BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48
April 2011

COMMISSION ON GENETIC RESOURCES
FOR FOOD AND AGRICULTURE

THE IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON COUNTRIES’ INTERDEPENDENCE
ON GENETIC RESOURCES
FOR FOOD AND AGRICULTURE

edited by
Sam Fujisaka, David Williams and Michael Halewood1

This document has been prepared at the request of the Secretariat of the Commission on Genetic
Resources for Food and Agriculture by the Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research
(CGIAR), coordinated by Bioversity International, as a contribution to the cross-sectoral theme,
Consideration of policies and arrangements for access and benefit-sharing for genetic resources for
food and agriculture, which the Commission will consider at its Twelfth Regular Session.

The content of this document is entirely the responsibility of the authors, and does not
necessarily represent the views of the FAO, or its Members.

1

Sam Fujisaka, consultant for the International Center for Tropical Agriculture (CIAT), Cali,
Colombia; Michael Halewood and David Williams; senior researchers at Bioversity International,
Rome, Italy. Sam Fujisaka passed away on 13 April 2010 after finalizing the penultimate version of
this paper. This paper is dedicated to his memory.

E

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

i

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Page
ABOUT THIS PUBLICATION ................................................................................................................ 1
CHAPTER I:

INTRODUCTION ...................................................................................................... 2

1.

Climate change ............................................................................................................................. 2

2.

Countries‘ interdependence on genetic resources for food and agriculture .......................................... 3

3.

Hypothesis and method .................................................................................................................. 4

4.

Main findings ............................................................................................................................... 5

CHAPTER II:
CROP AND FORAGE GENETIC RESOURCES: INTERNATIONAL
INTERDEPENDENCE IN THE FACE OF CLIMATE CHANGE ........................................................... 7
1.

Introduction .................................................................................................................................. 7

2.

Current international interdependency on PGRFA: Setting the baseline ............................................. 8

3.

Climate change impacts on agriculture and PGRFA ......................................................................... 9

4.

Numerical analysis of the changes in climatic similarity between countries for a number of crops ...... 11

5.

Expected changes in interdependency as a result of climate change ................................................. 16

6.

Conclusions ................................................................................................................................ 17

CHAPTER III: TREE GENETIC RESOURCES: INTERNATIONAL INTERDEPENDENCE
IN THE FACE OF CLIMATE CHANGE .............................................................................................. 19
1.

Understanding the responses of tree species to climate change ........................................................ 19

2.

Migration ................................................................................................................................... 19
2.1.

Adaptation ......................................................................................................................... 20

2.2.

Plasticity ........................................................................................................................... 20

3.

Provenance research, adaptive variation, and zoning ...................................................................... 20

4.

International movements of tree germplasm .................................................................................. 22

5.

6.

4.1.

Current exchange and use ................................................................................................... 22

4.2.

Understanding future exchange demands ............................................................................. 24

Elements of uncertainty ............................................................................................................... 25
5.1.

What is the degree of plasticity of tree species? ..................................................................... 25

5.2.

Are current modelling approaches appropriate? ................................................................... 25

5.3.

Are current practices adequate to foster adaptation? ............................................................. 26

5.4.

What consideration needs to be given to pollination issues? ................................................... 26

Conclusions ................................................................................................................................ 26

CHAPTER IV:
THE IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON ANIMAL GENETIC RESOURCES
AND COUNTRY INTERDEPENDENCE .............................................................................................. 28
1.
2.

Introduction ................................................................................................................................ 28
Climate change, AnGR, and country interdependence .................................................................... 28
2.1.

AnGR and country interdependence ..................................................................................... 28

2.2.

Climate change and livestock .............................................................................................. 30

2.3.

Non-climate change factors and livestock ............................................................................. 30

ii

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48
2.4.

Livestock and climate change scenarios ............................................................................... 33

3.

Limitations in assessment capacity ............................................................................................... 36

4.

Conclusions: Interdependence of animal genetic resources in the face of climate change ................... 37

CHAPTER V:
THE IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON INTERDEPENDENCE FOR
MICROBIAL GENETIC RESOURCES FOR AGRICULTURE ............................................................ 38
1.

Introduction ................................................................................................................................ 38

2.

Microbial diversity ...................................................................................................................... 38

3.

The role of microbes in food production systems ........................................................................... 38

4.

The impact of climate change on microbes .................................................................................... 39
4.1.

