time_Day 1.073 1 0.3
log(Weight) + (1 |Species) Site 90.033 2 <0.001
log(Weight) 2.188 1 0.139
CTmax Bees ~ Time_Day + Site + Time_Day 16.205 1 <0.001
log(Weight) + (1|Species) Site 14.34 2 <0.001
log(Weight) 0.0145 1 0.904

50
1

o
O Diptera 1 < T 8 Morning 2
© O Afternoon
E@ Hymenoptera £
s w0 |
o =¥
i : EQ
o 5 | H E ‘
2 - =
© 8 . Q
= =
< Og |
3 o | T T T
= < California, ~ Texas Cundinamarca,
© USA USA Colombia
§ Geographic location
9]
<
=
3 o =
= =0 - O Morning 3
O L8 i =] Aﬁernoon
g
&9 —— °
= |& %%EB
£ o ' T
& Eh b °
= i .
8% c
> o
T T T © T T T
. . . . Calif s Texas Cundinamarca,
California, USA Texas, USA Cundinamarca, Colombia a&gr‘a USA  Colombia
Geographic location Geographic location

Figures 1-3. Summary of the effects of insect order and time of foraging on critical thermal
maxima (CT,, ). 1. Boxplots depict differences in CT,, for flies (Diptera; yellow) and bees
(Hymenoptera; orange) collected from three geographic regions: two subtropical (USA) and one
tropical (Colombia). 2, 3. Boxplots show differences in CT,,__for flies (2) and bees (3) foraging in

the morning (light) and afternoon (dark).
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Taken together, these results suggest that flies will operate closer to their critical
thermal limits as ambient temperatures continue to increase due to climate change. The
dominance of fly pollinators in higher-elevation areas—where the average ambient
temperature is lower than at lower elevations—has been previously documented and
indicates that flies may be more vulnerable to ongoing increases in ambient temperature
(McCabe & Cobb, 2021). In contrast, bees exhibited higher thermal tolerance than flies
in agreement with the hypothesis that this group of insects originated in deserts where
they experience extreme ambient temperatures during development and foraging (Orr
et al., 2021).

Even though CT,, is evolutionarily constrained and generally not determined
by ambient temperature (Bennett et al., 2021), we observed significant variation in the
maximum thermal limits of bees and flies between geographic locations that exhibit
contrasting differences in ambient temperature (Fig. 1). The tropical site we sampled
(Cajica, Colombia) is in a high-elevation area where the average ambient temperature
during the experiment was ~18 °C and maximum daily temperatures reach up to 20
°C. Both bees and flies exhibited the lowest CT,, values at that site (bees CT,, =42.24
°C, flies CT,,, 38.53 °C). In contrast, the two sites in higher latitudes exhibited average
ambient temperatures of ~29 °C, and bees and flies consistently showed higher CT,,_
values (California: bees CT,, =45.03 °C, flies CT,, 42.24 °C; Texas: bees CT,, =43.07
°C, flies CT,, 41.67 °C). These results suggest that high-elevation tropical insects
exhibit wider warming tolerance—defined as the difference between a measure of
heat tolerance (e.g., CT,, ) and ambient temperature (Diamond & Yilmaz, 2018)—than
insects in subtropical regions. Still, insect populations in the tropics generally show
little variation in heat tolerance along altitudinal gradients (Gonzalez et al., 2022),
suggesting that lowland tropical species may be more vulnerable to warming than
their subtropical counterparts (Diamond et al., 2012).

The observed differences in CT,, during different times of the day also highlight
the variable nature of this physiological metric. We did not find support for the
hypothesis that CT,, varies in response to the ambient temperatures exhibited by
individuals during foraging activities temperatures. In contrast, for bees, we found
that during the cooler temperatures in the morning, individuals exhibit higher
CT,,., (Fig. 3). The variation in CT,, during the day may be due to differences in the
nutritional and hydration status of the individual at the time of the assay. Insects with
higher moisture content can exhibit lower thermal tolerance (Gonzalez et al., 2020).
The observed variation in thermal tolerance values throughout the day reiterates that
CT,,,, measurements, while valuable in a comparative framework, can be impacted by
variables not controlled for and that their absolute values should be interpreted with
caution (Jrsted et al., 2022).

