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Abstract

Studies examining the underlying causes of the distributions of species and their future trajectories under climate change
have benefitted from the accumulation of measurements of thermal tolerance across the tree of life. However, gaps in the global
coverage of heat-tolerance data for ectotherms persist on four critical fronts. First, most large-scale analyses treat heat tolerance
as a fixed species trait despite that population-level variation can equal or exceed cross-species variation. Second, terrestrial
non-arthropod invertebrates and aquatic ectotherms other than bony fish have been poorly sampled, particularly in boreal and
tropical regions, the Indian Ocean and the mesopelagic-deep ocean. Third, the study of climate impacts on the heat tolerance of
terrestrial ectotherms has often neglected the interaction of environmental temperatures with water availability. And fourth, the
mechanisms driving the dependence of heat tolerance on oxygen supply-demand remain largely unknown. We contend that fill-
ing those data and knowledge gaps requires novel strategies for the ecophysiological sampling of the range of understudied
populations and species that occupy the length of climatic gradients globally. Such developments are essential for comprehen-
sively predicting species responses to climate change across aquatic and terrestrial biomes.

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier GmbH on behalf of Gesellschaft für Ökologie. This is an open access article
under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/)
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Introduction

Thermal tolerance refers to an organism’s capacity to
adjust its physiology to changes in environmental tempera-
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tures, with ‘heat tolerance’ and ‘cold tolerance’ referring to
tolerance to high and low temperatures, respectively
(P€ortner, 2002). The growing body of measurements of ther-
mal tolerance across the tree of life and the Earth’s biomes
(Bennett et al., 2018) has become a formidable asset to
examine climatic effects on biodiversity (Huey et al., 2012;
Somero, 2012), and an active interface linking the fields of
ecology and physiology after decades of little cross-disci-
plinary, large-scale research (Gaston et al., 2009; Huey,
1991).
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Large-scale ecophysiological studies typically investigate
patterns of thermal tolerance as a function of climatic, phylo-
genetic and/or geographic predictors at broad spatiotemporal
scales and across multiple species, in which heat tolerance is
amply used as the response or an element of composite
responses like ‘safety margins’ (Sunday et al., 2014),
‘warming tolerance’ (Deutsch et al., 2008), ‘acclimation
response ratio’ (Morley et al., 2019) or ‘thermal sensitivity’
(Bennett et al., 2019) — each entailing its own conceptual
nuances. For instance, safety margins measure the difference
between the temperature an animal experiences in natural
conditions and the maximum temperature it can tolerate in
stressful conditions. Overall, species with narrow safety
margins should be less tolerant of thermal variation in their
environment, and the closer a species lives to its upper ther-
mal limits the higher the chances of experiencing thermal
stress.

Large-scale research has resulted in three outstanding
hypotheses about clines of thermal traits amongst ectother-
mic fauna. First, when the availability of thermal refugia is
accounted for, marine species show narrower safety margins
than terrestrial species, suggesting more frequent extinctions
and faster species turnover in the oceans than on land under
current and future warming scenarios (Pinsky et al., 2019).
Second, terrestrial ectotherms from temperate and tropical
latitudes are frequently exposed to air temperatures above
their tolerance limits (Lancaster, 2016), leading to the postu-
late that thermoregulatory behaviour like evaporative cool-
ing (Sunday et al., 2014) and/or access to thermal
microrefugia (Suggitt et al., 2018) are obligate strategies for
ectotherms to cope with climate warming. And third, heat
tolerance is less variable than cold tolerance (Ara�ujo et al.,
2013), giving rise to the prediction that heat tolerance has
lower evolutionary potential than cold tolerance (Bennett et
al., 2021; Hoffmann et al., 2013; Qu & Wiens, 2020). The
former body of research rests on a diverse kit of analytical
approaches that are commonplace in modern macrophysio-
logical (Chown & Gaston, 2016) and biogeographical (Vio-
lle et al., 2014) research.

While sophisticated modelling of macrophysiological
data has provided refreshing insights into the dynamics of
species ranges, and enabled the formulation of new hypothe-
ses about the mechanisms underlying these dynamics, we
highlight that prevailing data gaps must be circumvented to
ascertain the generality of observed large-scale patterns in
the following major domains:

(1) Large-scale studies use subsets of the same type of data, namely one
estimate of thermal performance per species across hundreds to thou-
sands of taxa with the underlying premise that variation amongst spe-
cies overrides variation amongst populations and/or intra-specific
variation has negligible impacts on overall patterns.

(2) Heat tolerance is best known for terrestrial vertebrates from temperate
regions, and such body of knowledge underrepresents the potential
magnitude of variation of heat tolerance through different regions and
across the tree of life.
(3) The study of heat tolerance under climate change has mainly looked at
the effects of environmental temperatures despite climate change hav-
ing multiple, non-independent axes of variation in both aquatic and ter-
restrial ecosystems.

With a focus on the heat tolerance of ectothermic fauna,
we provide a synthetic background on measurements of heat
tolerance, then describe the data gaps mentioned above, and
highlight the ecophysiological importance of the interaction
of environmental temperatures with two other axes of envi-
ronmental variation: water availability on land and oxygen
availability at sea. Throughout, we recommend key areas of
future development.
Quantifying heat tolerance

Measurements

Metrics of heat tolerance used in large-scale ecology orig-
inate from a long history of physiological experiments
undertaken for more than two centuries. Davenport and Cas-
tle (1895) pioneered a comprehensive collation of measure-
ments dating back to the physiologist Lazzaro Spallanzani
(1787). The first systematic protocols of those measurements
were developed in the 1940s (Cowles & Bogert, 1944; Fry et
al., 1942) and 1950s (Hutchison, 1961; Lowe & Vance,
1955). These protocols laid the basis of a massive scientific
effort surveying thermal tolerance across the Earth, with
measurements being assembled into the recently developed
global database GlobTherm (Bennett et al., 2018; Fig. 1).
This database is the only available quantitative synthesis of
the state of knowledge of thermal tolerance across taxa and
habitats, and much of our data analysis rests on this
resource. Succinctly, GlobTherm (accessed on December
2021) includes heat tolerance for 1631 eukaryotic species,
of which 946 are ectotherms, the earliest being published in
the mid-20th century (Doudoroff, 1942).

Methods for measuring heat tolerance in ectotherms can
be classified as either static or dynamic — these categories
depend on whether test temperatures are kept constant or
increased through an experimental assay, respectively. The
static method defines heat tolerance as the time to death (or
the survival rate after a predefined time) under constant
environmental temperatures, and the dynamic method
defines heat tolerance as the body temperature at which
physiological failure, and possibly death, occur under ramp-
ing environmental temperatures (Jørgensen et al., 2019; Lut-
terschmidt & Hutchison, 1997b) — methodological jargon
and concepts associated with heat tolerance are reviewed by
Bates and Morley (2020). The dynamic method is currently
the preferred option in global studies because it is replicable,
can be easily implemented, and has clear biological interpre-
tation (Kingsolver & Umbanhowar, 2018). Accordingly, all
heat tolerances in GlobTherm are dynamic estimates (Ben-
nett et al., 2018).



Fig. 1. How much is known and unknown about ectotherm tolerance to high temperatures? The known (A) is the number of ectotherm chor-
dates (vertebrates plus three ascidians) and (arthropod and non-arthropod) invertebrate species for which heat tolerance (critical thermal max-
ima and upper lethal temperatures) has been quantified according to the database GlobTherm (Bennett et al., 2018) — line textile within bars
indicates the number of species for which heat tolerance has been measured in >1 population or experiment. The unknown (B) is the propor-
tion of taxonomically described (upper numbers) to studied (lower numbers) species. The bottom panel (C) shows heat tolerance across spe-
cies where each dot represents one species included in GlobTherm. Number of described species accessed from www.catalogueoflife.org on
20/03/2020, and ‘aquatic’ refers to species spending their entire life cycle in water. Significance: Terrestrial, chordate and species-level data
outnumber aquatic, invertebrate and population-level data, respectively, and upper limits of known thermal tolerance range from »0 to »60 °
C across species.

34 S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47
The dynamic method broadly comprises a duet of proce-
dural steps. Immediately after capture, or following rearing
in the laboratory, specimens are acclimated to a common
range of daily temperatures in experimental enclosures for
hours to days, depending on the thermal biology of the
organism in question. The goal is to remove individual dif-
ferences in thermal and ecological history and standardize
experimental starting temperatures (Brattstrom & Lawrence,
1962; Terblanche et al., 2007). Specimens are then exposed
to ramping temperatures, and heat tolerance is quantified as
(i) upper lethal temperature or the temperature that results
in the death of an individual or a proportion of individuals
(e.g., 50%, 100%), or (ii) critical thermal maximum or the
temperature at which body function is blocked (e.g., cardiac
failure, loss of righting response) or shows symptoms of
thermal stress like muscular spasms (Bates & Morley, 2020;
Lutterschmidt & Hutchison, 1997b). For endotherms, heat
tolerance is also often quantified as the upper critical tem-
perature of the ‘thermoneutral zone’ at which an organism’s
metabolism increases above basal metabolic rates and
prompts body-heat dissipation to the environment (Riek &
Geiser, 2013).

Ectotherm heat and cold tolerance are characterized as the
endpoints of a left-skewed, bell-shaped performance curve
centred around a peak demarcating the thermal optimum
(Huey & Stevenson, 1979; Sinclair et al., 2016). The

http://www.catalogueoflife.org
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magnitude of this optimum, its associated endpoints, and the
overall shape of the thermal performance curve can vary for
a range of biological processes such as body growth, aerobic
scope, reproduction or locomotion, each process operating
at specific temporal scales and tailored to address different
research questions (Bozinovic et al., 2020; Kellermann et
al., 2019; Kingsolver & Buckley, 2017). From an ecophysi-
ological viewpoint, dynamic measurements of heat tolerance
are manifestations of the pathways driving whole-organism
failure at molecular, cellular and tissue scales — a form of
‘functional mortality’, which has proved robust for examin-
ing large-scale clines of thermal tolerance (Bates & Morley,
2020).
Species-level data: gaps and improvements

The average estimate of ectotherm heat tolerance across
the tree of life captured by GlobTherm (Bennett et al., 2018)
represents a single population of a species of terrestrial ver-
tebrate from a temperate climate. Indeed, ectotherm heat-tol-
erance data in this database (comprising critical thermal
maxima and lethal temperatures) are positively biased
towards large ectothermic vertebrates from temperate
regions, reflecting similar clustering across the whole eco-
logical literature (Hughes et al., 2021; Taheri et al., 2021;
Titley et al., 2017). Taxonomically, 62% of estimates in
GlobTherm are from chordate species, while 30% and <8%
represent arthropods and non-arthropod invertebrates
(Fig. 1B). When compared to the total number of described
species, such bias becomes strikingly obvious since heat tol-
erance has been measured in one of every 91 described spe-
cies of chordate ectotherms as opposed to only one of every
3800 and 2100 described arthropod and non-arthropod
invertebrate species, respectively (Fig. 1B). Geographically,
a total of 25% and 65% of heat-tolerance traits of ectother-
mic species have been obtained from tropical (�23.5 South
to 23.5° North) and temperate regions (23.5 to 66.5° North/
South), respectively, with only 10% of data originating from
boreal and polar latitudes (Bennett et al., 2018). And habi-
tat-wise, only 32% of the ectothermic species contributing
heat-tolerance estimates to GlobTherm spend their entire life
cycle in aquatic environments (Fig. 1A and C), with marine
outnumbering freshwater estimates (Bennett et al., 2018).
This proportion is even smaller in published comparisons of
ectotherm safety margins between the marine and terrestrial
realms (Pinsky et al., 2019). In fact, there are few, if any,
studies of heat tolerance for most invertebrate phyla com-
prising obligate marine species.

