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Abstract The importance of ecological management for reducing the vulnerability of
biodiversity to climate change is increasingly recognized, yet frameworks to facilitate
a structured approach to climate adaptation management are lacking. We developed
a conceptual framework that can guide identification of climate change impacts and
adaptive management options in a given region or biome. The framework focuses on
potential points of early climate change impact, and organizes these along two main
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axes. First, it recognizes that climate change can act at a range of ecological scales.
Secondly, it emphasizes that outcomes are dependent on two potentially interacting
and countervailing forces: (1) changes to environmental parameters and ecological
processes brought about by climate change, and (2) responses of component systems
as determined by attributes of resistance and resilience. Through this structure,
the framework draws together a broad range of ecological concepts, with a novel
emphasis on attributes of resistance and resilience that can temper the response of
species, ecosystems and landscapes to climate change. We applied the framework to
the world’s largest remaining Mediterranean-climate woodland, the ‘Great Western
Woodlands’ of south-western Australia. In this relatively intact region, maintaining
inherent resistance and resilience by preventing anthropogenic degradation is of
highest priority and lowest risk. Limited, higher risk options such as fire management, protection of refugia and translocation of adaptive genes may be justifiable
under more extreme change, hence our capacity to predict the extent of change
strongly impinges on such management decisions. These conclusions may contrast
with similar analyses in degraded landscapes, where natural integrity is already
compromised, and existing investment in restoration may facilitate experimentation
with higher risk options.

1 Introduction
Climate change associated with the enhanced greenhouse effect is one of the greatest
incipient threats to the Earth’s social and ecological systems (Fischlin et al. 2007;
Parry et al. 2007). Irrespective of mitigation efforts, past emissions will contribute to
unavoidable climate change for the foreseeable future (Archer 2005; Fischlin et al.
2007; Dunlop and Brown 2008). Indeed, changes in the phenology, distribution and
abundance of species and a host of ecosystem level responses to climate change have
already been observed and are consistent with the directions expected under global
warming (e.g. Parmesan 2005; Steffen et al. 2009).
Climate change science is increasingly recognizing the importance of actions
conservation managers can take to reduce the vulnerability of natural systems to
climate change (Heller and Zavaleta 2009; Lawler et al. 2010; Hagerman et al. 2010).
Earlier studies have identified the importance of scale (Dunlop and Brown 2008)
and uncertainty (Lawler et al. 2010; Hagerman et al. 2010) in evaluation of climate
change impacts or adaptation options. However, despite many recommendations for
biodiversity management responses in the scientific literature, broader conceptual
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Fig. 1 Long-unburnt
Eucalyptus salmonophloia
(salmon gum) woodlands of
the Great Western
Woodlands. Chenopod shrubs
dominate the understorey at
this site

frameworks to facilitate a systematic approach to identification and evaluation of
on-ground management responses are lacking (Hannah et al. 2002; Williams et al.
2008; Heller and Zavaleta 2009). Heller and Zavaleta (2009) emphasize that such
frameworks, in combination with well-documented case studies, are needed to
organize the current ‘sea of adaptation ideas’ into a structure to guide adaptation
planning.
We developed a conceptual framework for identifying and evaluating climate
change impacts and adaptive management options in target biomes or regions. Our
goal was to develop and apply a framework that facilitates inference from existing
knowledge, reflecting the reality faced by most land managers.
To illustrate the concepts underlying our framework, we applied it to the ‘Great
Western Woodlands’ of south-western Australia (GWW, Figs. 1, 2), arguably the
largest and most intact area of Mediterranean-climate woodland remaining on Earth
(Judd et al. 2008; Underwood et al. 2009). In mosaic with mallee and shrubland, these
eucalypt-dominated woodlands cover some 160,000 km2 (Watson et al. 2008), greater
in area than England. In contrast with other Mediterranean-climate woodlands
(Underwood et al. 2009), the region has escaped widespread livestock grazing and
clearing for agriculture due to historical circumstances, low and variable rainfall,
and lack of accessible groundwater (Yates et al. 2000a; Judd et al. 2008; Watson
et al. 2008). The GWW thus provide an ideal model for assessing how naturally
functioning, relatively intact ecosystems can adapt to climate change and offer a
unique opportunity for developing management approaches that will promote the
conservation and adaptation of an important Mediterranean-climate ecosystem.
The GWW also provide a stark contrast with the adjacent ecologically similar, but
extensively cleared landscapes of the Western Australian wheatbelt (Fig. 2).

2 Methods
Our analysis was undertaken in association with a 3-day workshop involving >40
biological scientists and managers with known experience in the GWW. With climate
change expected to occur rapidly over the coming decades, established goals of
conservation management need to be reassessed with particular regard to the balance
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Fig. 2 Area referred to as the Great Western Woodlands (based on Judd et al. 2008). Approximately
56% of the 160,000 km2 region supports temperate eucalypt woodland, in mosaic with shrubland,
mallee and other vegetation. The adjacent WA wheatbelt is comparable in this regard but 93% has
been cleared

between resisting and facilitating change (Dunlop and Brown 2008; Heller and
Zavaleta 2009). To develop and apply our framework, we identified three qualitative
goals that permit flexibility in this balance: (1) to optimize ecological function,
in particular the capture of limiting resources, while maintaining the evolutionary
potential of the indigenous biota; (2) to maximize the probability of persistence of
species indigenous to the region; and (3), given the diverse functional roles associated
with structural dominants, to maintain key characteristics of vegetation structure.
The relative emphasis given to each of these goals was expected to vary depending
on the extent of climate change.
To develop the framework, we drew on local and general ecological knowledge
to characterize likely key points of early climate change impact in the GWW and
in ecological systems more broadly; and to identify attributes of these systems that
drive their response. This was achieved through iterative consideration (pre-, during
and post-workshop) of the following questions at general and local (GWW) levels:
(1) What are the key ecological processes that support target ecosystems, and how
are these likely to be impacted by climate change? (2) What attributes of the target
systems dictate their response to altered environments and processes? Our emphasis
was on biophysical change rather than social dimensions of change (see Dunlop and
Brown 2008; Richardson et al. 2009).
Errors in representing real climate systems in global climate models and uncertainty about future greenhouse gas emissions contribute to high levels of uncertainty
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in future climate projections worldwide. Consequently, realistic climate adaptation
management must occur in an uncertain environment (Lawler et al. 2010; Richardson
et al. 2009; Hagerman et al. 2010). Thus, to explore climate change impacts in the
GWW using the developing framework, we considered the range of regional climate
projections published by Australia’s leading climate science organization (CSIRO
2007), derived from ensembles of global climate models using low to high greenhouse
gas emission scenarios. These suggest an uncertain future to 2070 in the GWW of
warming in all seasons (+2◦ to +5◦ C) and probable drying (+10% to −40% of
current mean annual rainfall). Predictions for change in summer rainfall are the
most variable (+40% to −60%) although with current mean summer rainfall ranging
from 50–70 mm, this amounts to relatively small absolute changes. Modelling of
biotic environments (undertaken using 2030–2070 climate scenarios at national and
regional scales after our workshop; Fig. 3; Hilbert and Fletcher 2010) re-inforces
this uncertainty, suggesting shifts in the GWW ecological environments by 2070
could vary from minimal to near complete loss under standard low to high warming
scenarios.
From the results of the above analysis, workshop participants derived a suite
of potential management interventions that might address identified strengths and
vulnerabilities in the GWW. To evaluate these with regard to practical utility
and uncertainty (Heller and Zavaleta 2009; Lawler et al. 2010), 14 participants
subsequently scored potential adaptation options on a scale of 1–10 for each of (1)
perceived risk (defined as dependence on the nature and extent of climate change
and the likelihood of negative impacts), (2) perceived feasibility (physical difficulty
and cost of effective implementation, excluding income forgone), and (3) perceived
likely benefits of success (for each goal defined above).