Elevated temperature .......................................................................................................... 40

4.2.

Extreme rain events ............................................................................................................ 42

4.3.

Elevated carbon dioxide ...................................................................................................... 43

4.4.

Wind ................................................................................................................................. 43

5.

Geographic redistribution of plant diseases and the need for surveillance systems ............................ 44

6.

The importance of awareness and access to MGRs through microbial collections ............................. 45

7.

Conclusions: Interdependence for microbial genetic resources in the face of climate change ............. 46

CHAPTER VI:
INTERDEPENDENCE OF COUNTRIES IN THE MANAGEMENT OF GENETIC
RESOURCES FOR AQUACULTURE AND FISHERIES IN THE FACE OF CLIMATE CHANGE ..... 48
1.

Introduction: International borders and aquatic ecosystems ............................................................. 48

2.

Aquatic genetic diversity ............................................................................................................. 49

3.

Genetic resources for aquaculture ................................................................................................. 49
3.1.

Common carp .................................................................................................................... 50

3.2.

Nile tilapia ......................................................................................................................... 50

3.3.

Atlantic salmon .................................................................................................................. 51

3.4.

Tiger shrimp ...................................................................................................................... 52

3.5.

Pacific oyster ..................................................................................................................... 52

4.

Climate change and aquatic biodiversity ....................................................................................... 53

5.

Conclusion: Interdependence of aquatic genetic diversity in the face of climate change ..................... 54

CHAPTER VII:

CONCLUSIONS ....................................................................................................... 57

REFERENCES

................................................................................................................................. 58

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

1

ABOUT THIS PUBLICATION
The Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (the Commission), at its Tenth
Regular Session, recommended that the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
(FAO) and the Commission contribute to further work on access and benefit-sharing, in order to
ensure that it moves in a direction supportive of the special needs of the agricultural sector, in regard
to all components of biological diversity of interest to food and agriculture.
At its Eleventh Regular Session, the Commission agreed on the importance of considering access and
benefit-sharing in relation to all components of biodiversity for food and agriculture, and decided that
work in this field should be an early task within its Multi-Year Programme of Work (MYPOW).
Accordingly, the Commission decided to consider arrangements and policies for access and benefitsharing for genetic resources for food and agriculture at its Twelfth Regular Session (19-23 October
2009). To facilitate discussions and debate on access and benefit-sharing for genetic resources for food
and agriculture at the Twelfth Regular Session, the Secretariat of the Commission has commissioned
several background study papers on use and exchange patterns of genetic resources in the different
sectors of food and agriculture. The studies provide an overview of past, current and possible future
use and exchange patterns, as well as a description of terms and modalities for use and exchange of
animal, aquatic, forest, micro-organism genetic resources; and of biological control agents. Crosssectoral studies have been commissioned to analyse use and exchange patterns in light of climate
change, subject of the present background study paper, and to review the extent to which policies and
arrangements for access and benefit-sharing take into consideration the use and exchange of genetic
resources for food and agriculture in particular.
The broad ranges of studies are intended to provide insight, necessary to maintain, establish and
advance policies and arrangements for access and benefit-sharing for biodiversity for food and
agriculture. The studies may also contribute to the negotiations of an International Regime on Access
and Benefit-sharing in the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Access and Benefit-sharing under
the Convention on Biological Diversity.
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CHAPTER I:

INTRODUCTION

This paper investigates the impact that climate change will have on countries‘ interdependence on
genetic resources for food and agriculture (GRFA). It has been developed for submission to the twelfth
session of the Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture on 19–22 October 2009 for
consideration under Agenda Item 3, which concerns access and benefit-sharing norms.
The extent of countries‘ interdependence on categories or sectors of genetic resources is a potentially
important consideration when evaluating, and or developing, access and benefit-sharing norms.
However, it is beyond the scope of this paper to make policy recommendations to the Commission.
Instead, it is our hope that this paper will contribute to a deeper well-source of scientific information
from which the Commission can draw when considering access and benefit sharing policy options.
In this introductory section, we describe the degree and kinds of climate change upon which our
analysis is based and provide a working definition of ‗interdependence on GRFA‘. We also describe
the method we followed conducing the research in support of this paper, and a summary of our most
important findings. An executive summary of this paper is also available online.2
1.

