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blbw 184,281 0.21
blpw 943 0.48
nowa 14,734 0.54
mawr 3,633 0.98
oven 424,205 0.98
lowa 16,651 0.99
woth 398,441 0.99
rsha 182,978 1.01
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to climate change
is immediate range
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6. Implement remaining components of
landscape ecological integrity
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6. Local vs regional
connectivity

6. Local vs regional
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Local
Homerange, dispersal

Metric:
Connectedness
...a spatial metric that
assesses the value land
attains from being
locally connected to
nearby land in similar
settings

Regional
Multi-generation dispersal,
gene flow, range shift

Metrics:
Network connectivity
...a summary of  the probability
of  connectivity across the
entire landscape among
“conservation nodes”
Conductance
...a spatial metric representing
the probability of  connectivity
among nodes
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6. Regional connectivity6. Regional connectivity Network connectivity metricNetwork connectivity metric

Scenario Year ∆PC (×1000)

Base 2010 0

B1 2030 -7.22

2070 -15.74

A1B 2030 -14.19

2070 -26.28

A2 2030 -22.22

2070 -54.32
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downscaled climate data
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 Project website: Project website:
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 How important is the focal
management area within
the region in maintaining
the persistence of  each
species?

 How important is the focal
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Blackburnian warbler = 1%
Marsh wren = 9%

FMA Persistence index =
% of  persistence zone
within FMA
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 Prioritizing road-stream crossings
to improve aquatic connectivity
 Prioritizing road-stream crossings

to improve aquatic connectivity

Where do we get the “biggest bang for our buck”?