3 A ‘change-resilience’ framework for addressing climate change
The framework we developed (Fig. 4) focuses on identifying critical points of early
climate change impact as the most important potential points for management intervention. These are organized along two main axes. First, the framework recognizes
that climate change can act at a range of ecological scales, from individuals and
species to ecosystems and landscapes. Secondly, it emphasizes that outcomes of
climate change are dependent on two potentially interacting and countervailing
forces operating at and among all scales: (1) the effects of altered climate on
environmental conditions and ecological processes, and (2) attributes of individuals,
populations, species, ecosystems and landscapes that govern their responses to these
environmental changes (Fig. 4).
The former (altered conditions and processes) include direct effects of greenhouse
gas emissions and climate change on temperature, moisture, light and CO2 regimes.
Beyond these direct effects, they include cascading impacts on processes such as photosynthesis and evapotranspiration at the individual level, demographic processes at
population or species scales, biogeochemical cycling and biotic interactions at ecosystem scales, and hydrology and fire regimes at landscape scales (Fig. 4). The latter
(attributes of response) can be represented by the overarching concepts of ecological
resistance (capacity to maintain integrity under stress) and resilience (capacity to reestablish structure and function after disturbance), sometimes collectively termed
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Fig. 3 Predicted shifts in the climate envelope for the Coolgardie (GWW) bioregion under 2070
climate scenarios. Produced using the bioclimatic modelling software MaxEnt (V 3.2.2., Phillips
et al. 2006) by (1) modelling the climate envelope for the Coolgardie bioregion (which has the same
spatial extent as the GWW), then (2) projecting its potential distribution in south-western Australia
(delimited by grey boundaries) for historical (1961–1990) and future climates (2030, 2050, 2070)
under three climate change severity scenarios (low, medium, high, see Yates et al. 2010 for detail
of scenarios). Models used historical averages (1961–1990) for six biologically important climate
variables (mean temperature of the wettest quarter, mean maximum temperature of the warmest
quarter, annual precipitation, precipitation seasonality, precipitation of the warmest quarter and
evapotranspiration), at 0.025◦ resolution. Step 1 used fivefold cross-validation to estimate errors
around fitted functions and predictive performance on held out distribution data. The model had
good predictive ability (AUC = 0.831); precipitation seasonality and annual precipitation made the
largest contributions. Modeled results were imported into ArcGIS v.9 (ESRI, Redlands, CA, USA),
where the logistic suitability values (0–1) from MaxEnt were converted to presence–absence grids
(1/0) using the threshold that maximized training sensitivity plus specificity under current climate
(Liu et al. 2005). Predicted distributions for the climate change scenarios were intersected with the
projected historical distribution to examine patterns of range loss and gain in the biome

‘resilience’ (Walker et al. 2004). Hence, we refer to the framework as the changeresilience framework.
Ecological resistance and resilience to climate change are mediated by a suite of
disparate attributes at a range of scales, as identified in Fig. 4. Responses of individuals are dependent on attributes such as physiological tolerance to temperature
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Management interventions to
facilitate climate adaptation

System processes that
may be altered by
climate change

Altered
temperature,
rainfall regimes,
storms, CO2

Climate
change

Physiological processes
e.g. evapotranspiration,
photosynthesis,
olfactory sensing

Demographic
processes
e.g. establishment

Ecosystem processes
e.g. soil-water relations,
biogeochemical cycling,
biotic interactions
Altered fire
weather,
ignitions

Landscape processes
e.g. hydrology, fire
regime, movement of
organisms, geomorphic
processes (e.g. erosion)

Altered
processes

System State

Enhance/maintain
resistance and
resilience

Attributes of resistance
and resilience that affect
response to change

Individuals
(survival, mortality,
reproduction)

n

Pop /species
(persistence, decline,
increase, extinction)

Ecosystems/
communities
(expansion, contraction,
reassembly)

Landscapes/regions
(reorganisation,
reconstitution)

Anthropogenic degradation

Phenotypic plasticity,
physiological limits,
biotic interactions, fire
responses

Genetic diversity,
population size,
dispersal capacity,
propagule banks,
generation times

Species and functional
redundancy, complexity/
feedbacks, fire resistance

Heterogeneity, gradients,
refugia, complexity,
connectivity/isolation

Compromised
resistance and
resilience

Preventative measures
Exotic species management
Restoration of degraded areas

Fig. 4 Change-resilience framework for appraising climate change impacts and adaptation interventions in a given biome or region. Any such system comprises interacting elements at different levels
of organisation, from individuals through populations and species to ecosystems and landscapes.
Climate change may shift the system’s state through its effects on a number of potentially systemchanging processes (left); these are ranked alongside the organisation level at which they principally
act. Countervailing such forces, resistance and resilience to change act through other attributes
(right); again, these principally act at different scales. Climate change interventions (top) may target
either mitigation of the forces that act to change the system, or enhancement of the processes that
confer resistance and resilience. Similarly, anthropogenic degradation (bottom) may act principally
by altering system-changing processes or by compromising processes that confer resilience and
resistance. Note that many of the processes in the framework interact in complex ways and may
act at multiple levels in the system; for simplicity, these interactions are not shown

extremes and drought, CO2 and fire responses, and phenotypic plasticity. At the
species level, genetic diversity in these characteristics, population size, capacity to
recolonise through dispersal and the availability of propagule banks (Grubb and
Hopkins 1986) contribute to persistence or recovery of populations or species even if
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loss of individuals occurs (Fig. 4). At the ecosystem and landscape scales, resilience is
mediated through attributes such as the availability of replacement species capable of
maintaining or restoring ecological functions (diversity and redundancy), availability
of alternative environments (heterogeneity), potential for negative feedbacks that
dampen the impacts of change (ecosystem complexity), and capacity for movement
of organisms between suitable environments (connectivity) (Fig. 4, Hobbs and
Cramer 2003; Soulé et al. 2004; Walker et al. 2004; Dunlop and Brown 2008).
Importantly, biological outcomes of environmental change at different scales
interact. We propose that high resistance and resilience of individual organisms
and species confers resilience at higher (ecosystem/landscape) scales; conversely
lack of resistance and resilience at lower (individual/species) scales requires change
(‘adaptation’, e.g. through altered species composition) if resilience at higher scales
is to be maintained. Hence, we argue that adaptability is a special case of resilience
whereby low resilience at one scale results in adaptive change at that scale to
permit maintenance (resilience) of higher-order functions (cf. Walker et al. 2004).
Examples include high genetic diversity that permits selection of drought tolerant
individuals and hence adaptation of populations and species to declining rainfall
despite mortality of more susceptible individuals; and species extinctions followed
by functional replacement by more tolerant species, leading to the assembly of
new, better-adapted communities. This hierarchical view of resistance, resilience and
adaptation contributes a useful perspective towards achieving a management balance
between resisting and adapting to change (Heller and Zavaleta 2009).
The change-resilience framework offers a starting point for exploring potential
adaptation options in a particular region, structured on the basis of scale, driving
ecological processes and key response attributes. Our diagram (Fig. 4) provides a
generic view, and can be tailored to emphasize the most significant elements of
specific regions or biomes, as we illustrate in our GWW example (Fig. 5). Once key
potential impacts and response attributes have been determined, potential adaptation options that target these can be more easily identified, including interventions
either to mitigate predicted or observed changes to key ecological processes, or to
enhance attributes identified as effective for conferring resistance and resilience.
While targeted climate adaptation management aims to have a positive influence
on outcomes for biodiversity, other human activities can result in degradation along
these same paths, i.e. by exacerbating climate-driven changes or by compromising resistance and resilience. Hence the framework indicates that in landscapes influenced
by human intervention, measures to restore or prevent this degradation are also
important options for facilitating climate adaptation (Figs. 4, 5).