All eukaryotes are unable to complete their life cycle at
temperatures beyond 60 °C (Oren, 2019), and a major revi-
sion of that absolute threshold of thermal tolerance is
unlikely, with only hydrothermal vent worms known to pre-
fer temperatures above 40 °C (Girguis & Lee, 2006). How-
ever, expanding the taxonomic coverage of species-level
heat-tolerance data (see Chown & Gaston, 2016), primarily
for terrestrial non-arthropod invertebrates and aquatic ecto-
therms other than bony fish, should provide a comprehen-
sive global picture of the cross-species variation of heat
tolerance and how the latter responds to climatic variation in
terrestrial relative to aquatic habitats. The ability to capture
global patterns of physiological traits also requires further
data-collection efforts being directed to the parts of the
planet where thermal tolerance across ectothermic species
has been poorly surveyed, namely the boreal stretch of Can-
ada and Russia, the African and Asian tropics, the Indian
Ocean and the poles (Bennett et al., 2018), and the entire
mesopelagic and deep ocean. These include some of the
world’s most thermally extreme areas. So, measurements of
thermal traits of understudied or neglected species from
those regions under such circumstances are critical to under-
stand thermal-trait plasticity and behavioural and genetic
adaptations to climate extremes at regional to global scales.
These novel efforts are all the more important as comparing
climate-driven poleward or latitudinal shifts in global spe-
cies distributions across continents is bound to miss multidi-
rectional climate impacts within regions in terrestrial
(Heikkinen et al., 2020; Seabra et al., 2015; Taheri et al.,
2016; VanDerWal et al., 2013) and marine ecosystems (Hel-
muth et al., 2002; Lathlean et al., 2014; Rilov et al., 2019).
Population-level data: why more matters

More data of species-level thermal traits will continue to
refine global patterns of species responses to climate change.
We argue, nevertheless, that ascertaining the biological real-
ism of estimated patterns, and developing a mechanistic
understanding of the drivers governing them, must be
boosted by the collection of population-level heat-tolerance
data over the full geographical distribution of individual spe-
cies, because species operate in thermally-dynamic geo-
graphic spaces (Sears et al., 2016). A salient feature of
GlobTherm is that >90% of thermal-tolerance measure-
ments have been obtained from a single experiment and/or
study population per species (Bennett et al., 2018; Fig. 1A).
This data format restricts the analysis of thermal perfor-
mance to a single data point per species. However, each of
those data points (species) has a biologically meaningful
variance and, if accounted for, it could largely determine the
magnitude and uncertainty of thermal-tolerance estimates.
When applied to models predicting climate change effects
on species distributions, such variance can lead to substan-
tially different projections (Valladares et al., 2014). Indeed,
thermal traits within ectothermic species can vary at multiple
spatiotemporal scales in aquatic and terrestrial habitats (Clu-
sella-Trullas & Chown, 2014; Garland & Adolph, 1991),
thus altering measured ectotherm responses to climate
change (Bennett et al., 2019; Sinclair et al., 2016; Valladares
et al., 2014). For instance, intra-specific variation in heat tol-
erance of Iberian lizards can be up to 4 °C amongst different
populations (Herrando-P�erez et al., 2019; Fig. 2A). A 4 °C



Fig. 2. Intra-specific variability in heat tolerance and thermo-hydroregulatory behaviour. Barplots (A) show critical thermal maxima (mean
CTmax § SE, N = 5 to 7 lizards per population, estimated as the temperature at which the body-righting response is lost) of four Spanish popu-
lations of the spiny-footed lizard (Acanthodactylus erythrurus from, top to bottom bars, Do~nana National Park, Los Santos, Alpedrete and
Aranjuez), and boxplot shows restriction times (grid cell = 25 £ 25 km2) predicted via a biophysical model over the full Iberian distribution
of the species iteratively computed after assuming that the species’ CTmax be represented by the CTmax of only one of the four populations
(Herrando-P�erez et al., 2020b). Lines (B) show the proportion of 10 red-throated skinks (Carlia rubrigularis) choosing dry or wet refuges
after 16 h through a sequence of experimental assays at 10 different air temperatures from 18 to 36 °C (Pintor et al., 2016). Red and blue lines
separate logistic fits using the temperature at a dry or wet refuge as predictor, respectively. Grey shading indicates the range of median (dark)
and 25% and 75% quartiles (light) of the environmental temperatures preferred by individuals (120 substrate temperatures per assay mea-
sured), respectively. Significance: (lizard) Prediction of climate impacts depend on what population is choosen to represent a species’ heat tol-
erance. The higher the population’s CTmax, the lower the predicted species’ restriction time, with 450 h of restriction time totalling 64 seven-
hour days without diurnal activity; (skink) thermal performance responds to the interaction of air temperature and moisture. The higher the
temperature, the lower the choice of dry refuge, with individuals showing avoidance of the dry refuge well before reaching preferred substrate
temperatures. Photos: Salvador Herrando-P�erez (lizard) and Conrad Hoskin (skink).
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variation in heat tolerance across 8° of latitude in the Iberian
Peninsula is a substantial physiological shift, amounting to
40% of the cross-species variation in heat tolerance (38 to
48 °C) that has been modelled for tens of squamate reptiles
from the entire temperate zone of the Northern Hemisphere
(23.5 to 66.5° North) (Pinsky et al., 2019; Sunday et al.,
2014). This kind of observations supports the view that dif-
ferent populations, potentially representing distinct lineages
within a species, engage in local-adaptation strategies (see
next section). Accounting for variation in thermal tolerance
amongst lineages is a robust, albeit expensive, approach to
characterize the thermal niche of a species (Martin et al.,
2020; Smith et al., 2019).

Intra-specific variation in heat tolerance can be expected
to buffer species exposure to moderate climate change if at
least some populations have higher tolerance to temperature
extremes, wider safety margins or warming tolerance, or
stronger acclimation response ratios than others across the
distributional range of species. Therefore, thermoregulatory
behaviour (Sunday et al., 2014) and/or access to thermal
microhabitats (Suggitt et al., 2018) might be obligate strate-
gies for survival but only for the subset of populations that
have the lowest thermal tolerance and/or are experiencing
the strongest impacts of climate change within the distribu-
tion of a species. Local extirpation of single populations,
driven by thermal stress, should be more common in
response to sudden (short-term, often localized) events of
extreme climate. In contrast, long-term (gradual, often
widely spatially spread) climate shifts might drive homoge-
nization of the heat tolerance between populations (via plas-
tic or adaptive shifts) at a pace dictated by climate-change
velocity and population acclimation and generation time
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(Bennett et al., 2019). The debate about the relative role of
short-term versus long-term climatic variation in shaping
patterns of heat tolerance and extinction risk is not new
(Chown et al., 2003; Feder, 1987), but remains to be com-
prehensively tested by comparing thermal-tolerance
responses across populations within the distribution of spe-
cies. Without enough large-scale population-level data, sim-
ulation of traits offers the possibility of making theoretical
predictions using intra- and inter-specific trait variation (Val-
ladares et al., 2014).

A preliminary analytical step would be to quantify the rel-
ative magnitude of intra-versus inter-specific variation in
heat tolerance across as many taxa as possible. Addressing
such a question requires the invigoration of experimental
work across broader environmental gradients focusing on
intra-specific trait variation for non-model species and the
compilation of available population-level thermal traits in a
comprehensive dataset. GlobTherm does document 21
aquatic and 43 terrestrial ectothermic species with multiple
population measurements of heat tolerance, despite ulti-
mately filtering and reporting one per species. Empirical
measurements of intra-specific variability in heat tolerance
are far more common than reported by GlobTherm, and
have accumulated steadily since the 1970s in the form of
studies of ectothermic species in aquatic (e.g., Brattstrom,
1970; Morley et al., 2012; Schulte, 2007) or terrestrial (e.g.,
Bozinovic et al., 2014; Buckley et al., 2015; Hertz et al.,
1979) habitats (e.g., Manis & Claussen, 1986). Such vast
corpus of data remains scattered across multiple (often low-
impact) ecological and physiological journals and papers,
and proves somewhat cryptic to searches using key words in
mainstream primary-literature databases in English (e.g.,
Scopus, Web of Science). An inititative following the former
path of action is the new database of amphibian heat toleran-
ces (Pottier et al., 2022). These authors show that, through a
comprehensive literature review in five databases and seven
languages, the number of species with measured heat toler-
ances increases from 113 (GlobTherm, 20 data sources in
English) to 616 (213 data sources), including 1 to 163 meas-
urements per species (mean = 5§ 13SD), with prevailing
data gaps from Africa, Asia and high latitudes as in Glob-
Therm.
Further ecophysio-prospection: how to do it

More data, of course, implies more funding. Funders will,
however, not be captivated by simplistic messages of the
kind ‘let’s study everything’. Instead, deciding whether tax-
onomic, geographic and habitat gaps in heat-tolerance data
should be filled, at a rate proportional to the relative func-
tional diversity of the different phylogenetically related
groups, does rely on more ecophysiological sampling within
and across those groups. For instance, in monitoring global
biodiversity, marine biologists have proposed stratified sam-
pling by rates of biological activity, so deeper habitats
should be sampled at lower spatial and temporal resolution
than shallower habitats (Costello et al., 2018), and biogeog-
raphers also advocate for stratifying spatial samples to cover
the full breadth of environmental space that species are
expected to occupy using theoretical (model-based) expecta-
tions (Ara�ujo & Guisan, 2006). With increasing cuts in
research budgets, these proposals should be evaluated
against the cost-benefit outcomes that they might bring for
the protection and sustainable exploitation of biodiversity
and ecosystem services (Canessa et al., 2015).