Climate change

With respect to climate change, the most relevant prediction for this paper is that, on average, global
temperatures will increase worldwide by 0.2 degrees per decade. There will be both increases and
decreases in precipitation. Droughts and floods will increase. (IPCC 2007) The areas with climates
that are now suited to a particular suite of crops, forages, livestock, trees, microbes, and aquaculture
will shift in ways that are more favourable to a minority of countries and less favourable to the
majority.
Climate modelling indicates that growing season temperatures in the tropics and subtropics by 2099
will be greater than the extremes recorded from 1900 to 2006. The hottest season to be recorded in the
temperate regions will become the norm in many places. Extreme seasonal heat will severely lower the
output of production systems (Battisti and Naylor 2009).
Looking ahead to 2050, the effects of global warming for maize, millet, and sorghum in Africa, for
example, will be disastrous and will require concerted responses in crop breeding and the conservation
of crop genetic resources:
―The majority of African countries will have novel climates over at least half of
their current crop area by 2050. Of these countries, 75 percent will have novel
climates with analogs in the current climate of at least five other countries,
suggesting that international movement of germplasm will be necessary for
adaptation. A more troubling set of countries – largely the hotter Sahelian countries
– will have climates with few analogs for any crop ... countries, such as Sudan,
Cameroon, and Nigeria, whose current crop areas are analogs to many future
climates but that are poorly represented in major gene banks – [provide] promising
locations in which to focus future genetic resource conservation efforts (Burke et al.
2009).‖
Climate change will be highly variable around the world. According to current models (see Chapter II)
some countries/regions will actually benefit as a result of having more, longer growing days as well as
increased rainfall. These countries are in the minority. Most countries will experience climate change
that work to their disadvantage, with temperature increases, longer droughts, and increasingly
frequent, violent storms exacerbating stresses that have already been challenging their agricultural
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production systems. Based on existing models, it is reasonable to predict that as all countries‘ climates
change, most countries‘ climates will become more similar to one another, with only a few countries‘
climates becoming, relative to the situation today, more different from most other countries‘ climates.
As such, many countries may be headed towards common future conditions, leaving relatively fewer
countries that can provide the genetic resources for needed food system adaptation to climate change
in the future.

2.

Countries’ interdependence on genetic resources for food and agriculture

For the purposes of this paper, our working definition of ―interdependence on GRFA‖ is, ―the extent to
which individual countries rely upon GRFA originally collected from other countries in support of
their food and agriculture-related research, conservation and production.‖3
The idea that countries are interdependent on GRFA is not new, as the literature reviewed in the
following chapters makes clear. Countries‘ interdependence on plant genetic resources for food and
agriculture (PGRFA) is evident in the international pedigrees of most modern crops and forages,
which include ‗parents‘ from numerous different countries and continents (Zeven and De Wet 1982,
Gollin 1998, Cassaday et al 2001). Countries‘ interdependence on PGRFA is also evident in the
international movements of germplasm facilitated by international genebanks and research stations. In
the course of just 12 months, the international agricultural research centres of the Consultative Group
on International Agricultural Research (CGIAR) facilitate the international movement of
approximately 450,000 samples of PGRFA, 80% of which is sent to developing countries, mostly to
public agricultural research programmes (SGRP 2009). Interdependence on PGRFA is also evident in
the fact that many major crop staples are now grown around the world, far from their centres of origin.
Crops were domesticated over thousands of years in areas of the world that are now ―developing‖
countries or regions. Interestingly, however, the adaptations of diets of people around the world has
taken place to such an extent that most countries and regions – including those in centres of diversity –
are heavily reliant on non-indigenous, imported germplasm of staple crops from other parts of the
world. For example, southern Africa is more than 90 percent dependent on ―outside‖ crops (Palacios
1998). Cassava is a major food source in Africa today (FAO 1997), while African millets and
sorghums are major food crops in south Asia and Latin America (Kloppenburg and Kleinman 1987).
The extensive cattle pastures of Latin America depend largely on African grasses (Miles et al. 1996;
Boonman 1993). Alfalfa from southwestern Asia is now cultivated around the globe (Putnam et al
2009). Forestry has also long benefited from the international movement of tree germplasm (Koskela
et al., 2009).
The case is similar for livestock with the private sector heavily involved in the international movement
of farm animal genetic resources. Livestock producers have relied on the international exchange of
genetic resources throughout human history. Analyses of animal genetic resources trade flows from
1990 to 2005 for 150 countries show that Europe and North America were the primary exporters of
genetic resources for the species evaluated. North-South trade had the largest magnitude, followed by
South-South, and, finally, South-North. Southern genetic resources are not currently used on a large
scale in the North (Gibson and Pullin 2005; FAO 2007).
The management of aquatic resources has always reflected some degree of international collaboration
simply because fish are free living and highly mobile, and the water bodies and aquatic ecosystems in
which they live do not follow national boundaries. The limited number of major aquaculture species
3