4 Mediterranean-climate ecosystems and the Great Western Woodlands
The five Mediterranean-climate regions of the world, including south-western Australia, are globally significant biodiversity hotspots (Myers et al. 2000). Collectively,
these regions occupy just over 2% of the world’s land area but support c. 20%
of the global vascular plant flora. However, they are second only to temperate
grasslands in the proportion of their area that has been converted for human land
use (Cowling et al. 1996), with less than 3% of Mediterranean-climate woodlands
formally protected worldwide (Underwood et al. 2009). Of all of the Mediterranean-
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Attributes of resistance
and resilience

Altered processes
System State

Increased CO2 and
temperature (25oC), reduced
annual rainfall (to 40%), summer
rainfall +40% to 60%

Climate
change

Increased lightning
frequency and
number of days
vulnerable to
ignitions

• Increased evaporative stress
• Potential CO 2 related increases in wateruse efficiency and photosynthetic rates
(constrained by limited nutrients and
moisture)

• Reduced success of vulnerable breeding or
recruitment phases in many species
• Increased adult mortality due to drought
• Altered soil-water relations (see text)
• Altered biogeochemical cycling (dependent
on summer rain trends)
• Changing competitive relationships
• Multiple cascading impacts on processes
associated with change in abundance of
key species (loss of fauna habitat, reduced
soil stability and heterogeneity, and
modified water and nutrient cycling with
loss of woodland trees; compromised
pollination)
• Altered hydrogeology (see text)
• Altered natural disturbance regimes (fire,
flood, storms, see text)

Altered processes
(see Table 1)

• Physiological limits and phenotypic plasticity
unknown for most GWW species
• Low resilience to fire in woodland dominants
(e.g. eucalypts, saltbush) increases
vulnerability

Individuals
(survival, mortality,
reproduction)

n

Pop /species
(persistence, decline,
increase, extinction )

12

Ecosystems/
communities
(expansion, contraction,
reassembly)

13,14

15

17

• Large population sizes and high genetic
diversity in many widespread GWW species
may facilitate persistence, rare endemics
vulnerable
• Propagule banks and recolonisation potential
variable, obligate seeders with canopy-stored
seed (e.g. fire-sensitive eucalypts) and
sedentary fauna (e.g. mygalomorph spiders)
vulnerable
• High fire resistance (low fuels and flammability)
offsets enhanced fire conditions
• High species and functional diversity and
redundancy favours functional adaptation
• High ecosystem complexity may buffer change
• High connectivity favours dispersal, gene flow
• High spatial heterogeneity (soil and

Landscapes/regions 11,13 topographic mosaics, refugia) offers
alternative local habitat
(reorganisation,
• Regional rainfall gradients permit range shifts
reconstitution)
• Fauna vulnerable due to reliance on climatesensitive temporal resource sequences

Anthropogenic degradation
Exotic invasions .6-10.
Increased grazing pressure .3,5.
Loss of Aboriginal management
Mining, mining exploration 2.
Offsite effects
Resource harvest 1.
Tourism 4

Compromised resistance and
resilience
(see Table 1)

Fig. 5 Annotated change-resilience framework illustrating application to the Great Western
Woodlands. Boxed numbers refer to adaptation management opportunities (Fig. 7). See text for
further detail

climate regions, Klausemeyer and Shaw (2009) predict that the Mediterraneanclimate zone of south-western Australia is most vulnerable to contraction under
climate change, emphasizing the significance of the GWW as a priority region for
investment in climate-adaptation strategies.
Few ecological studies have been undertaken specifically in the GWW (Judd
et al. 2008), hence we draw on comparisons with related eucalypt woodlands of the
adjacent Western Australian wheatbelt (Fig. 2) and other Mediterranean-climate
woodlands to augment our understanding of ecological processes underpinning
patterns of biodiversity in the GWW. Mediterranean-climate regions are characterised by mild, rainy winters and hot, dry summers. In the GWW, mean maximum
temperatures for January range from c. 29–35◦ C , and mean July minima range from
4–7◦ C. Mean annual rainfall ranges from c. 400 mm in the south-west to 200 mm in
the north-east, with the strong winter dominance characteristic of the Mediterranean
climate declining to the north-east (Bureau of Meteorology 2008, Fig. 2). Rainfall is
highly variable, and recent rainfall reconstructions in the southern GWW identified
a regular rainfall periodicity, with alternating 20–30 year below-average and 15-year
above-average rainfall periods over the last 350 years (Cullen and Grierson 2009).
Woodlands of the GWW share several features with other Mediterranean-climate
woodlands, including dominance by evergreen trees, the importance of disturbance
(fire, floods, drought and windstorms) for shaping vegetation patterns (Yates et al.
1994), and the presence of woodlands in a mosaic with shrublands that reflects strong
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topographic and/or edaphic control of community dominance and structure (Beard
1990). In the GWW, shrublands typically occur on sandplains, while woodlands
predominate on heavier soils in lower parts of the very subdued landscape, with
dominant eucalypts varying according to more subtle soil and topographic mosaics
(Dirnböck et al. 2002). In addition, the strong floristic break between Mediterraneanand arid-climate ecosystems apparent in California, Chile and the Mediterranean
Basin, is paralleled at the northern boundary of the GWW by an abrupt change
from eucalypt to Acacia aneura Benth. (mulga) woodlands (the ‘Menzies Line’,
potentially determined by climatic parameters, Beard 1990). Eucalypts in Australian
woodlands have similar water-use efficiencies to oaks in Mediterranean-climate
woodlands of the Northern Hemisphere, although they use different mechanisms to
conserve water. Eucalypts typically have amphistomatal leaves with vertical orientation and low conductance, while oaks have hypostomatous leaves with relatively
high photosynthetic capacity and strong stomatal control during drought (P. Rundel
unpublished data).
Two features of the GWW distinguish them from other Mediterranean-climate
woodlands. First, Mediterranean-climate regions that receive less than 300 mm
annual rainfall tend to be dominated by shrublands (Fig. 6). Extensive tracts of
woodland with trees 10–25 m in height within the GWW are somewhat surprising;
groundwater quality is often saline and acidic, hence reliance on groundwater cannot
be assumed (Farrington et al. 1994; Costelloe et al. 2008). Secondly, the GWW have
a remarkably high level of diversity and regional endemism among woody plants
(Hopper and Gioia 2004), supporting for example, c. 30% of Australia’s eucalypt
species in <2% of the Australian continent. They also support >200 species of
vertebrate (Judd et al. 2008; Watson et al. 2008), and comprise a significant refuge for