How to tailor sampling stratification to collect novel eco-
physiological data at the relevant spatial scales will require a
gap analysis involving (i) reviewing the state of knowledge
about the causes of heat-tolerance variation across species
and environments, (ii) pinpointing prevailing data biases in
light of the major drivers of such variation, and (iii) provid-
ing guidelines on what understudied groups (lineages, popu-
lations, species) and regions should be prioritized for
sampling. Those guidelines might not necessarily ally with
recommendations to monitor biodiversity because low-
diversity ecosystems, like those in high altitudes or deep
waters, often contain specialized forms of thermal adaptation
and performance that cannot be ignored to understand large-
scale ecophysiological patterns.
Prevailing challenges

We here emphasize three challenges that would need to be
considered when conducting large-scale analysis of thermal
tolerance using assembled data. A first challenge is the fre-
quent lack of intra-specific measurements in large, compiled
datasets. Such a lack includes underrepresentation of differ-
ent populations (see above) but also different life stages. For
example, Bennett et al. (2018) explain “. . . to make the esti-
mates of species thermal limits in the [GlobTherm] dataset
comparable, only estimates from study specimens in their
later life stages were used”. But heat tolerance varies
through the ontogeny of species with massive implications
in their thermal biology and adaptive strategies (Buckley &
Huey, 2016; Dahlke et al., 2020; Refsnider et al., 2019). For
instance, many insects alternate aquatic and terrestrial ther-
mal environments and/or exploit different microhabitats
through their life history (Kingsolver et al., 2011), juvenile
stages might have more plastic thermal limits than adult
stages (Weaving et al., 2022), and those stages more sensi-
tive to climatic variation should set the biogeographic
boundaries of species (Bowler & Terblanche, 2008). A criti-
cal question is how restricting analysis to adult stages would
affect the conclusions of studies using these data? More spe-
cifically, what information is being lost by ignoring early-
development stages and how relevant it is for the question
being asked? A second challenge is the usual lack of consid-
eration of variation in acclimation treatments of individuals
prior to the experimental assays used to measure heat toler-
ance. Merging data points, including various acclimation
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treatments, removes or masks the thermal history of those
individuals and of the populations and species they belong
to. However, previous exposure to high temperatures can
increase heat tolerance to future events of thermal stress
(Giomi et al., 2016; Kellermann et al., 2017; Olsen et al.,
2021) and individuals can use this information to modulate
their activity and behaviour through the life cycle (daily,
seasonally, annually) anticipating future stressing conditions
(Bernhardt et al., 2020). Finally, a third challenge accrues
from discrepancies in acclimation temperatures, ramping
rates, experiment duration and body indicators of stress that
can introduce noise in thermal assays (Camacho & Rusch,
2017; Carilo Filho et al., 2022; Lutterschmidt & Hutchison,
1997a; Rezende et al., 2014; Terblanche et al., 2011). The
extent to which such procedural variance compromises the
comparability of heat-tolerance data in large-scale studies,
drawing upon repositories of physiological data, has not
been assessed in detail as “. . .there is no way for [database]
users to identify the confounding methodological issues in
the original study designs” (Bates & Morley, 2020). Only
the new database of amphibian heat tolerances (Pottier et al.,
2022) includes estimates for different life stages, and exclu-
sively accepted studies reporting acclimation temperatures
and, importantly, the temperatures experienced in their habi-
tat by the animals prior to capture and the date of capture —
so the native thermal environment of the population might
be inferred.

Across the board, the inclusion of (i) metrics of heat toler-
ance for different life stages and (ii) technical details about
the protocols of measurement of thermal tolerance should be
ideally considered in updates of databases, such as Glob-
Therm, or in new data repositories (see Pottier et al. 2022)
tailored for large-scale studies. Moreover, novel experimen-
tal protocols for measuring heat tolerance, which incorporate
thermal history, without jeopardizing comparability amongst
individuals, populations and species, constitute a worthwhile
endeavour.
Aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems under
climate change

How terrestrial versus aquatic (particularly marine) organ-
isms respond to climate change has received considerable
attention in the last decade (Blowes et al., 2019; Burrows et
al., 2011; Pinsky et al., 2019; Steele et al., 2018; Sunday et
al., 2012). Those efforts have voiced authoritative calls that
both realms share many functional processes (Mokany et al.,
2010; Webb, 2012), and that integrating their study should
promote the progress of ecology (Duarte, 2007) and the
design of coordinated actions to deal with climate impacts
on biodiversity (Menge et al., 2009; Richardson & Poloc-
zanska, 2008). Ecologists examining large-scale ecophysio-
logical patterns have acted on those calls and, time and
again, shown a consistent absence of correlation of heat
tolerance with latitude and large-scale climatic predictors on
land (Deutsch et al., 2008; Hoffmann et al., 2013; Sunday et
al., 2014). Those correlations, however, have been statisti-
cally supported in the sea (Sunday et al., 2011) and, simi-
larly, for cold tolerance in both realms (Ara�ujo et al., 2013;
Hoffmann et al., 2013). All the latter studies have mostly
used data assembled from the literature, most if not all of
which are now compiled in the GlobTherm dataset, and are
based on single-point estimates of species heat tolerance (as
response) and mean temperature averages (as predictor).

In contrast to cold tolerance, heat tolerance could be func-
tionally tuned to small-scale climatic gradients that can go
unnoticed by large-scale studies mostly using coarse climatic
data and single-species estimates of heat tolerance (Herrando-
P�erez et al., 2020b). For example, cold tolerance drives the
breadth of amphibian thermal tolerance at large spatial scales,
while heat tolerance does so locally (Pintanel et al., 2022).
Therefore, climatic effects on ectotherm heat tolerance might
not be weaker but simply more challenging to detect on land
than in the sea. Not surprisingly, if heat tolerance strongly
responds to local environmental variation, the population
(local data) chosen to represent the heat tolerance of a given
terrestrial ectothermic species can result in widely divergent
downstream predictions under climate change — in cross-
taxa studies using the thermal tolerance of one population per
species over regional to global scales (Herrando-P�erez et al.,
2019; Fig. 2A). This area of enquiry represents one additional
major reason why the collection of population-level data is
urgently needed (see previous section).

The drivers of biodiversity patterns are indeed more com-
plex (shaped by more environmental variables) on land
(Gagn�e et al., 2020). Broadly, aquatic ectotherms balance
body temperatures (through convective and conductive heat
transfer) with water much faster than terrestrial ectotherms
do with air (Angilletta, 2009), and submerged seascapes are
much more thermally homogeneous and present fewer phys-
ical barriers for adult and larval dispersal than terrestrial
landscapes for any given latitude (Ant~ao et al., 2020; Steele
et al., 2018). Such environmental differences tally well with
mounting evidence that marine species are tracking large-
scale thermal and ecosystem shifts (e.g., predators following
their prey as the latter track climate change) faster than their
terrestrial counterparts, thus resulting in faster re-structuring
of communities (Ant~ao et al., 2020) and faster distributional
(Lenoir et al., 2020) and phenological (Poloczanska et al.,
2013) change in the sea. These results lead to the untested
prediction that, with less opportunity for finding thermal ref-
uges, heat tolerance might be subjected to stronger adaptive
forcing in marine organisms (Bennett et al., 2019). Unfortu-
nately, statements about climatic effects might fall in contra-
diction when different groups are examined. For instance,
marine fish species appear to be more vulnerable to climate
change than terrestrial species (Pinsky et al., 2019), while
the opposite holds for marine invertebrates (Morely et al.,
2019). Empirical evidence for whether using population-
level data would correct this problem is lacking.
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The ecophysiological comparison between terrestrial and
marine ecosystems epitomizes the data biases presented in
the previous section because of the dearth of data collected
for aquatic ecosystems (Bennett et al., 2018; Fig. 1). Fore-
mostly, air- and water-breathing organisms must cope with
contrasting dimensions of climate change with key research
areas awaiting development (Garcia et al., 2014; He & Silli-
man, 2019). In the following two subsections, we highlight
and discuss those data gaps relative to, arguably, the two
major environmental factors interacting with environmental
temperature and thermal tolerance across populations and
species, namely water availability on land and oxygen sup-
ply-demand at sea.
Water in terrestrial ecosystems

Water (both liquid and vapour) distribution plays a partic-
ularly critical ecological role for terrestrial species as they
must find water resources to survive — a problem rarely
faced by aquatic fauna spending their entire life under water.
Terrestrial fauna must deal with climate anomalies, extremes
and seasonality in the atmosphere, all of which manifest
themselves through a complex interaction between tempera-
ture and precipitation regimes in space and time (Garcia et
al., 2014). However, terrestrial ecology maintains a major
focus on studying the effects of environmental temperatures
on organismal fitness under climate change (Herrando-P�erez
et al., 2020a), exemplified in the multiple mathematical for-
mulations of safety margins, which only include environ-
mental temperatures (Pinsky et al., 2019; Sinclair et al.,
2016; Sunday et al., 2014). In contrast, large-scale ecologi-
cal studies that include precipitation predictors are much
rarer (Herrando-P�erez et al., 2020a and references therein);
and these often fail to acknowledge that water resources can
be partitioned based on budgets of rainfall, humidity, and
dietary and drinking water, with each budget affecting the
thermal performance of terrestrial ectotherms in diametri-
cally different fashions (Kearney et al., 2018; Pirtle et al.,
2019). The pioneering mechanistic models using thermal
tolerance to characterize the behaviour (Porter et al., 1973)
and the distributional limits (Porter & Tracy, 1983) of ecto-
therms already encapsulated the interplay of temperature
with water, food and gas exchanges. Those seminal
approaches have evolved to dynamic energy budget models
that incorporate microclimatic modelling and behavioural
thermoregulation (Kearney & Porter, 2020) and tie energet-
ics to growth, development and reproduction (Kearney et
al., 2010; Kearney, 2021). Energy budget models, therefore,
offer a solid mechanistic framework to incorporate popula-
tion-level ecophysiological data (see previous section), and
should gain realism by factoring in temperature in combina-
tion with water-related environmental predictors.

From first principles, the response of terrestrial ectotherms
to climatic variation should be shaped by a combination of
strategies that provide secure access to water resources and a
safe thermal environment (O’Brien, 2006). Hydric and ther-
mal body balances are indeed functionally interlinked
through a range of physiological and behavioural mecha-
nisms (Pirtle et al., 2019; Rozen-Rechels et al., 2019) and
beg for the conceptual replacement of ‘thermoregulation’ by
‘thermohydroregulation’ (Rozen-Rechels et al., 2019).
Examples of this interplay abound. For instance, lizard heat
tolerance can differ by 3 to 4 °C if animals are deprived of
drinking water relative to individuals having access to food
and water or water alone, hence adding further population-
level variation in thermal performance (Herrando-P�erez et
al., 2020a). Terrestrial ectotherms prefer colder over warmer
refuges under water restriction (Rozen-Rechels et al., 2020)
but wetter over drier refuges if temperatures increase (Pintor
et al., 2016; Fig. 2B), and switch from shaded/forest to
open/agricultural habitat as precipitation augments (Frishk-
off et al., 2016; Ryan et al., 2016). Moreover, precipitation
can drive species’ adaptive shifts more strongly than air tem-
perature on land (Siepielski et al., 2017). Unsurprisingly,
water-temperature climate interactions modify extinction
scenarios determined by climate warming alone (Bonebrake
et al., 2018; Cahill et al., 2013; McCain & Colwell, 2011)
and should be integrated to comprehensively assess the eco-
logical effects of climate change in the face of increasing
drought (Trenberth et al., 2013), aridification (Park et al.,
2018) and expansion of drylands (Marvel et al., 2019)
regionally and globally.