Bees and flies are among the most important pollinators worldwide and are
vulnerable to fluctuating environmental thermal extremes. Our study empirically
demonstrates that these insects are physiologically different in their thermal tolerance
and it is likely these underlying differences will impact their vulnerability to climate
change. Foraging flights can be limited by ambient temperature, and our results indicate
that physiologically bees are better equipped to forage and tolerate higher ambient
temperatures and may have a better chance of persisting during heat waves and the
rising global ambient temperatures. Despite the importance of characterizing thermal
tolerance in pollinating species, only a handful of field studies have investigated these
traits in bees and flies (Kellermann et al., 2012; Hamblin et al., 2017, Gonzalez et al.,
2020; da Silva et al., 2021; Jones et al., 2024). Studying thermal tolerance across these
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two groups of pollinators is critical and has important implications for understanding
their vulnerability to climate change to our study and highlights the critical need to
recognize the differences in thermal tolerance between different groups of bees and
flies as pollinators.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Table S1. Geographic coordinates, elevation, daily temperature, and plants used to
capture bees and flies.

Table S2. List of species of flies (Diptera) and bees (Hymenoptera) used to quantify
critical thermal maxima in pollinator insects.

REFERENCES

Angilletta, M.]., & M.]. Angilletta Jr. 2009. Thermal Adaptation: A Theoretical and Empirical
Synthesis. Oxford University Press; New York, NY, USA; 302 pp.

Bates, D., M. Maechler, B. Bolker, S. Walker, R.H.B. Christensen, H. Singmann, B. Dai,
G. Grothendieck, P. Green, & M.B. Bolker. 2015. Package ‘Ilme4’. convergence,
12(1): 2.

Bennett, ].M., J. Sunday, P. Calosi, F. Villalobos, B. Martinez, R. Molina-Venegas, M.B.
Aratjo, A.C. Algar, S. Clusella-Trullas, B.A. Hawkins, & S.A Keith. 2021. The
evolution of critical thermal limits of life on Earth. Nature communications12(1):
1198.

Da Silva, C.R., J.E. Beaman, ].B. Dorey, S.J. Barker, N.C. Congedi, M.C. Elmer, S. Galvin,
M. Tuiwawa, M.L. Stevens, L.A. Alton, & M.P. Schwarz. 2021. Climate change
and invasive species: A physiological performance comparison of invasive and
endemic bees in Fiji. Journal of Experimental Biology 224(1): jeb230326.

Diamond, S.E., D.M. Sorger, J. Hulcr, S.L. Pelini, I. Del Toro, C. Hirsch, E. Oberg, & R.R.
Dunn. 2012. Who likes it hot? A global analysis of the climatic, ecological, and
evolutionary determinants of warming tolerance in ants. Global Change Biology
18(2): 448-56.

Diamond, S.E., & A.R. Yilmaz. 2018. The role of tolerance variation in vulnerability
forecasting of insects. Current Opinion in Insect Science 29: 85-92.

Fox, J., S. Weisberg, B. Price, D. Adler, D. Bates, G. Baud-Bovy, & B. Bolker. 2019. Car:
Companion to Applied Regression. R Package Version 3.0-2.” Website hitps://
CRAN. R-Project. Org/package= Car [accessed 17 March 2020].

Garcia-Robledo, C., E.K. Kuprewicz, D. Dierick, S. Hurley, & A. Langevin. 2020. The
affordable laboratory of climate change: devices to estimate ectotherm vital rates
under projected global warming. Ecosphere 11(5): e03083.

Garcia-Robledo, C., EK. Kuprewicz, C.L. Staines, T.L. Erwin, & W.J. Kress. 2016.
Limited tolerance by insects to high temperatures across tropical elevational
gradients and the implications of global warming for extinction. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 113(3): 680-685.