Fig. 6 Relative area of woodland among all vegetation types by rainfall zone within three
Mediterranean-climate regions. Data are based on WWF Bioregions categorized as Mediterranean
forest, woodland, and shrub biome (Olson et al. 2001) with potential vegetation type mapping
following Underwood et al. (2009). Vegetation occurrence within each rainfall zone was categorized
as forest, woodland, shrubland, scrub, or grassland. Mean annual rainfall range for the GWW, and a
prominent woodland type of the GWW (Eucalyptus salmonophloia) is also shown
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bird species that have become endangered owing to extensive clearing in the adjacent
Western Australian wheatbelt (Recher et al. 2007). Mammal communities have fared
less well, with 11 species regionally extinct, probably due to feral predators (Recher
and Lim 1990; Watson et al. 2008).

5 Application of the framework to the Great Western Woodlands
We applied the generalized framework of Fig. 4 to the GWW by systematic consideration of ecological processes listed on the ‘change’ side of the framework,
and identifying the strengths and weaknesses of response attributes listed on the
‘response’ side of the framework. Of the likely direct impacts of climate change
(Fig. 5), declining rainfall, changes in rainfall distribution throughout the year, and
extended droughts were considered to have the greatest potential for threatening
the persistence of woodland species, given the low rainfall of the region compared
with other Mediterranean woodlands (Fig. 6). While few data regarding physiological
limits of GWW dominants are available, increased mortality of eucalypts following
extended drought has been recorded (Yates et al. 1994). First principles thus suggest
that in conjunction with increasing temperatures, community dominance could shift
away from eucalypt woodlands to communities more like the Acacia aneura and
other woodlands currently occurring to the drier and warmer north and east. Such
shifts are consistent with predictions of Hilbert and Fletcher (2010) under medium
to high emissions scenarios, especially in the northern GWW. On the other hand,
our analysis (Fig. 5) emphasized that the extensive, unbroken nature of the GWW
coupled with the high integrity and diversity of its ecosystems (Judd et al. 2008) endows the GWW with a wide range of features conferring resistance and resilience to
climate change. These attributes, as well as interactions among ecological processes
such as fire and fuel accumulation, are likely to result in more complex outcomes
than predicted by broadscale shifts in ecological environments (Fig. 3, Hilbert and
Fletcher 2010). To illustrate these concepts, the following sections explore potential
interactions among environmental changes and attributes of resilience in more detail,
focusing on three factors that we considered most likely to drive biological change:
fire regimes, soil moisture availability, and the potential exacerbating effects of
anthropogenic degradation (Fig. 5, Table 1).
5.1 Fire regimes
Fire fundamentally influences community structure and composition in the GWW
(Hopkins and Robinson 1981; O’Donnell et al. 2011). Climate change projections
suggest a likely increase in weather conditions promoting fire (impacting on the
‘change’ side of our framework, Fig. 5). In particular, the number of days of extreme
fire danger and the frequency of lightning are likely to increase, which in turn would
promote an increase in fire intensity and frequency of ignition (Bradstock 2010).
However, impacts of enhanced fire conditions may be tempered by the resistance
and resilience of woodlands to fire, as reflected on the ‘resilience’ side of the
framework (Fig. 5). Attributes relevant to the response of the GWW to altered fire
conditions include (1) the dynamics of fuel availability (here viewed as an attribute
of resistance), (2) landscape heterogeneity and (3) fire responses of component
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Table 1 Interactions identified among anthropogenic degradation, key ecological processes and
response attributes relevant to climate change in the Great Western Woodlands
Threat

Altered processes

Altered resistance
and resilience

Exotic invasions

Altered competitive
relationships, predation,
herbivory
Changed nutrient cycling and
soil–water relations

Reduced population
sizes of native competitors
or prey (local extinction of
small mammals)
Altered fire resistance (e.g.
increasing fire fuels)

Increased grazing
pressure (livestock,
natives and ferals)

Efficiency of soil–water
infiltration reduced by
compaction and loss of
protective cover
Exotic invasions
Erosion

Loss of diversity
and redundancy
Ecosystem simplification
Reduced population sizes in
grazing sensitive species

Loss of Aboriginal
management

Altered seed dispersal
processes
Altered competitive
relationships, predation,
herbivory due to lack
of resource harvests

Greater vulnerability to
large intense fires owing
to lack of Aboriginal
burning

Mining and mining
exploration

Altered hydrology
Potential fire ignitions
Exotic invasions
Increased grazing
pressure associated with
water points

Reduced population
sizes in areas of direct
impact
Increased fragmentation
Loss of refugia (e.g.
banded ironstones)

Off-site effects
(widespread clearing
in WA wheatbelt)

Potential amelioration
of declining
rainfall

Decreased resilience
of nomadic, migratory
or dispersive species
owing to altered temporal
and special resource
availability

Resource harvesting
(e.g. logging,
sandalwood)

Altered processes
due to loss of
keystone species or
structural dominants
Soil compaction and erosion