The extensive network of ex situ collections of genetic resources (not only plant genetic resources for food and agriculture
but also sizeable collections of microbial genetic resources and, to a lesser extent, tree, animal, and aquatic genetic resources)
means that countries may not need to physically have access to materials located within the borders of a particular country. It
may be that material once collected from country X is available from collection Y, which is located in another country. The
actual location of the material, once collected, does not affect the extent to which its use in other countries reflects
interdependence.
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has been associated with considerable movement of genetic resources to areas having suitable
ecological conditions around the globe. Over the past 100 centuries, agriculture has been characterized
by an increasingly wider movement of crops, forages, farm animals, and, more recently, trees and fish.
In this paper, we do not attempt to quantify baseline levels of interdependence and use this data to
calculate quantified increases in that interdependence. Other papers submitted to the Twelfth Regular
Session of the Commission under Agenda Item 3 have described patterns of use and the exchange of
microbial, tree, crop, and forage, invertebrate, and aquatic genetic resources,4 including analyses of
countries‘ interdependence on these resources. Our approach in this paper is simply to assess whether
climate change will result in countries requiring GRFA from outside their borders as part of their
strategies to adapt (and, in some cases, to mitigate) climate change. Assuming all other demands
remain equal, an increase in demand for resources from outside countries would result in an overall
increase in interdependence. A decrease in demand would lead to a decrease in interdependence.
3.

Hypothesis and method

When formulating the terms of reference for the paper, our hypothesis was that climate change will
5
indeed lead to an overall increase in countries‘ levels of interdependence on genetic resources.
Our first step in the process of conducting this research was to identify the subgroups of genetic
resources for food and agriculture that could be usefully examined independently from one another. In
consultation with the CIAR Inter-centre Working Group on Genetic Resources (ICWG-GR) and the
Secretariat of the CGRFA, we identified the following: crop and forage, tree, animal, microbial, and
aquatic genetic resources. We contacted experts working in the conservation and use of these genetic
resources to conduct the relevant research. Based on their own reviews of existing literature, and their
own expert knowledge of the field, these experts were asked to (1) describe and evaluate existing
evidence (positive or negative) that climate change has increased or will increase countries‘
interdependence on the genetic resources concerned; (2) identify whatever gaps may exist in the
literature that limit our ability to fully assess the impact of climate change in this way; and (3)
summarize their final conclusions. These studies constitute sections 2–6 of this paper.
Our second step was to consider whether there are illuminating differences or similarities between the
experts‘ reports that support or detract from our hypothesis. Our most important findings in this regard
are set out below in this chapter, and in the final chapter.
Before proceeding further, it is important to highlight a significant constraint we faced in this research.
Numerous interrelated factors affect the way in which GRFA need to be managed and used. It is
difficult, and sometimes impossible, to isolate climate change-related influences from those of other
variables. The influence of climate change on countries‘ interdependence on GRFA is embedded in a
broader, very complex range of variables. As a result it was often not possible to isolate simple cause
and effect relationships between climate change and interdependence.
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We did not attempt to quantify baseline levels of interdependence or measure quantified increases against them. Our much
simpler approach is simply to assess whether climate change will result in countries requiring GRFA as part of their
strategies to adapt (and, in some cases, to mitigate) climate change.
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Main findings