2024 Lopez-Uribe et al.: Critical thermal maxima between pollinators 7

Garcia-Robledo, C., H. Chuquillanqui, E.K. Kuprewicz, & F. Escobar-Sarria. 2018.
Lower thermal tolerance in nocturnal than in diurnal ants: a challenge for
nocturnal ectotherms facing global warming. Ecological Entomology 43(2): 162—
167.

Gonzalez, V.H., ].M. Hranitz, C.R. Percival, K.L. Pulley, S.T. Tapsak, T. Tscheulin, T.
Petanidou, & J.F. Barthell. 2020. Thermal tolerance varies with dim-light foraging
and elevation in large carpenter bees (Hymenoptera: Apidae: Xylocopini).
Ecological Entomology 45(3): 688-96.

Gonzalez, V.H., K. Oyen, N. Vitale, & R. Ospina. 2022. Neotropical stingless bees
display a strong response in cold tolerance with changes in elevation. Conservation
Physiology 10 (1): coac073.

Hamblin, A.L., E. Youngsteadt, M.M. Lopez-Uribe, & S.D. Frank. 2017. Physiological
thermal limits predict differential responses of bees to urban heat-island effects.
Biology Letters 13(6): 20170125.

Harrison, J.F., H.A. Woods, & S.P. Roberts. 2012. Ecological and Environmental Physiology
of Insects. Oxford University Press; Oxford, UK; 390 pp.

Harvey, J., K. Tougeron, R. Gols, R. Heinen, M. Abarca, P.K. Abram, Y. Basset, M. Berg,
C. Boggs, ]. Brodeur, P. Cardoso, ].G. de Boer, G. De Snoo, C. Deacon, J.E. Dell, N.
Desneux, M.E. Dillon, G.A. Duffy, L. Dyer, E. Jacintha, A. Espindola, J. Fordyce,
M. Forister, C. Fukushima, C. Garcia-Robledo, C. Gely, M. Gobbi, C. Hallmann,
T. Hance, J. Harte, A. Hochkirch, C. Hof, A.A. Hoffmann, J.G. Kingsolver, G.P.A.
Lamarre, W.F. Laurance, B. Lavandero, S.R. Leather, P. Lehmann, C. Le Lann,
M.M. Lopez-Uribe, C.-S. Ma, G. Ma, J. Moiroux, L, Monticelli, C. Nice, P.J. Ode, S.
Pincebourde, W.J. Ripple, M. Rowe, M.]. Samways, A. Sentis, A.A. Shah, N. Stork,
J.S. Terblanche, M.P. Thakur, M.B. Thomas, J,M. Tylianakis, J. Van Baaren, M.
Van de Pol, W.H. Van der Putten, H. Van Dyck, W.C. E. P. Verberk, D.L. Wagner,
W.W. Weisser, W.C. Wetzel, H.A. Woods, K.A.G. Wyckhuys, & S.L. Chown. 2023.
Scientists” warning on climate change and insects. Ecological Monographs 93(1):
e1553.

Jones, L.J., D.A. Miller, R.J. Schilder, & M.M. Lépez-Uribe. 2024. Body mass,
temperature, and pathogen intensity differentially affect critical thermal maxima
and their population-level variation in a solitary bee. Ecology and Evolution 14(2):
€10945.

Kellermann, V., J. Overgaard, A.A. Hoffmann, C. Flgjgaard, ].C. Svenning, & V.
Loeschcke. 2012. Upper thermal limits of drosophila are linked to species
distributions and strongly constrained phylogenetically. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 109(40): 16228-16233.

Klein, A-M., B.E. Vaissiere, J.H. Cane, 1. Steffan-Dewenter, S.A. Cunningham, C.
Kremen, & T. Tscharntke. 2007. Importance of pollinators in changing landscapes
for world crops. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 274(1608):
303-313.

Leclerc, M.A.J., L. Guivarc’h, C.R. Lazzari, & S. Pincebourde. 2022. Thermal tolerance
of two Diptera that pollinate thermogenic plants. Journal of Thermal Biology 109:
103339.