Fragmentation
Altered heterogeneity

Tourism

Increased fire ignitions
Exotic invasions
Soil disturbance and
compaction

Fragmentation due to
roads and infrastructure

See text for further detail and references

taxa. Woodlands comprising single-stemmed trees such as salmon gum (Eucalyptus
salmonophloia, Fig. 1) have historically burnt infrequently (return intervals of c.
400 years), despite much more frequent fires (c. 50 years) in adjacent shrubland
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(O’Donnell et al. 2011). This indicates an inherent low flammability, or high ‘resistance’ to fire in woodlands, that is at least partly governed by discontinuous litter and
understorey fuels (O’Donnell et al. 2011). Declining rainfall is likely to suppress plant
productivity and associated fuel loads even further (Bradstock 2010), potentially
increasing this resistance to fire. It is possible that increasing summer rainfall or
rising CO2 (Hovenden 2008) could counter this prediction, although significant
productivity increases in response to rising CO2 are likely to be constrained by
nutrient and moisture limitations (Grünzweig and Körner 2003; Bradstock 2010).
Landscape heterogeneity in the GWW confers resistance to extensive fires
through the occurrence of fire-breaking features such as fire-resistant patches of
vegetation, recently burnt areas, granite outcrops and salt lakes (O’Donnell et al.
2011). This limits fire spread, and results in fire-shadows that allow persistence of
species and communities that are vulnerable to fire. Some of these features may
become compromised under climate change, while others are likely to continue to
provide refuge from fire.
Although resistance to fire in woodlands is high and could increase, resilience to
short fire-return intervals, should they occur, is likely to be low. Many woodland
eucalypts of the GWW are killed by intense fire and lack long-lived soil seed banks
(Yates et al. 1994). Hence, they are vulnerable to local extinction through repeated
high intensity fires or interactions between fire and drought. Even where woodland
eucalypts persist, structure and composition may be permanently altered should fire
frequency increase (Hopkins and Robinson 1981), affecting fauna dependent on
mature trees .
The net outcomes of increased fire-inducing weather and altered resistance to
fire are difficult to predict. If the increase in the number of fire days and lightning
ignitions due to climate change is sufficient to decouple the extent and intensity of
fires across the landscape from fuel loads, or if fuel loads increase, fires burning
in adjacent shrublands and mallee could more frequently carry through eucalypt
woodlands (Boer et al. 2008; Bradstock 2010). At the extreme, this could lead
to widespread loss of the mature woodland ecosystem. Landscape and ecosystem
resilience may then be maintained through transformation to pyric-successional
ecosystems derived from fire resilient taxa; however, such transformation would have
dramatic implications for many GWW species.
5.2 Water availability, infiltration and hydrology
Water availability, probably more than any other factor, determines the productivity
and distribution of vegetation types in the GWW (Dirnböck et al. 2002; Cullen and
Grierson 2009). Climate change will directly impact on the amount of water available
for persistence and growth of GWW organisms through changes in the timing,
amount and intensity of rainfall, exacerbated or mitigated by changing evaporative
demands and potential increases in water-use efficiency associated with increasing
atmospheric CO2 (Berry and Roderick 2004; Hovenden 2008). These direct effects
on the hydrological cycle, reflected on the ‘change’ side of the change-resilience
framework (Fig. 5), are likely to be further modified through interactions with site
and landscape-scale hydrological processes.
At site scales, capture of limited rainfall in semi-arid ecosystems is dependent
on soil–water infiltration. The GWW has low levels of soil compaction, patchy
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vegetation and litter cover, an abundant ant and termite fauna, and a high surface micro-relief. These features typically promote water infiltration in semi-arid
ecosystems (Ludwig et al. 1997), contributing to short-term water availability and
to a longer-term water supply through storage in or at the surface of clay subsoils
(Farrington et al. 1994). Under future climate scenarios, increasing summer storms,
reduced ground cover due to greater aridity, and/or increased fire frequencies, have
the potential to increase water repellence of soils (DeBano 2000) and reduce soil–
water infiltration (Casenave and Valentin 1992). In turn, lateral hydrological flows
(typically surficial in subdued GWW landscapes) would redistribute water within the
landscape to areas of high infiltration capacity or topographic depression (Grayson
et al. 2006), with likely greater losses to saline drainage basins. This redistribution
of water may buffer soil moisture regimes in run-on zones, while exacerbating soil
moisture decline in higher parts of the landscape.
The ecological outcomes of these climate-mediated changes in hydrological
processes will depend on attributes of GWW individuals, species, ecosystems and
landscapes as highlighted on the resilience side of our framework (Fig. 5). The
direct response of individuals and species to declining available moisture will depend
on unknown physiological tolerances at different life-stages, and genetic diversity
(potentially high in widespread, outcrossing trees and shrubs typical of the GWW,
Hamrick and Godt 1989) in these characteristics. Other species-level attributes such
as long-lived propagule banks or short generation times in woodland ephemerals
could further facilitate persistence or adaptation, while at the ecosystem scale,
species redundancy could promote adaptation and buffer ecosystems from further
hydrological change.
At the landscape scale, several features of the GWW are likely to confer resilience
to declining moisture availability. Regional scale climate gradients and local-scale
heterogeneity in soil moisture associated with topographic and soil texture mosaics
could allow for local- and regional-scale shifts of many woodland species and
ecosystems. This is supported under moderate emissions scenarios by nationalscale community-level modelling (Ferrier et al. 2010), and by vegetation distribution models for the adjacent Western Australian wheatbelt (Dirnböck et al. 2002)
that show the relationship between vegetation type and the topographic mosaic
varies according to mean annual rainfall. Similarly, water-gaining refugia (areas
reflecting past environmental regimes and supporting high numbers of endemic
species; Morton et al. 1995) at the base of scattered granite outcrops will continue to
provide refuge to moisture-limited species, albeit a different suite of species to those
supported today. Such shifts of genes, species and communities across soil mosaics or
rainfall gradients would be facilitated by the broad scale continuity and connectivity
of the intact GWW landscapes (e.g. Hewitt and Nichols 2005).
Given interactions among these processes, the net outcomes of altered quantity
and seasonality of rainfall on biota of the GWW remain uncertain. Most likely,
increased runoff and an overall decline of rainfall will lead to decreased moisture
availability and reduced plant productivity across extensive areas, with consequent
effects on plant and animal composition. At lesser extremes of drying, the landscape
should prove highly adaptable, with local shifts across soil mosaics or rainfall gradients conferring resilience for many species and communities. At greater extremes,
widespread transformation from the current woodland to novel assemblages is likely,
especially along lower rainfall margins.
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5.3 Anthropogenic degradation
Although human activity in the GWW is not intensive compared with adjacent agricultural landscapes, mineral exploration, mining and tourism are increasing. Livestock grazing, feral animals and timber harvesting have also affected substantial
parts of the region for over a century (Kealley 1991). As illustrated on the ‘change’
side of the change-resilience framework (Fig. 5, Table 1), these impacts increase in
significance under climate change, as they can exacerbate potentially unfavourable
changes to ecological processes. For example, soil compaction resulting from increased grazing and vehicular pressures reduces soil–water infiltration; and tourism
can increase fire ignitions (Table 1, Yates et al. 2000b). Indeed, recent decades have
seen substantial increases in woodland area burnt (Watson et al. 2008; Parsons and
Gosper 2011), which may be attributable to a combination of human ignitions and
climate change. On the response side of the framework (Fig. 5, Table 1), human
activities can compromise attributes of the GWW that confer resistance or resilience
to climate change, as already widely evident in the adjacent, highly degraded Western Australian wheatbelt (Prober and Smith 2009). Ecosystem complexity, species
redundancy, and population sizes are typically reduced by high grazing pressures
and clearing (Yates et al. 2000b; Hobbs and Cramer 2003), and as populations of
some species contract with climate change, clearing, logging and road building could
exacerbate their increasing isolation (Fig. 5, Table 1).
Human activities also facilitate invasions by exotic species, which in turn have
flow-on effects on ecological processes and resilience to climate change (Table 1).
Currently, few exotic plants occur in the GWW (c. 5% of the total flora compared
with 15% Australia-wide, Keighery and Longman 2004), but a number of potentially
serious weeds are already present and likely to spread under combinations of
human disturbance and climate change. For example, the invasive C4 grass Cenchrus
ciliaris L. (buffel grass) is more likely to spread through the GWW with increasing
winter temperatures and summer rain (Martin et al. 2010). Cenchrus ciliaris impacts
negatively on native biota, and by increasing connectivity of fire fuels could act
synergistically with climate change to increase fire ignition and spread, potentially
transforming the structure and composition of landscapes (Martin et al. 2010).
Exotic animals, particularly rabbits, foxes and cats, are widespread in the GWW
(Watson et al. 2008) and may already have altered woodland ecosystem processes
relevant to climate change. For example, ground-dwelling fauna such as Bettongia
penicillata (woylies) played an important role in soil turnover, and their widespread
decline through predation has undoubtedly affected the capture of moisture and
nutrients in woodland ecosystems (although the directions of these changes are
uncertain, Garkaklis et al. 2000; Martin 2003). An impending threat is increasing
invasion by camels under predicted drying environments (Edwards et al. 2008).
Unplanned outcomes of human activity are not always negative. For example,
altered meteorological processes associated with widespread clearing in the adjacent
Western Australian wheatbelt may have contributed to increases in rainfall in
the GWW since the 1970s (Pitman et al. 2004; Kala et al. 2011), providing some
mitigation against general climate change trends. On the other hand, clearing outside
the GWW is likely to have decreased the resilience of nomadic, widely dispersive or
migratory species that depend on both regions for persistence (Soulé et al. 2004,
Table 1).
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6 Adaptation options
Structured analysis of key ecological processes and response attributes in the GWW
using the change-resilience framework highlighted likely drivers and directions of
change in a warming and drying climate. Although this analysis is speculative, we
argue that systematic identification of processes likely to drive change and response
nonetheless provides a strong basis for identifying potential interventions to manage
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change (Figs. 5 and 7). In turn, explicit consideration of the risks, feasibility and
benefits of identified adaptation options suggested clear priorities for intervention
(Fig. 7). We acknowledge though that the latter analysis might be improved through
wider stakeholder participation and potentially, evaluation of other factors such as
timescales to effectiveness.
Consistent with other analyses of climate adaptation options (e.g. Heller and
Zavaleta 2009), many interventions identified for the GWW involved prevention
or restoration of human-induced degradation, despite the relative intactness of our
target region. These formed the set of lowest-risk options, with likely benefits for
biodiversity independent of the extent and direction of climate change (Fig. 7).
Preventative options associated with mining, grazing and tourism were seen as
some of the most feasible from a practical perspective, although a high level of
income forgone was recognized. Options associated with managing exotic invasions
were considered more difficult to implement, but nevertheless include manageable,
low risk options with likely significant benefits. For example, identification and
eradication of potentially invasive ‘sleeper’ exotics is likely to be feasible for species
with long invasion lag times (e.g. the cacti Cylindropuntia and Opuntia spp.).
Only three potential interventions to manage climate-driven changes to ecological
processes were identified, and these were scored as more challenging and risky than
preventative interventions. Engineering of physical soil structures and amelioration
of compacted soil surfaces to increase soil water recharge (Sanders 1986) were both
considered costly and likely to have significant adverse impacts. Fire management
to reduce the incidence of extensive, high intensity woodland fires was considered
difficult in this remote region, and of significant risk due to potential ecological
degradation (e.g. dissection by large fire breaks). However, fire management (if
successfully implemented) was considered to have the highest potential benefit of
any intervention for maintaining woodland structure and function, and to maximizing
biodiversity persistence (Fig. 7).
Opportunities to enhance resistance and resilience to climate change in undisturbed areas of the GWW are similarly limited, because resistance and resilience
attributes in these diverse, intact landscapes have not been substantially compromised. This positive feature promotes natural adaptation, but limits options for
human intervention. Fire management that targets not only fire suppression but
also optimization of landscape heterogeneity could maintain or enhance landscape
resilience (but see Parr and Andersen 2006). Biological refugia are a specific aspect of
landscape heterogeneity that is important to identify and protect. Fire management
or hydrological engineering could be affordable management tools for creating
or maintaining refugia to conserve ecological communities of high conservation
priority. At these constrained scales, these activities were seen as lower risk options,
with potentially high benefits for biodiversity persistence (Fig. 7).
Translocation is usually viewed as a ‘last resort’ conservation option for at-risk,
often iconic taxa, through facilitated dispersal to areas considered likely to offer
suitable habitat in the future (Hoegh-Guldberg et al. 2008; Richardson et al. 2009).
This approach is relevant to GWW taxa, but here we also considered translocation
options for enhancing in situ resilience of species, ecosystems and landscapes to
altered climates. Within species, genetic material could be introduced from populations predicted to be better adapted to future climates. At ecosystem and landscape
scales, introducing non-local species to the GWW could enhance the diversity of
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species available for adaptation and maintenance of ecosystem functions (functional
introductions).
We ranked all translocation options as relatively high risk owing to potential for
introducing invasive species or genes, and to cascading uncertainty associated with
predicting suitable habitat (see also Ricciardi and Simberloff 2009). Intra-specific
translocations were considered of lower risk and higher benefit than functional
introductions (Fig. 7). The latter were ranked the highest risk and lowest benefit of all
interventions, although they were rated more highly for their potential contribution
to restoring ecosystem function (average score 6.1). Such interventions may thus
be justifiable only under transformational change scenarios. In such cases, assembly
of new ecological communities from proximate native sources rather than exotic or
distant sources would help conserve the evolutionary character of the south-western
Australian biota.