By and large, the balance of evidence supports our hypothesis. The main findings are summarized as
follows:
Crops and forages. Germplasm interdependence will perhaps be the greatest for crops, augmenting the
already high (and well-documented) international movement of plant genetic resources for food and
agriculture (PGRFA) that has been taking place for a long time. Interdependence on PGRFA will
likely increase in association with adaptive crop improvement achieved through both conventional
plant breeding and biotechnological methods. Interdependence will also increase as climate change
creates the need to adopt new crops in particularly stressed areas – millets and sorghum in the place of
maize, for example. (See chapter II)
Trees. Countries‘ interdependence on tree germplasm will likely increase as a result of the future
demands for genetic resources in support of both tree plantation and agroforestry use, both of which
will require the adoption of new species and improved, better adapted varieties. Small-scale
agroforesters will be especially reliant on externally facilitated access to introduced materials because
their own abilities to find, test, and adopt new trees will likely be inadequate relative to the pace of
climate change. (See chapter III)
Livestock. As is the case for crops, forages, and trees, research to identify or develop livestock breeds
that are better adapted to abiotic stresses will continue to be important. Germplasm movement in
modern times has been facilitated largely through the private sector, and such movements will likely
increase as climate change forces redistribution of breeds to match future conditions. (See chapter IV)
Microbes. Microbial genetic resources – which are discovered, identified, isolated, sometimes
genetically modified, and reproduced rather than bred – will play an extremely important role in future
climate-changed scenarios. On the one hand, crop diseases and disease vectors will likely redistribute
and intensify as climate changes and as crops, crop cycles, and crop distributions also change. On the
other hand, researchers will need to respond with microbial-based solutions to ongoing and new
problems in the form of, for example, specific pathogens or parasites to counter insect pests and
vectors of plant diseases. The success of such research efforts will depend upon continued global
public access to microbial resources. (See chapter V)
Aquatic resources. Aquatic germplasm resources interdependence was discussed in a somewhat
unique fashion because the transboundary nature of aquatic ecosystems has meant that aquatic
resource management has necessarily been interdependent. Germplasm exchange of the few
aquacultural species discussed will continue largely through commercial channels. The implications
for climate change-related interdependence are unclear because it does not appear that breeding for
new climate-related conditions will be a major part of future strategies. (See chapter VI)
The fact that the rate of climate change will likely exceed many organisms‘ adaptive capacity is a
common denominator for all of the sectors studied. The case is most strongly made with respect to
crops and forage varieties, animal breeds, and tree populations. The evidence is less conclusive for
beneficial microbes and aquaculture species, but there are anecdotal accounts that point in this
direction, and it is logical to expect that it should be so, although the greater mobility of organisms in
these sectors could be a mitigating factor.
The gap between the rate of climate change and the organisms‘ adaptive capacities will require
significant adjustments in national agricultural production systems and planning. As some countries‘
climates gradually become more like other countries‘ present climates, they will be able to turn to
portfolios of crop and forage species, varieties, livestock breeds, trees, microbes, and fish that are
currently used in the latter countries.

6
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As most countries – particularly poor countries in areas already suffering drought, high temperatures,
and devastating storms – move into having climates without precedent in the history of agriculture,
they will be pushed together to seek common, internationally coordinated solutions. Such solutions
will include reliance on ―outside‖ sources of diversity, either of the same species currently in
production or of new species entirely.
The impact of climate change vis-à-vis pathogenic microbes is, in some respects, the corollary of its
impact on crops, forages, livestock, and trees. Climate change will provide opportunities for
pathogenic microbes (and their insect vectors) to thrive in parts of the world where previously they
have had no, or only limited, impact. The effect will be to augment countries‘ dependence upon
genetic resources from beyond their borders – in this case, as sources of genetic resistance to novel
pests and diseases or as bio-control agents.
Internationally coordinated efforts involving international movements of germplasm and associated
information will be critical for countries‘ to be able to meet the challenges associated with climate
change. It is critically important for policy makers to keep this increasing interdependence on GRFA
in mind when developing policies concerning the conditions under which genetic resources can be
accessed and used, and the ways in which benefits derived from their use should be shared.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

CHAPTER II:

7

CROP AND FORAGE GENETIC RESOURCES: INTERNATIONAL
INTERDEPENDENCE IN THE FACE OF CLIMATE CHANGE

By:

Andy Jarvis, International Centre for Tropical Agriculture, Cali, Colombia; and Bioversity
International, Regional Office for the Americas, Cali, Colombia
Julian Ramirez, International Centre for Tropical Agriculture, Cali, Colombia
Jean Hanson, International Livestock Research Institute, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia
Christoph Leibing, International Centre for Tropical Agriculture, Cali, Colombia

1.