The integration of thermohydroregulation in large-scale
studies calls for three major areas of development: (i) terres-
trial thermal microrefugia might be available but hydrically
inhospitable (Scheffers et al., 2014). Consequently, theoreti-
cal expectations of microthermal buffering of extinction risk
of terrestrial ectotherms might be underestimated
(Gonz�alez-del-Pliego et al., 2020) and must be reassessed
by considering whether the hydro-thermal properties of
microrefugia expand or wane the thermal niche of species;
(ii) theoretical developments proposing a pace-of-life syn-
drome, whereby thermal performance and thermoregulatory
behaviour covary along a thermal continuum (Goulet et al.,
2017), seems functionally incomplete and novel research
needs to address the mechanisms by which behaviour should
covary with physiology along ‘hot-cold’ and ‘dry-wet’ axes
of environmental change; and (iii) experimental research
quantifying the relative effects of environmental tempera-
tures and water availability on the variability of thermal tol-
erance across the distribution of individual species is sorely
needed, and scaling up experiments to broad spatial scales
remains a pressing endeavour in ecology as a whole.
Oxygen in aquatic ecosystems

In aquatic ecosystems, the imbalance between oxygen
supply and demand is exacerbated by low oxygen solubility
and stratification at high temperatures (Breitburg et al.,
2018; Rabalais et al., 2010). These phenomena have been



Fig. 3. Heat tolerance under experimental hypoxia and normoxia. Barplots show mean critical thermal maxima (CTmax § SE) quantified as
the water temperature causing heart failure in the giant tiger shrimp (A: Penaeus monodon, N = 8 per treatment) (Ern et al., 2015) or loss of
balance in the Nile tilapia (B: Oreochromis niloticus, N = 5) (Islam et al., 2020) obtained from fishery stocks in Can Tho (Vietnam) and
Mymensingh (Bangladesh), respectively. Significance: Only the tilapia experiment provides an element of empirical support for the ‘oxygen-
and capacity-limited thermal tolerance’ hypothesis as heat tolerance decreases in response to low oxygen availability. Photos: CSIRO Marine
Research (shrimp) and Germano Roberto Sch€u€ur (fish).

40 S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47
intensifying deoxygenation under ongoing marine warming
(Keeling et al., 2010; Li et al., 2020; Rabalais et al., 2010;
Schmidtko et al., 2017), thereby creating additional meta-
bolic constraints to dispersal for marine organisms (Deutsch
et al., 2015). As temperatures rise, oxygen demand could
outpace the physiological ability to supply oxygen to tissues
in ectotherms, leading to reduced ‘aerobic scope’ (Halsey et
al. 2018: the capacity to increase the aerobic metabolic rate
above maintenance levels) for locomotion, growth and
reproduction, and setting thresholds of heat tolerance (Fry &
Hart 1948, P€ortner 2010, Fig. 3). Such postulate, under the
so-called ‘oxygen- and capacity-limited thermal tolerance’
(OCLTT) hypothesis, suggests that physiological oxygen-
supply mechanisms (i.e., ventilation and cardiac output) are
working at their maximum capacity when body temperature
reaches CTmax, even at rest and in normoxia (atmospheric
oxygen partial pressure PO2 = 21 kPa). According to
OCLTT, at CTmax aerobic scope should be abolished, atmo-
spheric PO2 should become the critical PO2 below which
even resting oxygen demand cannot be supported (Claireaux
& Chabot, 2016; Rogers et al., 2016), and any additional
decrease in PO2 should further reduce heat tolerance
resulting in whole-organism physiological failure (Farrell,
2016; P€ortner et al., 2017).

Within the OCLTT’s conceptual framework, extinction
or dispersal to cooler latitudes by marine and terrestrial
ectotherms in response to climate warming should be
driven by a weakening of aerobic performance (Dahlke et
al., 2020; P€ortner et al., 2017; P€ortner & Knust, 2007). The
OCLTT hypothesis and associated predictions have, how-
ever, been ferociously criticized due to methodological
caveats in measuring aerobic scope (Clark et al., 2013) and
lack of conceptual and terminological consistency (Jutfelt
et al., 2018). Most importantly, many ectotherms do not
show an optimum of aerobic scope, nor display oxygen-
limited thermal maxima (Ern et al., 2016; Verberk et al.,
2016), nor modify thermal preferences in varying oxygen
conditions (Camacho et al., 2018). Instead, some species
increase their aerobic scope as body temperatures reach
thermal limits (reviewed by Lefevre 2016, Schulte 2015),
while others have reduced aerobic scope despite increasing
oxygen supply (Seibel & Deutsch, 2020), suggesting that
mechanisms other than oxygen supply determine thermal
maxima.
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These contradictory results could be reconciled by consid-
ering active, rather than resting, metabolic oxygen require-
ments. Maximum values of temperature and oxygen
tolerance measured at rest are often well outside the values
experienced by a species in its native habitat, apparently
widening the window of physiological tolerance to buffer
the potential effects of climate change on marine species
(Boardman & Terblanche, 2015; Sunday et al., 2014; Ver-
berk et al., 2016). However, physiological oxygen supply in
ventilatory and/or cardiovascular systems has evolved to
support active metabolism at prevailing environmental PO2

irrespective of temperature (Seibel & Deutsch, 2020). This
is so because extreme temperatures and PO2 values are less
likely to result in adaptive changes; instead, natural selection
should act on the window of aerobic scope (typically £3 the
resting rate) expressed under prevailing temperature and
oxygen ranges (Deutsch et al., 2020). In this context, sup-
posed ‘thermal bottlenecks in the life cycle’ (e.g., larval
stages in fish, Dahlke et al. 2020) might simply indicate that
some stages require less aerobic scope than others. Conse-
quently, most species seem not to be protected by substantial
safety margins but, instead, must engage in acclimation,
adaptation or migration for survival in response to any
decline in oxygen and/or rise in temperature beyond native
environmental ranges (Deutsch et al., 2020).

Rather than the prevailing debate on whether the depen-
dence of heat tolerance on aerobic scope is a universal prin-
ciple, a more fertile ground would be to address three areas
of development: (i) no study has quantified whether oxygen-
heat tolerance correlations are weaker or stronger for partic-
ular habitat characteristics and species traits like contrasting
capacities for oxygen extraction and transport (see Verberk
and Bilton 2013). In fact, it has been proposed that, in nor-
moxic conditions, it is no more difficult for water breathers
to obtain oxygen than it is for air breathers (Seibel &
Deutsch, 2020), though the former have to face hypoxia
more often than the latter, more so with climate change
(Keeling et al., 2010; Rabalais et al., 2010); (ii) large-scale
analysis of multiple species assemblages mostly relies on
metabolic measurements made for animals in a resting state
across a limited temperature range, and can gain biological
realism by incorporating performance metrics under sus-
tained activity. Those include the maximum metabolic rate
and its oxygen dependence (Claireaux & Chabot, 2016;
Killen et al., 2017), as already conceived by the earliest
experimental frameworks on the subject (Fry & Hart, 1948);
and (iii) the interplay of heat tolerance with aerobic perfor-
mance is known for only a small fraction of the ocean’s bio-
diversity (Deutsch et al., 2020), and varies intra-specifically
across different magnitudes of hypoxia (Ern et al., 2016;
Kamalam et al., 2019; Regan & Richards, 2017) and temper-
ature (e.g., seasonally or latitudinally, Clarke & Johnston,
1999; Dell et al., 2011). Therefore, the study of this interplay
would benefit from considering its spatiotemporal variation
over the distributional range of individual species, including
environmental gradients through which variation in oxygen
and/or temperature peaks, particularly altitude (DuBois et
al., 2017), depth (Cau et al., 2018) and eutrophication
(Gomez Isaza et al., 2020).
Concluding remarks

Progress in ecology is intertwined with the ability to test
inferences about climate change and its effects on species
distributional changes, abundances, adaptation capacity and
extinctions, and how they resolve into model-enabled fore-
cast statements in the years to come (Ladle et al., 2004;
Urban, 2019). However, concerns have been raised that
improvements in theoretical sophistication gained from
increasing power of computational models have yet to be
translated into an improved mechanistic understanding of
how ecosystems actually work (Mouquet et al., 2015). In
simple words, “. . .all models are wrong, the practical ques-
tion is how wrong do they have to be to not be useful” (Box
& Draper, 1987), and insufficient data are bound to limit the
realism of the models and inflate the user’s perception of
performance. Recommending ‘more data’ to promote
research progress (our tenet) will be uninspiring to many.
More so because, given growing habitat destruction, overex-
ploitation and species extinctions, halting or delaying man-
agement and conservation actions conditional on gathering
more information seems a costly trade-off (Schiermeier,
2018). However, this trade-off exists and begs for more inte-
gration of empirical and experimental research with model-
ling developments (Seidl, 2017).

In light of forecasts of severe future-climate change sce-
narios in combination with other environmental threats to
biodiversity (Bonebrake et al., 2019; Brook et al., 2008; Hof
et al., 2011; Simmons et al., 2021; Strona & Bradshaw,
2022), large-scale measurements of thermal traits could help
inform proposed guidelines of global monitoring of biodi-
versity (Hochkirch et al., 2020) and the technological coor-
dination needed to realize those guidelines (Dornelas et al.,
2019). Without additional funding incentives, ecophysiolog-
ical research will remain centred on the relatively biodiver-
sity-poor temperate zone where research capacity is
currently concentrated, while moving forward will require
prioritizing research on the poorly studied animal groups,
habitats biogeographical regions of the planet. After all, fun-
ders and the scientific community alike should appreciate
that improved resolution of global-ecology research ulti-
mately depends upon generating new biological measure-
ments in the good old-fashioned way: going into the field,
capturing individuals and doing thermal assays. Large-scale
ecological studies absolutely rely on local and empirical
research. Having said that, we underline that global efforts
to compile and analyse ecophysiological data for global
change ecology have already been massive and a trade-off
will always exist between data breadth and depth. The
greater the breadth, the lower the depth — it is hard to cir-
cumvent this reality.