7 Conclusions
The change-resilience framework emphasizes that outcomes of climate change for
individuals, species, ecosystems and landscapes are dependent on two potentially
countervailing forces operating at and among these scales. As is well-recognized
by most studies of climate change impacts (e.g. Fischlin et al. 2007; Steffen et al.
2009), climate change will act directly and indirectly through altered ecological
environments and processes. The importance of response attributes has been less
well characterized (but see Williams et al. 2008; Heller and Zavaleta 2009; Steffen
et al. 2009, perhaps because concepts of resistance, resilience and adaptability are
often confusing and hence can be difficult to analyse and apply (Walker et al.
2004). We suggest that identifying their individual components at relevant scales
offers a novel approach to climate adaptation planning that explicitly highlights
the strengths and weaknesses of natural systems to temper the effects of change.
This approach emphasizes where low risk adaptation measures can be applied, even
where relatively limited specific ecological information is available.
Through application of the framework we concluded that intact landscapes such
as the GWW are well-placed to adapt naturally to climate change, owing both to
largely uncompromised ecological functioning and to high natural levels of resistance
and resilience. Consequently, the simplest and lowest risk interventions to facilitate
climate adaptation in these landscapes are preventative and aim to maintain these
characteristics. Such options are likely to be beneficial regardless of future climate
scenarios, but will not necessarily prevent transformational ecosystem change.
By contrast, our conclusions regarding management options to manipulate ecological processes and attributes of ecological resilience of the intact system are sobering.
The range of options available is limited and all were considered of moderate to
high risk. Notionally, high risk options would only be implemented where more
severe climate scenarios are expected and transformational ecosystem change and
species extinctions are likely. Such decisions are constrained by high uncertainty,
and a better understanding of non-linear relationships and thresholds, coupled with
improved climate prediction, is needed. In the meantime, some moderate-risk, high
value options could be given early priority in the GWW, particularly low-impact fire
management to limit the extent and frequency of woodland fires, and smaller scale
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activities such as protection of refugia. These conclusions also emphasize the ongoing
importance of mitigating climate change by reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Finally, we applied the change-resilience framework to a relatively intact
Mediterranean-climate landscape, but we emphasize that it is equally relevant to
degraded landscapes such as those more typical of Mediterranean-climate woodland
ecosystems. A parallel analysis of degraded Mediterranean-woodland landscapes
such as the WA wheatbelt may suggest similar options to those in intact landscapes,
but with significantly different emphases and opportunities. Restoration of degraded
processes or attributes of resistance and resilience are likely to offer the highest
priority, lowest risk adaptation options, consistent with potential interventions put
forward for facilitating climate adaptation in degraded landscapes of Madagascar
(Hannah et al. 2008). Notably, considerable existing investment in restoration coupled with lower risks associated with interventions in degraded sites, may provide
greater opportunity to experiment with higher risk options (Prober and Smith 2009).
Acknowledgements This study was supported by the Australian Research Council Network for
Vegetation Function.