Lopez-Uribe, M.M., J.V. Urbina, A.I. Mejia, L.O. Duque, D. Riafio-Jiménez, J.R. Cure,
V. Ramos, C. Martel, ].D. Fuentes, & V.H. Gonzalez. 2022. Creating a virtual
international research experience. American Entomologist 68(1): 24-27.

Lutterschmidt, W.I., & V.H. Hutchison. 1997. The critical thermal maximum: history
and critique. Canadian Journal of Zoology 75(10): 1561-1574.

McArt, S.H., C. Urbanowicz, S. McCoshum, R.E. Irwin, & L.S. Adler. 2017. Landscape



8 JOURNAL OF MELITTOLOGY No. 122

predictors of pathogen prevalence and range contractions in US bumblebees.
Proceedings. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 284 (1867):
20172181.

McCabe, L.M., & N.S. Cobb. 2021. From bees to flies: Global shift in pollinator
communities along elevation gradients. Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution 8:
626124.

Nascimento, G., T. Camara, & X. Arnan. 2022. Critical thermal limits in ants and their
implications under climate change. Biological Reviews 97(4): 1287-1305.

Ollerton, J., R. Winfree, & S. Tarrant. 2011. How many flowering plants are pollinated
by animals? Oikos 120(3): 321-326.

Orr, M.C,, A.C. Hughes, D. Chesters, J. Pickering, C.D. Zhu, & J.S. Ascher. 2021. Global
patterns and drivers of bee distribution. Current Biology 31(3): 451-458.

Orsted, M., L.B. Jorgensen, & J. Overgaard. 2022. Finding the right thermal limit: a
framework to reconcile ecological, physiological and methodological aspects of
CTmax in ectotherms. Journal of Experimental Biology 225(19): jeb244514.

Oyen, K., S. Giri, & M.E. Dillon. 2016. Altitudinal variation in bumble bee (Bombus)
critical thermal limits. Journal of Thermal Biology 59: 52-57.

Roeder, D.V., A.W. Paraskevopoulos, & K.A. Roeder. 2022. Thermal tolerance regulates
foraging behaviour of ants. Ecological Entomology 47(3): 331-338.

Turley, N.E., D.J. Biddinger, N.K. Joshi, & M.M. Lépez-Uribe. 2022. Six years of wild
bee monitoring shows changes in biodiversity within and across years and
declines in abundance. Ecology and Evolution 12(8): €9190.

Zattara, E.E.,, & M.A. Aizen. 2021. Worldwide occurrence records suggest a global
decline in bee species richness. One Earth 4(1): 114-23.



~Journal of
M Melittology

A Journal of Bee Biology, Ecology, Evolution, & Systematics

The Journal of Melittology is an international, open access journal that seeks to rapidly
disseminate the results of research conducted on bees (Apoidea: Anthophila) in their
broadest sense. Our mission is to promote the understanding and conservation of wild and
managed bees and to facilitate communication and collaboration among researchers and the
public worldwide. The Journal covers all aspects of bee research including but not limited to:
anatomy, behavioral ecology, biodiversity, biogeography, chemical ecology, comparative
morphology, conservation, cultural aspects, cytogenetics, ecology, ethnobiology, history,
identification (keys), invasion ecology, management, melittopalynology, molecular
ecology, neurobiology, occurrence data, paleontology, parasitism, phenology, phylogeny,
physiology, pollination biology, sociobiology, systematics, and taxonomy.

The Journal of Melittology was established at the University of Kansas through the
efforts of Michael S. Engel, Victor H. Gonzalez, Ismael A. Hinojosa-Diaz, and Charles D.
Michener in 2013 and each article is published as its own number, with issues appearing
online as soon as they are ready. Papers are composed using Microsoft Word® and Adobe
InDesign® in Lawrence, Kansas, USA.

Subject Editor
Madeleine Ostwald
University of California

Layout Editor
Eric Bader
University of Kansas

Journal of Melittology is registered in ZooBank (www.zoobank.org), and archived at the
University of Kansas and in Portico (www.portico.org).

http://journals.ku.edu/melittology
ISSN 2325-4467