42 S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47
Data accessibility

Figure 1: Data taken from Bennett et al., (2018); Figure
2A: Data taken from Herrando-P�erez et al., (2020b); Figure
2B: Data taken from Pintor et al., (2016); Figure 3A: Data
taken from Ern et al., (2015); Figure 3B: Data taken from
Islam et al., (2020).
Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing
financial interests or personal relationships that could have
appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.
Acknowledgments

British Ecological Society ‘Research Grant’ 4496-5470 to
S.H.P., European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and inno-
vation programme under grant agreement No 871081
(AQUACOSM-plus) to M.B.A, and Spanish Ministry of
Science grants CGL2011-26852 to M.B.A. and S.H.P. and
CGL2017-89898-R to D.R.V. We thank Raymond Tobler
for his feedback on an earlier draft and Brad A. Seibel for
sharing his insights into oxygen physiology.
References

Angilletta, M. J. (2009). Thermal adaptation: A theoretical and
empirical synthesis. New York, USA: Oxford University Press.

Ant~ao, L. H., Bates, A. E., Blowes, S. A., Waldock, C.,
Supp, S. R., Magurran, A. E., et al. (2020). Temperature-related
biodiversity change across temperate marine and terrestrial sys-
tems. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 4, 927–933.

Ara�ujo, M. B., Ferri-Y�a~nez, F., Bozinovic, F., Marquet, P. A.,
Valladares, F., & Chown, S. L. (2013). Heat freezes niche evo-
lution. Ecology Letters, 16, 1206–1219.

Ara�ujo, M. B., & Guisan, A. (2006). Five (or so) challenges for
species distribution modelling. Journal of Biogeography, 33,
1677–1688.

Bates, A. E., & Morley, S. A. (2020). Interpreting empirical esti-
mates of experimentally derived physiological and biological
thermal limits in ectotherms. Canadian Journal of Zoology, 98,
237–244.

Bennett, J. M., Calosi, P., Clusella-Trullas, S., Martínez, B.,
Sunday, J., Algar, A. C., et al. (2018). GlobTherm, a global
database on thermal tolerances for aquatic and terrestrial organ-
isms. Scientific Data, 5, 180022.

Bennett, J. M., Sunday, J., Calosi, P., Villalobos, F., Martínez, B.,
Molina-Venegas, R., et al. (2021). The evolution of critical ther-
mal limits of life on Earth. Nature Communications, 12, 1198.

Bennett, S., Duarte, C. M., Marb�a, N., & Wernberg, T. (2019).
Integrating within-species variation in thermal physiology into
climate change ecology. Philosophical Transactions of the
Royal Society B, 374, 20180550.
Bernhardt, J. R., O’Connor, M. I., Sunday, J. M., &
Gonzalez, A. (2020). Life in fluctuating environments. Philo-
sophical Transactions of the Royal Society B, 375, 20190454.

Blowes, S. A., Supp, S. R., Ant~ao, L. H., Bates, A., Bruelheide, H.,
Chase, J. M., et al. (2019). The geography of biodiversity
change in marine and terrestrial assemblages. Science (New
York, N.Y.), 366, 339–345.

Boardman, L., & Terblanche, J. S. (2015). Oxygen safety margins
set thermal limits in an insect model system. The Journal of
Experimental Biology, 218, 1677–1685.

Bonebrake, T. C., Brown, C. J., Bell, J. D., Blanchard, J. L.,
Chauvenet, A., Champion, C., et al. (2018). Managing conse-
quences of climate-driven species redistribution requires inte-
gration of ecology, conservation and social science. Biological
Reviews, 93, 284–305.

Bonebrake, T. C., Guo, F., Dingle, C., Baker, D. M.,
Kitching, R. L., & Ashton, L. A. (2019). Integrating proximal
and horizon threats to biodiversity for conservation. Trends in
Ecology & Evolution, 34, 781–788.

Bowler, K., & Terblanche, J. S. (2008). Insect thermal tolerance:
What is the role of ontogeny, ageing and senescence? Biologi-
cal Reviews, 83, 339–355.

Box, G. E. P., & Draper, N. R. (1987). Empirical model-building
and response surfaces. New York, USA: John Wiley & Sons.

Bozinovic, F., Cavieres, G., Martel, S. I., Alruiz, J. M.,
Molina, A. N., Roschzttardtz, H., et al. (2020). Thermal effects
vary predictably across levels of organization: Empirical results
and theoretical basis. Proceedings of the Royal Society B, 287,
20202508.

Bozinovic, F., Orellana, M. J. M., Martel, S. I., &
Bogdanovich, J. M. (2014). Testing the heat-invariant and cold-
variability tolerance hypotheses across geographic gradients.
Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology A, 178, 46–50.

Brattstrom, B. H. (1970). Thermal acclimation in Australian
amphibians. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology A, 35,
69–103.

Brattstrom, B. H., & Lawrence, P. (1962). The rate of thermal
acclimation in anuran amphibians. Physiological Zoology, 35,
148–156.

Breitburg, D., Levin, L. A., Oschlies, A., Gr�egoire, M.,
Chavez, F. P., Conley, D. J., et al. (2018). Declining oxygen in
the global ocean and coastal waters. Science, 359, eaam7240.

Brook, B. W., Sodhi, N. S., & Bradshaw, C. J. A. (2008). Syner-
gies among extinction drivers under global change. Trends in
Ecology & Evolution, 23, 453–460.

Buckley, L. B., Ehrenberger, J. C., & Angilletta, M. J. (2015).
Thermoregulatory behaviour limits local adaptation of thermal
niches and confers sensitivity to climate change. Functional
Ecology, 29, 1038–1047.

Buckley, L. B., & Huey, R. B. (2016). How extreme temperatures
impact organisms and the evolution of their thermal tolerance.
Integrative and Comparative Biology, 56, 98–109.

Burrows, M. T., Schoeman, D. S., Buckley, L. B., Moore, P.,
Poloczanska, E. S., Brander, K. M., et al. (2011). The pace of
shifting climate in marine and terrestrial ecosystems. Science,
334, 652–655.

Cahill, A. E., Aiello-Lammens, M. E., Fisher-Reid, M. C., Hua, X.,
Karanewsky, C. J., Ryu, H. Y., et al. (2013). How does climate
change cause extinction? Proceedings of the Royal Society B,
280, 20121890.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0011
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0011
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0011
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0013
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0013
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0013
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0013
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0014
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0014
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0014
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0017
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0017
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0017
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0017
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0018
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0018
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0018
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0021
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0021
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0021
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0022
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0022
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0022
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0022
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0023
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0023
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0023
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0025


S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47 43
Camacho, A., & Rusch, T. W. (2017). Methods and pitfalls of mea-
suring thermal preference and tolerance in lizards. Journal of
Thermal Biology, 68, 63–72.

Camacho, A., Vandenbrooks, J. M., Riley, A., Telemeco, R. S., &
Angilletta, M. J. (2018). Oxygen supply did not affect how liz-
ards responded to thermal stress. Integrative Zoology, 13, 428–
436.

Canessa, S., Guillera-Arroita, G., Lahoz-Monfort, J. J.,
Southwell, D. M., Armstrong, D. P., Chad�es, I., et al. (2015).
When do we need more data? A primer on calculating the value
of information for applied ecologists. Methods in Ecology and
Evolution, 6, 1219–1228.

Carilo Filho, L. M., Gomes, L., Katzenberger, M., Sol�e, M., &
Orrico, V. G. D (2022). There and back again: A meta-analyti-
cal approach on the influence of acclimation and altitude in the
upper thermal tolerance of amphibians and reptiles. Frontiers in
Ecology and Evolution, 10, 1017255.

Cau, A., Bramanti, L., Cannas, R., Moccia, D., Padedda, B. M.,
Porcu, C., et al. (2018). Differential response to thermal stress
of shallow and deep dwelling colonies of mediterranean red
coral Corallium rubrum (L., 1758). Advances in Oceanography
and Limnology, 9, 13–18.

Chown, S. L., Addo-Bediako, A., & Gaston, K. J. (2003). Physio-
logical diversity: Listening to the large-scale signal. Functional
Ecology, 17, 568–572.

Chown, S. L., & Gaston, K. J. (2016). Macrophysiology � prog-
ress and prospects. Functional Ecology, 30, 330–344.

Claireaux, G., & Chabot, D. (2016). Responses by fishes to envi-
ronmental hypoxia: Integration through Fry’s concept of aero-
bic metabolic scope. Journal of Fish Biology, 88, 232–251.

Clark, T. D., Sandblom, E., & Jutfelt, F. (2013). Aerobic scope
measurements of fishes in an era of climate change: Respirome-
try, relevance and recommendations. The Journal of Experi-
mental Biology, 216, 2771–2782.

Clarke, A., & Johnston, N. M. (1999). Scaling of metabolic rate
with body mass and temperature in teleost fish. Journal of Ani-
mal Ecology, 68, 893–905.

Clusella-Trullas, S., & Chown, S. L. (2014). Lizard thermal trait
variation at multiple scales: A review. Journal of Comparative
Physiology B, 184, 5–21.

Costello, M. J., Basher, Z., Sayre, R., Breyer, S., &
Wright, D. J. (2018). Stratifying ocean sampling globally and
with depth to account for environmental variability. Scientific
Reports, 8, 11259.

Cowles, R. B., & Bogert, C. M. (1944). A preliminary study of the
thermal requirements of desert reptiles. Bulletin of the American
Museum of Natural History, 83, 261–296.

Dahlke, F. T., Wohlrab, S., Butzin, M., &
P€ortner, H. O. (2020). Thermal bottlenecks in the life
cycle define climate vulnerability of fish. Science, 369,
65–70.

Davenport, C. B., & Castle, W. E. (1895). Studies in morphogene-
sis, III. On the acclimatization of organisms to high tempera-
tures. Archiv f€ur Mikroskopische Anatomie, 2, 227–249.

Dell, A. I., Pawar, S., & Savage, V. M. (2011). Systematic varia-
tion in the temperature dependence of physiological and eco-
logical traits. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
108, 10591–10596.

Deutsch, C., Ferrel, A., Seibel, B., P€ortner, H. O., &
Huey, R. B. (2015). Climate change tightens a metabolic con-
straint on marine habitats. Science, 348, 1132–1135.
Deutsch, C., Penn, J. L., & Seibel, B. (2020). Metabolic trait diver-
sity shapes marine biogeography. Nature, 585, 557–562.

Deutsch, C. A., Tewksbury, J. J., Huey, R. B., Sheldon, K. S.,
Ghalambor, C. K., Haak, D. C., et al. (2008). Impacts of climate
warming on terrestrial ectotherms across latitude. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences, 105, 6668–6672.

Dornelas, M., Madin, E. M. P., Bunce, M., DiBattista, J. D.,
Johnson, M., Madin, J. S., et al. (2019). Towards a macroscope:
Leveraging technology to transform the breadth, scale and reso-
lution of macroecological data. Global Ecology and Biogeogra-
phy, 28, 1937–1948.

Doudoroff, P. (1942). The resistance and acclimatization of marine
fishes to temperature changes. I. Experiments with Girella Nig-
ricans (Ayres). Biological Bulletin, 83, 219–244.