References
Archer D (2005) Fate of fossil fuel CO2 in geologic time. J Geophys Res 110:C09S05. doi:10.1029/
2004JC002625
Beard JS (1990) Plant life of Western Australia. Kangaroo Press, Kenthurst
Berry SL, Roderick ML (2004) Gross primary productivity and transpiration flux of the Australian
vegetation from 1788 to 1988 AD: effects of CO2 and land use change. Glob Change Biol
10:1884–1898
Boer MM, Bradstock RA, Gill AM, Sadler RJ, Grierson PF (2008) Endogenous and exogenous
controls of wildfire complexity. Landsc Ecol 23:899–913
Bradstock RA (2010) A biogeographic model of fire regimes in Australia: current and future implications. Glob Ecol Biogeogr 19:145–158
Bureau of Meteorology (2008) [WWW document]. http://www.bom.gov.au/lam/climate/levelthree/
c20thc/fire.htm
Casenave A, Valentin C (1992) A runoff capability classification system based on surface features
criteria in semi-arid areas of Western Africa. J Hydrol 130:231–249
Costelloe JF, Payne E, Woodrow IE, Irvine EC, Western AW, Leaney FW (2008) Water sources
accessed by arid zone riparian trees in highly saline environments, Australia. Oecologia 156:
43–52
Cowling RM, Rundel PW, Lamont BB, Arroyo MK, Arianoutsou M (1996) Plant diversity in
Mediterranean-climate regions. Trends Ecol Evol 11:352–360
CSIRO (2007) Climate change in Australia: Technical Report 2007. CSIRO, Australia
Cullen L, Grierson PF (2009) Multi-decadal scale variability in autumn-winter rainfall in southwestern Australia since 1655 BP as reconstructed from tree rings of Callitris columellaris. Clim
Dyn 33:433–444
DeBano LF (2000) The role of fire and soil heating on water repellency in wildland environments: a
review. J Hydrol 231–232:195–206
Dirnböck T, Hobbs RJ, Lambeck RJ, Caccetta PA (2002) Vegetation distribution in relation to
topographically driven processes in south-western Australia. Appl Veg Sci 5:147–158
Dunlop M, Brown PR (2008) Implications of Climate Change for Australia’s National Reserve System. A Preliminary Assessment. Report to the Department of Climate Change. Department of
Climate Change, Canberra. http://www.climatechange.gov.au/∼/media/publications/adaptation/
nrs-report.ashx
Edwards GP, McGregor M, Zeng B, Saalfeld WK, Vaarzon-Morel P, Duffy M (2008) Synthesis
and key recommendations. In: Edwards GP et al (eds) Managing the impacts of feral camels
in Australia: a new way of doing business. DKCRC Report 47. Desert Knowledge Cooperative

246

Climatic Change (2012) 110:227–248

Research Centre, Alice Springs, pp 331–360. http://www.desertknowledgecrc.com.au/research/
feralcamels.html
Farrington P, Bartle GA, Watson GD, Salama RB (1994) Long-term transpiration in two eucalypt
species in a native woodland estimated by the heat-pulse technique. Aust J Ecol 19:17–25
Ferrier S, Harwood T, Williams K (2010) Using generalised dissimilarity modelling to assess potential
impacts of climate change on biodiversity composition in Australia, and on the representativeness of the National Reserve System. A report to the Department of Environment, Water,
Heritage and the Arts, Canberra, Australia
Fischlin A, Midgley GF, Price J et al (2007) Ecosystems, their properties, goods and services. In:
Parry ML, Canziani OF, Palutikof JP, van der Linden PJ, Hanson CE (eds) Climate Change
2006: impacts, adaptation and vulnerability contribution of Working Group II to the fourth
assessment report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, pp 211–272
Garkaklis MJ, Bradley JS, Wooller RD (2000) Digging by vertebrates as an activity promoting the
development of water-repellent patches in sub-surface soil. J Arid Environ 45:35–42
Grayson RB, Western AW, Kandel DD, Costelloe JF, Wilson D (2006) Controls on patterns of soil
moisture in arid and semi-arid systems. In: D’Odorico P, Porporato A (eds) Dryland ecohydrology. Springer, Dordrecht, pp 109–128
Grubb PJ, Hopkins AJM (1986) Resilience at the level of the plant community. In: Dell B,
Hopkins AJM, Lamont BB (eds) Resilience in Mediterranean-type ecosystems. Junk,
Dordrecht, pp 21–38
Grünzweig JM, Körner C (2003) Differential phosphorus and nitrogen effects drive species and
community responses to elevated CO2 in semi-arid grassland. Func Ecol 17:766–777
Hagerman S, Dowlatabadi H, Satterfield T, McDaniels T (2010) Expert views on biodiversity conservation in an era of climate change. Glob Environ Change 20:192–207
Hamrick JL, Godt MJW (1989) Allozyme diversity in plant species. In: Brown AHD, Clegg MT,
Kahler AL, Weir BS (eds) Plant population genetics, breeding, and genetic resources. Sinauer
Associates Inc, Massachusetts, pp 43–63
Hannah L, Midgley GF, Millar D (2002) Climate-change-integrated conservation strategies. Glob
Ecol Biogeogr 11:485–495
Hannah L, Radhika D, Porter PL II et al (2008) Climate change adaptation for conservation in
Madagascar. Biol Lett 4:590–594
Heller NE, Zavaleta ES (2009) Biodiversity management in the face of climate change: a review of
22 years of recommendations. Biol Conserv 142:14–32
Hewitt GM, Nichols RA (2005) Genetic and evolutionary impact of global change. In: Lovejoy
TE, Hannah L (eds) Climate change and biodiversity. Yale University Press, New Haven,
Connecticut, pp 176–192
Hilbert DW, Fletcher C (2010) Using artificial neural networks to assess the impacts of future climate
change on ecoregions and major vegetation groups in Australia. A report to the Department of
Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts, Canberra, Australia
Hobbs RJ, Cramer VA (2003) Natural ecosystems: pattern and process in relation to local and
landscape diversity in southwestern Australian woodlands. Plant Soil 257:371–378
Hoegh-Guldberg O, Hughes L, Mcintyre S, Lindenmayer DB, Parmesan C, Possingham H, Thomas
CD (2008) Assisted colonization and rapid climate change. Science 321:345–346
Hopkins AJM, Robinson CJ (1981) Fire induced structural change in a Western Australian woodland. Aust J Ecol 6:177–188
Hopper SD, Gioia P (2004) The southwest Australian floristic region: evolution and conservation of
a global biodiversity hotspot. Annu Rev Ecol Syst 35:623–650
Hovenden MJ (2008) The potential impacts of elevated CO2 on Australia’s native biodiversity.
Report to Australian Federal Department of Climate Change, Canberra
Judd S, Watson JEM, Watson AWT (2008) Diversity of a semi-arid, intact Mediterranean ecosystem
in southwest Australia. Web Ecol 8:84–93
Kala J, Lyons TJ, Nair US (2011) Numerical simulations of the impacts of land-cover change on cold
fronts in South-West Western Australia. Boundary-Layer Meteorol 138:121–138
Kealley I (1991) Management of inland arid and semi-arid woodland forest of Western Australia. In:
McKinnell FH, Hopkins ER, Fox JED (eds) Forest management in Australia. Surrey Beatty and
Sons, Sydney, pp 286–295
Keighery G, Longman V (2004) The naturalised vascular plants of Western Australia 1: checklist,
environmental weeds and distribution in IBRA regions. Plant Prot Q 19:12–32

