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CCVI classes 

1.  Extremely vulnerable 

2.  Highly Vulnerable 

3.  Moderately Vulnerable 

4.  Not Vulnerable/Presumed Stable 

5.  Not Vulnerable/Increase Likely 



CCVI Section sensitivity 

 Shagbark Hickory 



Questions 

•  Which species and  taxonomic groups appear to 
be more or less vulnerable to climate change 

•  Which factors are making species more or less 

vulnerable 

•  Difference in CCVI classification depending on 

SDM methods (no SDM, SDM/full migration, 
SDM/ no migration) 
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Conclusion 

•  Most of the species we analysed appear to be 
not vulnerable to climate change  

•  Factors such as dispersal capabilities and 

anthropogenic barriers make species more 
sensitive to climate change 

•  Be critics when including SDM in the CCVI 

•  Vulnerability assessment is not an endpoint but 

an intermediate step. 
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