Duarte, C. M. (2007). Marine ecology warms up to theory. Trends
in Ecology & Evolution, 22, 331–333.

DuBois, P. M., Shea, T. K., Claunch, N. M., &
Taylor, E. N. (2017). Effects of oxygen on responses to heating
in two lizard species sampled along an elevational gradient.
Journal of Thermal Biology, 68, 170–176.

Ern, R., Huong, D. T. T., Phuong, N. T., Madsen, P. T., Wang, T.,
& Bayley, M. (2015). Some like it hot: Thermal tolerance and
oxygen supply capacity in two eurythermal crustaceans. Scien-
tific Reports, 5, 10743.

Ern, R., Norin, T., Gamperl, A. K., & Esbaugh, A. J. (2016). Oxy-
gen dependence of upper thermal limits in fishes. The Journal
of Experimental Biology, 219, 3376–3383.

Farrell, A. P. (2016). Pragmatic perspective on aerobic scope:
Peaking, plummeting, pejus and apportioning. Journal of Fish
Biology, 88, 322–343.

Feder, M. E. (1987). The analysis of physiological diversity: The
prospects for pattern documentation and genera questions in
ecological physiology. In M. E. Feder, A. F. Bennett,
W. W. Burggren, R. B. Huey (Eds.), New directions in ecologi-
cal physiology (pp. 38�75). Cambridge, UK: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Frishkoff, L. O., Karp, D. S., Flanders, J. R., Zook, J., Hadly, E. A.,
Daily, G. C., et al. (2016). Climate change and habitat conver-
sion favour the same species. Ecology Letters, 19, 1081–1090.

Fry, F. E. J., Brett, J. R., & Clawson, G. H. (1942). Lethal limits of
temperature for young goldfish. Review of Canadian Biology,
1, 50–56.

Fry, F. E. J., & Hart, J. S. (1948). The relation of temperature to
oxygen consumption in the goldfish. Biological Bulletin, 94,
66–77.

Gagn�e, T. O., Reygondeau, G., Jenkins, C. N., Sexton, J. O.,
Bograd, S. J., Hazen, E. L., et al. (2020). Towards a global
understanding of the drivers of marine and terrestrial biodiver-
sity. PloS One, 15, e0228065.

Garcia, R. A., Cabeza, M., Rahbek, C., & Ara�ujo, M. B. (2014).
Multiple dimensions of climate change and their implications
for biodiversity. Science, 344, 1247579.

Garland, T., & Adolph, S. C. (1991). Physiological differentiation
of vertebrate populations. Annual Review of Ecology and Sys-
tematics, 22, 193–228.

Gaston, K. J., Chown, S. L., Calosi, P., Bernado, J., Bilton, D. T.,
Clarke, A., et al. (2009). Macrophysiology: A conceptual reuni-
fication. The American Naturalist, 5, 595–612.

Giomi, F., Mandaglio, C., Ganmanee, M., Han, G.-. D.,
Dong, Y. W., Williams, G. A., et al. (2016). The importance of
thermal history: Costs and benefits of heat exposure in a

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0026
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0026
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0026
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0027
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0027
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0027
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0027
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0028
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0028
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0028
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0028
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0028
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0028
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0029
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0029
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0029
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0029
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0029
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0029
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0031
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0031
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0031
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0033
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0033
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0033
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0034
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0034
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0034
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0034
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0036
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0036
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0036
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0037
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0037
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0037
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0037
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0038
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0038
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0038
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0041
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0041
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0041
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0041
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0042
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0042
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0042
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0042
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0043
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0043
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0046
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0046
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0046
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0047
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0047
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0048
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0048
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0048
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0048
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0049
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0049
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0049
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0049
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0051
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0053
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0053
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0053
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0054
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0054
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0054
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0056
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0056
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0056
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0056
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0056
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0057
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0057
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0057
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0057
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0058
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0058
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0058
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0059
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0059
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0059
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0060


44 S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47
tropical, rocky shore oyster. Journal of Experimental Biology,
219, 686–694.

Girguis, P. R., & Lee, R. W. (2006). Science, 312, 231.
Gomez Isaza, D. F., Cramp, R. L., & Franklin, C. E. (2020). Ther-

mal acclimation offsets the negative effects of nitrate on aerobic
scope and performance. The Journal of Experimental Biology,
223, jeb224444.

Gonz�alez-del-Pliego, P., Scheffers, B. R., Freckleton, R. P.,
Basham, E. W., Ara�ujo, M. B.,
Acosta-Galvis, A. R., et al. (2020). Thermal tolerance and the
importance of microhabitats for Andean frogs in the context of
land use and climate change. Journal of Animal Ecology, 89,
2451–2460.

Goulet, C. T., Thompson, M. B., Michelangeli, M.,
Wong, B. B. M., & Chapple, D. G. (2017). Thermal physiol-
ogy: A new dimension of the pace-of-life syndrome. Journal of
Animal Ecology, 86, 1269–1280.

Halsey, L. G., Killen, S. S., Clark, T. D., & Norin, T. (2018).
Exploring key issues of aerobic scope interpretation in ecto-
therms: Absolute versus factorial. Reviews in Fish Biology and
Fisheries, 28, 405–415.

He, Q., & Silliman, B. R. (2019). Climate change, human impacts,
and coastal ecosystems in the Anthropocene. Current Biology,
29, R1021–R1035.

Heikkinen, R. K., Leikola, N., Aalto, J., Aapala, K., Kuusela, S.,
Luoto, M., et al. (2020). Fine-grained climate velocities reveal
vulnerability of protected areas to climate change. Scientific
Reports, 10, 1678.

Helmuth, B., Harley, C. D. G., Halpin, P. M., O’Donnell, M.,
Hofmann, G. E., & Blanchette, C. A. (2002). Climate change
and latitudinal patterns of intertidal thermal stress. Science, 298,
1015–1017.

Herrando-P�erez, S., Belliure, J., Ferri-Y�a~nez, F.,
van den Burg, M. P., Beukema, W.,
Ara�ujo, M. B., et al. (2020a). Water deprivation drives intraspe-
cific variability in lizard heat tolerance. Basic and Applied Ecol-
ogy, 48, 37–51.

Herrando-P�erez, S., Ferri-Y�a~nez, F., Monasterio, C., Beukema, W.,
Gomes, V., Belliure, J., et al. (2019). Intraspecific variation in
lizard heat tolerance alters estimates of climate impact. Journal
of Animal Ecology, 88, 247–257.

Herrando-P�erez, S., Monasterio, C., Beukema, W., Gomes, V.,
Ferri-Y�a~nez, F., Vieites, D. R., et al. (2020b). Heat tolerance is
more variable than cold tolerance across species of Iberian liz-
ards after controlling for intraspecific variation. Functional
Ecology, 34, 631–645.

Hertz, P. E., Arce-Hernandez, A., Ramirez-Vazquez, J.,
Tirado-Rivera, W., & Vazquez-Vives, L. (1979). Geographical
variation of heat sensitivity and water loss rates in the tropical
lizard, Anolis gundlachi. Comparative Biochemistry and Physi-
ology A, 62, 947–953.

Hochkirch, A., Samways, M. J., Gerlach, J., B€ohm, M.,
Williams, P., Cardoso, P., et al. (2020). A strategy for the next
decade to address data deficiency in neglected biodiversity.
Conservation Biology, 35, 502–509.

Hof, C., Ara�ujo, M. B., Jetz, W., & Rahbek, C. (2011). Additive
threats from pathogens, climate and land-use change for global
amphibian diversity. Nature, 480, 516–519.

Hoffmann, A. A., Chown, S. L., & Clusella-Trullas, S. (2013).
Upper thermal limits in terrestrial ectotherms: How constrained
are they? Functional Ecology, 27, 934–949.
Huey, R. B. (1991). Physiological consequences of habitat selec-
tion. The American Naturalist, 137, S91–S115.

Huey, R. B., Kearney, M. R., Krockenberger, A., Holtum, J. A. M.,
Jess, M., & Williams, S. E. (2012). Predicting organismal vul-
nerability to climate warming: Roles of behaviour, physiology
and adaptation. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society
B, 367, 1665–1679.

Huey, R. B., & Stevenson, R. D. (1979). Integrating thermal physi-
ology and ecology of ectotherms: A discussion of approaches.
Integrative and Comparative Biology, 19, 357–366.

Hughes, A. C., Orr, M. C., Ma, K., Costello, M. J., Waller, J.,
Provoost, P., et al. (2021). Sampling biases shape our view of
the natural world. Ecography, 44, 1259–1269.

Hutchison, V. H. (1961). Critical thermal maxima in salamanders.
Physiological Zoology, 34, 92–125.

Islam, S. M. M., Zahangir, M. M., Jannat, R., Hasan, M. N.,
Suchana, S. A., Rohani, M. F., et al. (2020). Hypoxia reduced
upper thermal limits causing cellular and nuclear abnormalities
of erythrocytes in Nile tilapia, Oreochromis niloticus. Journal
of Thermal Biology, 90, 102604.

Jørgensen, L. B., Malte, H., & Overgaard, J. (2019). How to assess
Drosophila heat tolerance: Unifying static and dynamic toler-
ance assays to predict heat distribution limits. Functional Ecol-
ogy, 33, 629–642.

Jutfelt, F., Norin, T., Ern, R., Overgaard, J., Wang, T.,
McKenzie, D. J., et al. (2018). Oxygen- and capacity-limited
thermal tolerance: Blurring ecology and physiology. The Jour-
nal of Experimental Biology, 221, jeb169615.

Kamalam, B. S., Mahija, J., Baral, P., Pandey, A., Akhtar, M. S.,
Ciji, A., et al. (2019). Temperature and oxygen related ecophys-
iological traits of snow trout (Schizothorax richardsonii) are
sensitive to seasonal changes in a Himalayan stream environ-
ment. Journal of Thermal Biology, 83, 22–29.

Kearney, M., Simpson, S. J., Raubenheimer, D., &
Helmuth, B. (2010). Modelling the ecological niche from func-
tional traits. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B,
365, 3469–3483.

Kearney, M. R. (2021). What is the status of metabolic theory one
century after P€utter invented the von Bertalanffy growth curve?
Biological Reviews, 96, 557–575.

Kearney, M. R., Munns, S. L., Moore, D., Malishev, M., &
Bull, C. M. (2018). Field tests of a general ectotherm niche
model show how water can limit lizard activity and distribution.
Ecological Monographs, 88, 672–693.

Kearney, M. R., & Porter, W. P. (2020). NicheMapR � an R pack-
age for biophysical modelling: The ectotherm and Dynamic
Energy Budget models. Ecography, 43, 85–96.

Keeling, R. F., K€ortzinger, A., & Gruber, N. (2010). Ocean deox-
ygenation in a warming world. Annual Review of Marine Sci-
ence, 2, 199–229.