Climatic Change (2012) 110:227–248

247

Klausemeyer KR, Shaw MR (2009) Climate change, habitat loss, protected areas and the climate
adaptation potential of species in Mediterranean ecosystems worldwide. PLoS ONE 4(7):e6392.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0006392
Lawler JJ, Tear TH, Pyke C et al (2010) Resource management in a changing and uncertain climate.
Front Ecol Environ 8:35–43. doi:10.1890/070146
Liu L, Berry PM, Dawson TP, Pearson RG (2005) Selecting thresholds of occurrence in the prediction of species distributions. Ecography 28:385–393
Ludwig J, Tongway D, Freudenberger D, Noble J, Hodgkinson K (1997) Landscape ecology, function and management: principles from Australia’s Rangelands. CSIRO Publishing,
Melbourne
Martin G (2003) The role of small ground-foraging mammals in topsoil health and biodiversity:
implications to management and restoration. Ecol Manag Restor 4:114–119
Martin T, Murphy H, Liedloff A (2010) Invasive species and climate change: a framework for predicting species distribution when data are scarce. A report to the Department of Environment,
Water, Heritage and the Arts, Canberra, Australia
Morton SR, Short J, Barker RD (1995) Refugia for biological diversity in arid and semi-arid Australia. Biodiversity Series, Paper No. 4 Biodiversity Unit, Department of Environment, Sports
and Territories
Myers N, Mittermeier RA, Mittermeier CG, da Fonesca GAB, Kent J (2000) Biodiversity hotspots
for conservation priorities. Nature 403:853–858
Olson DM, Dinerstein E, Wikramanayake ED et al (2001) Terrestrial ecoregions of the world: a new
map of life on earth. Bioscience 51:933–938
O’Donnell AJ, Boer MM, McCaw WL, Grierson PF (2011) Spatial controls of wildfire frequency in
unmanaged semi-arid shrublands and woodlands. J Biogeogr 38:112–124
Parmesan C (2005) Biotic response: range and abundance changes. In: Lovejoy TE, Hannah L (eds)
Climate change and biodiversity. Yale University Press, New Haven, pp 41–55
Parr CL, Andersen AN (2006) Patch mosaic burning for biodiversity conservation: a critique of the
pyrodiversity paradigm. Conserv Biol 20:1610–1619
Parry ML, Canziani O, Palutikof J (2007) Technical summary. In: Parry ML, Canziani OF,
Palutikof JP, van der Linden PJ, Hanson CE (eds) Climate change 2007: impacts, adaptation and vulnerability. Contribution of Working Group II to the fourth assessment report
of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
pp 23–78
Parsons BC, Gosper CR (2011) Contemporary fire regimes in a fragmented and an unfragmented
landscape: implications for vegetation structure and persistence of the fire-sensitive malleefowl.
Int J Wildland Fire 20:184–194
Phillips SJ, Anderson RP, Schapire RE (2006) Maximum entropy modeling of species geographic
distributions. Ecol Model 190:231–259
Pitman AJ, Narisma GT, Pielke R, Holbrook NJ (2004) The impact of land cover change on the
climate of south west Western Australia. J Geophys Res 109:D18109. doi:10.1029/2003JD004347
Prober SM, Smith FP (2009) Enhancing biodiversity persistence in intensively-used agricultural
landscapes: a synthesis of 30 years of research in the Western Australian wheatbelt. Agric Ecosys
Environ 132:173–191
Recher HF, Lim L (1990) A review of the status of Australia’s terrestrial vertebrate fauna. Proc Ecol
Soc Aust 16:287–301
Recher H, Davis W Jr, Berry S, Mackey B, Watson A, Watson J (2007) Conservation inverted: birds
in the Great Western Woodlands. Wingspan 17:16–19
Ricciardi A, Simberloff D (2009) Assisted colonization is not a viable conservation strategy. Trends
Ecol Evol 24:248–253
Richardson DM, Hellmann JJ, McLachlan JS, Sax DF, Schwartz MW, Gonzalez P, Brennan EJ,
Comacho A, Root TL, Sala O, Schneider SH, Ashe DM, Clark JR, Early R, Etterson JR,
Fielder ED, Jl G, Minteer BA, Polasky S, Safford HD, Thompson AR, Vellend M (2009)
Multidimensional evaluation of managed relocation. PNAS 106:9721–9724
Sanders DW (1986) Water erosion control. Clim Change 9:187–194
Soulé ME, Mackey BG, Recher HF, Williams JE, Woinarski J, Driscoll D, Dennison W, Jones M
(2004) The role of connectivity in Australian conservation. Pac Conserv Biol 10:266–279
Steffen W, Burbidge A, Hughes L, Kitching R, Lindenmayer D, Musgrave W, Stafford
Smith M, Werner P (2009) Australia’s biodiversity and climate change. CSIRO Publishing,
Melbourne

248

Climatic Change (2012) 110:227–248

Underwood EC, Klausmeyer KR, Cox RL, Busby SM, Morrison SA, Shaw MR (2009) Expanding
the global network of protected areas to save the imperiled Mediterranean biome. Conserv Biol
23:43–52
Walker B, Holling CS, Carpenter SR, Kinzig A (2004) Resilience, adaptability and transformability
in social–ecological systems. Ecol Soc 9:5. http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/vol9/iss2/art5/
Watson A, Judd S, Watson J, Lam A, Mackenzie D (2008) The extraordinary nature of the Great
Western Woodlands. The Wilderness Society, Perth
Williams SE, Shoo LP, Isaac JL, Hoffmann AA, Langham G (2008) Towards an integrated
framework for assessing the vulnerability of species to climate change. PLoS Biol 6(12):e325.
doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.0060325
Yates CJ, Hobbs RJ, Bell RW (1994) Landscape-scale disturbances and regeneration in semi-arid
woodlands of southwestern Australia. Pac Conserv Biol 1:214–221
Yates CJ, Hobbs RJ, True DT (2000a) The distribution and status of eucalypt woodlands in Western
Australia. In: Hobbs RJ, Yates CJ (eds) Temperate eucalypt woodlands in Australia: biology,
conservation, management and restoration. Surrey Beatty and Sons, Sydney, pp 86–106
Yates CJ, Norton DA, Hobbs RJ (2000b) Grazing effects on plant cover, soil and microclimate
in fragmented woodlands in south-western Australia: implications for restoration. Aust J Ecol
25:36–47
Yates CJ, McNeill A, Elith J, Midgley GF (2010) Assessing the impacts of climate change and
land transformation on Banksia in the Southwest Australian Floristic Region. Divers Distrib 16:
187–201