Kellermann, V., Chown, S. L., Schou, M. F., Aitkenhead, I.,
Janion-Scheepers, C., Clemson, A., et al. (2019). Comparing
thermal performance curves across traits: How consistent are
they? Journal of Experimental Biology, 222, jeb193433.

Kellermann, V., van Heerwaarden, B., & Sgr�o, C. M. (2017). How
important is thermal history? Evidence for lasting effects of devel-
opmental temperature on upper thermal limits in Drosophila mela-
nogaster. Proceedings of the Royal Society B, 284, 20170447.

Killen, S. S., Norin, T., & Halsey, L. G. (2017). Do method and
species lifestyle affect measures of maximum metabolic rate in
fishes? Journal of Fish Biology, 90, 1037–1046.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0061
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0062
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0062
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0062
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0062
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0063
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0064
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0064
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0064
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0064
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0066
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0066
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0066
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0067
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0067
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0067
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0067
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0068
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0068
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0068
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0068
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0069
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0071
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0072
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0072
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0072
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0072
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0072
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0073
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0073
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0073
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0073
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0073
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0074
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0074
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0074
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0074
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0076
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0076
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0077
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0077
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0077
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0077
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0077
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0078
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0078
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0078
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0079
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0079
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0079
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0081
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0081
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0081
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0081
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0081
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0083
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0083
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0083
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0083
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0084
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0084
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0084
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0084
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0084
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0087
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0087
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0087
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0087
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0089
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0089
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0089
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0089
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0091
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0091
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0091
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0091
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0091
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0092
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0092
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0092


S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47 45
Kingsolver, J. G., Arthur Woods, H., Buckley, L. B., Potter, K. A.,
MacLean, H. J., & Higgins, J. K (2011). Complex life cycles
and the responses of insects to climate change. Integrative and
Comparative Biology, 51, 719–732.

Kingsolver, J. G., & Buckley, L. B. (2017). Quantifying thermal
extremes and biological variation to predict evolutionary
responses to changing climate. Philosophical Transactions of
the Royal Society B, 372, 20160147.

Kingsolver, J. G., & Umbanhowar, J. (2018). The analysis and
interpretation of critical temperatures. The Journal of Experi-
mental Biology, 221, jeb167858.

Ladle, R. J., Jepson, P., Ara�ujo, M. B., & Whittaker, R. J. (2004).
Dangers of crying wolf over risk of extinctions. Nature, 428,
799.

Lancaster, L. T. (2016). Widespread range expansions shape latitu-
dinal variation in insect thermal limits. Nature Climate Change,
6, 618–622.

Lathlean, J. A., Ayre, D. J., & Minchinton, T. E. (2014). Estimating
latitudinal variability in extreme heat stress on rocky intertidal
shores. Journal of Biogeography, 41, 1478–1491.

Lefevre, S. (2016). Are global warming and ocean acidification
conspiring against marine ectotherms? A meta-analysis of the
respiratory effects of elevated temperature, high CO2 and their
interaction. Conservation Physiology, 4, cow009.

Lenoir, J., Bertrand, R., Comte, L., Bourgeaud, L., Hattab, T.,
Murienne, J., et al. (2020). Species better track climate warming
in the oceans than on land. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 4,
1044–1059.

Li, C., Huang, J., Ding, L., Liu, X., Yu, H., & Huang, J. (2020).
Increasing escape of oxygen from oceans under climate change.
Geophysical Research Letters, 47, e2019GL086345.

Lowe, C. H., & Vance, V. J. (1955). Acclimation of the critical
thermal maximum of the reptile Urosaurus ornatus. Science,
122, 73–74.

Lutterschmidt, W. I., & Hutchison, V. H. (1997a). The critical ther-
mal maximum: Data to support the onset of spasms as the defin-
itive end point. Canadian Journal of Zoology, 75, 1553–1560.

Lutterschmidt, W. I., & Hutchison, V. H. (1997b). The critical ther-
mal maximum: History and critique. Canadian Journal of Zool-
ogy, 75, 1561–1574.

Manis, M. L., & Claussen, D. L. (1986). Environmental and
genetic influences on the thermal physiology of Rana sylvatica.
Journal of Thermal Biology, 11, 31–36.

Martin, Y., Van Dyck, H., Legendre, P., Settele, J., Schweiger, O.,
Harpke, A., et al. (2020). A novel tool to assess the effect of
intraspecific spatial niche variation on species distribution shifts
under climate change. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 29,
590–602.

Marvel, K., Cook, B. I., Bonfils, C. J. W., Durack, P. J.,
Smerdon, J. E., & Williams, A. P. (2019). Twentieth-century
hydroclimate changes consistent with human influence. Nature,
569, 59–65.

McCain, C. M., & Colwell, R. K. (2011). Assessing the threat to
montane biodiversity from discordant shifts in temperature and
precipitation in a changing climate. Ecology Letters, 14, 1236–
1245.

Menge, B. A., Chan, F., Dudas, S., Eerkes-Medrano, D.,
Grorud-Colvert, K., Heiman, K., et al. (2009). Terrestrial ecolo-
gists ignore aquatic literature: Asymmetry in citation breadth in
ecological publications and implications for generality and
progress in ecology. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology
and Ecology, 377, 93–100.

Mokany, K., Richardson, A. J., Poloczanska, E. S., &
Ferrier, S. (2010). Uniting marine and terrestrial modelling of
biodiversity under climate change. Trends in Ecology & Evolu-
tion, 25, 550–551.

Morley, S. A., Martin, S. M., Bates, A. E., Clark, M. S., Ericson, J.,
Lamare, M., et al. (2012). Spatial and temporal variation in the
heat tolerance limits of two abundant Southern Ocean inverte-
brates.Marine Ecology Progress Series, 450, 81–92.

Morley, S. A., Peck, L. S., Sunday, J. M., Heiser, S., &
Bates, A. E. (2019). Physiological acclimation and persistence
of ectothermic species under extreme heat events. Global Ecol-
ogy and Biogeography, 28, 1018–1037.

Mouquet, N., Lagadeuc, Y., Devictor, V., Doyen, L., Duputi�e, A.,
Eveillard, D., et al. (2015). Predictive ecology in a changing
world. Journal of Applied Ecology, 52, 1293–1310.

O’Brien, E. M. (2006). Biological relativity to water�energy
dynamics. Journal of Biogeography, 33, 1868–1888.

Olsen, T., Shelton, J. M., & Dallas, H. F. (2021). Does thermal his-
tory influence thermal tolerance of the freshwater fish Galaxias
zebratus in a global biodiversity hotspot? Journal of Thermal
Biology, 97, 102890.

Oren, A. (2019). Extremophiles and their natural niches on Earth.
In V. M. Kolb (Ed.), Handbook of astrobiology (pp. 635�660).
Boca Raton, Florida, USA: CRC Press (Taylor & Francis
Group).

Park, C. E., Jeong, S. J., Joshi, M., Osborn, T. J., Ho, C. H.,
Piao, S., et al. (2018). Keeping global warming within 1.5 °C
constrains emergence of aridification. Nature Climate Change,
8, 70–74.

Pinsky, M. L., Eikeset, A. M., McCauley, D. J., Payne, J. L., &
Sunday, J. M. (2019). Greater vulnerability to warming of
marine versus terrestrial ectotherms. Nature, 569, 108–111.

Pintanel, P., Tejedo, M., Merino-Viteri, A., Almeida-Reinoso, F.,
Salinas-Ivanenko, S., L�opez-Rosero, A. C., et al. (2022). Eleva-
tional and local climate variability predicts thermal breadth of
mountain tropical tadpoles. Ecography, 2022, e05906.

Pintor, A. F. V., Schwarzkopf, L., & Krockenberger, A. K. (2016).
Hydroregulation in a tropical dry-skinned ectotherm. Oecolo-
gia, 182, 925–931.

Pirtle, E. I., Tracy, C. R., & Kearney, M. R. (2019). Hydroregula-
tion: A neglected behavioral response of lizards to climate
change? In V. Bels, & & A. Russell (Eds.), Behavior of lizards
(pp. 343�374). Boca Raton, Florida, USA: CRC Press (Taylor
& Francis Group).

Poloczanska, E. S., Brown, C. J., Sydeman, W. J., Kiessling, W.,
Schoeman, D. S., Moore, P. J., et al. (2013). Global imprint of
climate change on marine life. Nature Climate Change, 3, 919–
925.

Porter, W. P., Mitchell, J. W., Beckman, W. A., &
DeWitt, C. B. (1973). Behavioral implications of mechanistic
ecology. Oecologia, 13, 1–54.

Porter, W. P., & Tracy, G. R. (1983). Biophysical analyses of ener-
getics, time-space utilization, and distributional limits.
In B. H. Raymond, R. P. Eric, W. S. Thomas (Eds.), Lizard
ecology (pp. 55�83). Harvard University Press.

P€ortner, H. O., Bock, C., & Mark, F. C. (2017). Oxygen- and
capacity-limited thermal tolerance: Bridging ecology and physi-
ology. The Journal of Experimental Biology, 220, 2685–2696.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0093
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0093
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0093
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0093
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0094
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0094
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0094
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0094
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0096
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0096
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0096
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0096
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0097
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0097
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0097
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0098
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0098
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0098
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0099
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0099
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0099
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0099
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0099
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0118
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0118
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0118
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0122
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0122
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0122
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0122
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0125


46 S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47
P€ortner, H. O. (2002). Climate variations and the physiological
basis of temperature dependent biogeography: Systemic to
molecular hierarchy of thermal tolerance in animals. Compara-
tive Biochemistry and Physiology A, 132, 739–761.

P€ortner, H. O. (2010). Oxygen- and capacity-limitation of thermal
tolerance: A matrix for integrating climate-related stressor
effects in marine ecosystems. The Journal of Experimental
Biology, 213, 881–893.

P€ortner, H. O., & Knust, R. (2007). Climate change affects marine
fishes through the oxygen limitation of thermal tolerance. Sci-
ence, 315, 95–97.

Pottier, P., Lin, H. Y., Oh, R. R. Y., Pollo, P.,
Rivera-Villanueva, A. N., Valdebenito, J. O., et al. (2022). A
comprehensive database of amphibian heat tolerance. Scientific
Data, 9, 600.

Qu, Y. F., & Wiens, J. J. (2020). Higher temperatures lower rates
of physiological and niche evolution. Proceedings of the Royal
Society B, 287, 20200823.

Rabalais, N. N., Díaz, R. J., Levin, L. A., Turner, R. E., Gilbert, D.,
& Zhang, J. (2010). Dynamics and distribution of natural and
human-caused hypoxia. Biogeosciences, 7, 585–619.

Refsnider, J. M., Clifton, I. T., & Vazquez, T. K. (2019). Develop-
mental plasticity of thermal ecology traits in reptiles: Trends,
potential benefits, and research needs. Journal of Thermal Biol-
ogy, 84, 74–82.

Regan, M. D., & Richards, J. G. (2017). Rates of hypoxia induction
alter mechanisms of O2 uptake and the critical O2 tension of
goldfish. The Journal of Experimental Biology, 220, 2536–
2544.

Rezende, E. L., Casta~neda, L. E., & Santos, M. (2014). Tolerance
landscapes in thermal ecology. Functional Ecology, 28, 799–
809.

Richardson, A. J., & Poloczanska, E. S. (2008). Under-resourced,
under threat. Science, 320, 1294–1295.

Riek, A., & Geiser, F. (2013). Allometry of thermal variables in
mammals: Consequences of body size and phylogeny. Biologi-
cal Reviews, 88, 564–572.

Rilov, G., Mazaris, A. D., Stelzenm€uller, V., Helmuth, B.,
Wahl, M., Guy-Haim, T., et al. (2019). Adaptive marine conser-
vation planning in the face of climate change: What can we
learn from physiological, ecological and genetic studies?
Global Ecology and Conservation, 17, e00566.

Rogers, N. J., Urbina, M. A., Reardon, E. E., McKenzie, D. J., &
Wilson, R. W. (2016). A new analysis of hypoxia tolerance in
fishes using a database of critical oxygen level (Pcrit). Conserva-
tion Physiology, 4, cow012.

Rozen-Rechels, D., Badiane, A., Agostini, S., Meylan, S., &
Le Galliard, J. F. (2020). Water restriction induces behavioral
fight but impairs thermoregulation in a dry-skinned ectotherm.
Oikos (Copenhagen, Denmark), 129, 572–584.

Rozen-Rechels, D., Dupou�e, A., Lourdais, O.,
Chamaill�e-Jammes, S., Meylan, S., Clobert, J., et al. (2019).
When water interacts with temperature: Ecological and evolu-
tionary implications of thermo-hydroregulation in terrestrial
ectotherms. Ecology and Evolution, 9, 10029–10043.

Ryan, M. J., Latella, I. M., Giermakowski, J. T., Snell, H., Poe, S.,
Pangle, R. E., et al. (2016). Too dry for lizards: Short-term rain-
fall influence on lizard microhabitat use in an experimental rain-
fall manipulation within a pi~non-juniper. Functional Ecology,
30, 964–973.
Scheffers, B. R., Edwards, D. P., Diesmos, A., Williams, S. E., &
Evans, T. A. (2014). Microhabitats reduce animal’s exposure to
climate extremes. Global Change Biology, 20, 495–503.

Schiermeier, Q. (2018). Gigantic review of German science recom-
mends more data and diversity. Nature, 560, 153–154.

Schmidtko, S., Stramma, L., & Visbeck, M. (2017). Decline in
global oceanic oxygen content during the past five decades.
Nature, 542, 335–339.

Schulte, P. M. (2007). Responses to environmental stressors in an
estuarine fish: Interacting stressors and the impacts of local
adaptation. Journal of Thermal Biology, 32, 152–161.

Schulte, P. M. (2015). The effects of temperature on aerobic metab-
olism: Towards a mechanistic understanding of the responses of
ectotherms to a changing environment. The Journal of Experi-
mental Biology, 218, 1856–1866.

Seabra, R., Wethey, D. S., Santos, A. M., & Lima, F. P. (2015).
Understanding complex biogeographic responses to climate
change. Scientific Reports, 5, 12930.

Sears, M. W., Angilletta, M. J., Schuler, M. S., Borchert, J.,
Dilliplane, K. F., Stegman, M., et al. (2016). Configuration of
the thermal landscape determines thermoregulatory perfor-
mance of ectotherms. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 113, 10595–10600.

Seibel, B. A., & Deutsch, C. (2020). Oxygen supply capacity in
animals evolves to meet maximum demand at the current oxy-
gen partial pressure regardless of size or temperature. Journal
of Experimental Biology, 223, jeb210492.

Seidl, R. (2017). To model or not to model, that is no longer the
question for ecologists. Ecosystems, 20, 222–228.

Siepielski, A. M., Morrissey, M. B., Buoro, M., Carlson, S. M.,
Caruso, C. M., Clegg, S. M., et al. (2017). Precipitation drives
global variation in natural selection. Science, 355, 959–962.

Simmons, B. I., Blyth, P. S. A., Blanchard, J. L., Clegg, T.,
Delmas, E., Garnier, A., et al. (2021). Refocusing multiple
stressor research around the targets and scales of ecological
impacts. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 5, 1478–1489.

Sinclair, B. J., Marshall, K. E., Sewell, M. A., Levesque, D. L.,
Willett, C. S., Slotsbo, S., et al. (2016). Can we predict ecto-
therm responses to climate change using thermal performance
curves and body temperatures? Ecology Letters, 19, 1372–
1385.

Smith, A. B., Godsoe, W., Rodríguez-S�anchez, F., Wang, H. H., &
Warren, D. (2019). Niche estimation above and below the spe-
cies level. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 34, 260–273.

Somero, G. N. (2012). The physiology of global change: Linking
patterns to mechanisms. Annual Review of Marine Science, 4,
39–61.

Spallanzani, L. (1787). Opuscules de physique, animale et vege-
tale. Paris, France: Pierre J. Duplain (libraire).

Steele, J. H., Brink, K. H., & Scott, B. E. (2018). Comparison of
marine and terrestrial ecosystems: Suggestions of an evolution-
ary perspective influenced by environmental variation. ICES
Journal of Marine Science, 76, 50–59.

Strona, G., & Bradshaw, C. J. A. (2022). Coextinctions dominate
future vertebrate losses from climate and land use change. Sci-
ence Advances, 8, eabn4345.

Suggitt, A. J., Wilson, R. J., Isaac, N. J. B., Beale, C. M.,
Auffret, A. G., August, T., et al. (2018). Extinction risk from
climate change is reduced by microclimatic buffering. Nature
Climate Change, 8, 713–717.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0136
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0136
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0136
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0138
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0138
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0138
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0138
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0138
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0142
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0142
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0142
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0143
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0143
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0156
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0156
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0157
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0157
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0157
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0157
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0159
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0159
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0159
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0159


S. Herrando-P�erez et al. / Basic and Applied Ecology 67 (2023) 32�47 47
Sunday, J. M., Bates, A. E., & Dulvy, N. K. (2011). Global analy-
sis of thermal tolerance and latitude in ectotherms. Proceedings
of the Royal Society B, 278, 1823–1830.

Sunday, J. M., Bates, A. E., & Dulvy, N. K. (2012). Thermal toler-
ance and the global redistribution of animals. Nature Climate
Change, 2, 686–690.

Sunday, J. M., Bates, A. E., Kearney, M. R., Colwell, R. K.,
Dulvy, N. K., Longino, J. T., et al. (2014). Thermal-safety mar-
gins and the necessity of thermoregulatory behavior across lati-
tude and elevation. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 111, 5610–5615.

Taheri, S., Naimi, B., & Ara�ujo, M. B. (2016). Did British breeding
birds move north in the late 20th century? Climate Change
Responses, 3, 5.

Taheri, S., Naimi, B., Rahbek, C., & Ara�ujo, M. B. (2021).
Improvements in reports of species redistribution under climate
change are required. Science Advances, 7, eabe1110.

Terblanche, J. S., Deere, J. A., Clusella-Trullas, S., Janion, C., &
Chown, S. L. (2007). Critical thermal limits depend on method-
ological context. Proceedings of the Royal Society B, 274,
2935–2943.

Terblanche, J. S., Hoffmann, A. A., Mitchell, K. A., Rako, L.,
le Roux, P. C., & Chown, S. L. (2011). Ecologically relevant
measures of tolerance to potentially lethal temperatures. The
Journal of Experimental Biology, 214, 3713–3725.

Titley, M. A., Snaddon, J. L., & Turner, E. C. (2017). Scientific
research on animal biodiversity is systematically biased towards
vertebrates and temperate regions. PloS One, 12, e0189577.

Trenberth, K. E., Dai, A., van der Schrier, G., Jones, P. D.,
Barichivich, J., Briffa, K. R., et al. (2013). Global
warming and changes in drought. Nature Climate Change,
4, 17–22.

Urban, M. C. (2019). Projecting biological impacts from climate
change like a climate scientist. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews:
Climate Change, 10, e585.

Valladares, F., Matesanz, S., Guilhaumon, F., Ara�ujo, M. B.,
Balaguer, L., Benito-Garz�on, M., et al. (2014). The effects of phe-
notypic plasticity and local adaptation on forecasts of species range
shifts under climate change. Ecology Letters, 17, 1351–1364.

VanDerWal, J., Murphy, H. T., Kutt, A. S., Perkins, G. C.,
Bateman, B. L., Perry, J. J., et al. (2013). Focus on poleward
shifts in species’ distribution underestimates the fingerprint of
climate change. Nature Climate Change, 3, 239–243.

Verberk, W. C. E. P., & Bilton, D. T. (2013). Respiratory control in
aquatic insects dictates their vulnerability to global warming.
Biology Letters, 9, 20130473.

Verberk, W. C. E. P., Overgaard, J., Ern, R., Bayley, M., Wang, T.,
Boardman, L., et al. (2016). Does oxygen limit thermal toler-
ance in arthropods? A critical review of current evidence. Com-
parative Biochemistry and Physiology A, 192, 64–78.

Violle, C., Reich, P. B., Pacala, S. W., Enquist, B. J., &
Kattge, J. (2014). The emergence and promise of functional bio-
geography. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
111, 13690–13696.

Weaving, H., Terblanche, J. S., Pottier, P., & English, S. (2022).
Meta-analysis reveals weak but pervasive plasticity in insect
thermal limits. Nature Communications, 13, 5292.

Webb, T. J. (2012). Marine and terrestrial ecology: Unifying con-
cepts, revealing differences. Trends in Ecology & Evolution,
27, 535–541.
Available online at www.sciencedirect.com

ScienceDirect

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0161
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0161
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0161
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0163
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0163
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0163
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0163
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0164
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0164
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0164
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0164
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0166
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0166
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0166
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0166
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0167
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0167
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0167
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0168
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0168
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0168
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0168
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0169
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0169
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0169
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0171
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0171
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0171
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0171
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0172
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0172
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0172
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0173
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0173
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0173
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0173
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0174
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0174
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0174
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0174
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0176
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0176
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1439-1791(23)00003-8/sbref0176

	Novel physiological data needed for progress in global change ecology
	Introduction
	Quantifying heat tolerance
	Measurements
	Species-level data: gaps and improvements

	Population-level data: why more matters
	Further ecophysio-prospection: how to do it
	Prevailing challenges

	Aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems under climate change
	Water in terrestrial ecosystems
	Oxygen in aquatic ecosystems

	Concluding remarks
	Data accessibility
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Acknowledgments
	References