Introduction

Plant genetic resources for food and agriculture (PGRFA) are the biological cornerstones of global
food security. Crops account for 84 percent of human caloric intake (Loladze 2002). An estimated 3.5
million hectares were under permanent pasture globally in 1997 (FAOSTAT 1997). About five million
hectares of forage legumes and more than 42 million hectares of forage grasses are planted seasonally
for livestock production in the tropics (Shelton et al. 2005). The efficient use of agricultural diversity
and genetic resources will be needed both to maintain current levels of food production and to
confront future challenges. Population is expected to grow to 9.1 billion by 2050 (United Nations
2005), with increasing consumption of dairy and meat products. This increased demand means
increasing production without the option of increases of arable land. The expected impacts of climate
change suggests that we face worsening multiple challenges and decreasing options to address these
challenges. PGRFA will play a crucial role in providing the genes to help confront the challenges.
Improving yield – or even maintaining yields in the face of climate change – of major food crops will
depend on combining genetic traits found in materials of a wide range of origins (Petit 2001),
including crop wild relatives, landraces, breeding lines, and established varieties. The ―Green
Revolution‖ of the 1960s was unfortunately accompanied by losses of many crop landraces and, as
such, by significant genetic erosion (Heal et al. 2004). Only some 150 plant species are now
cultivated, and mankind depends largely on no more than 12 plant species (Esquinas-Alcázar 2005).
Although only about 60 species are widely used as fodder, these have been moved around the globe.
Most livestock systems depend on fodder species originating elsewhere. There are calls for
diversifying agricultural production to adapt to climate change, to enhance nutritional security, and to
service an increasingly complex global market for agricultural goods (Reidsma and Ewert 2008;
Cavatassi et al. 2006; Cleveland et al. 1994). Neglected and underutilized species are expected to play
an important role in such diversification (Genetic Resources Policy Committee 1999).
Perhaps more than any other group, PGRFA have been exchanged over the past 10,000 years through
farmer exchange and, recently, by collection, ex situ conservation, and use by research
organizations. The globalization of plant genetic resources is evident in the expansion of crops outside
of their centres of origin (Vavilov 1926), with near global coverage of many crops whose origins were
geographically restricted. Today, all countries rely on crop genetic diversity from all over the globe to
provide potential adaptation to changes, to maintain production systems resilience, and to meet the
needs of an expanding human population (Esquinas-Alcázar 2005).
Global interdependence in PGRFA has informed the development of international policies to facilitate
access and exchange of plant genetic resources (Palacios 1998). These include the voluntary
International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources (1983), the Convention for Biological
Diversity, and the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture
(ITPGRFA, which entered into force 2004).
Studies using a variety of approaches have tried to quantify interdependence of plant genetic resources
(e.g., Palacios 1998). It is important in the face of climate change to re-appraise interdependence and
identify changes in demand for plant genetic resources to help create policies to address future
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challenges. This chapter focuses on the effect climate change will have on the international
interdependence of PGRFA. Rather than quantify current demand, we look for evidence of how
climate change might enhance, reduce, or shift patterns of demand. Analysis is based on literature
review and numerical analysis. We structure the chapter as follows:

2.

1.

review of current patterns of interdependence of PGRFA (to set the baseline);

2.

review of the expected impacts of climate change on agriculture;

3.

quantitative analysis of the changes in ―climatic interdependence‖ for a number of crops;

4.

discussion of likely changes in interdependence based on evidence from the other chapters;
and

5.

discussion of policy implications to address future interdependence patterns.
Current international interdependency on PGRFA: Setting the baseline

Virtually all countries depend on PGRFA that is received from others. Today‘s improved varieties
have resulted from innumerable crosses among materials from different countries (Zeven and De Wet
1982). The globally popular VEERY wheat is the product of 3,170 crosses involving 51 parents from
26 countries. Developing countries rely on non-indigenous crops and thus need to import germplasm:
countries in south and central Africa rely on crops that originated outside the region for 50–100
percent of their food, with the majority of these countries exceeding 80 percent dependency (Palacios
1998). Such dependency is never below 80 percent in the Andean countries. Crops such as cassava,
maize, groundnut, and beans originated in South America but became staples in sub-Saharan Africa.
Cassava is a major food source for 200 million Africans in 31 countries with a farm-gate value of over
US $7 billion (Food and Agriculture Organization 1997). And Africa – with its indigenous millets and
sorghums – makes a considerable contribution to other areas such as South Asia (13 percent) and Latin
America (8 percent) (Kloppenburg and Kleinmann 1987). In the 1970s, Helminthosporium maydis
destroyed more than half of the maize crop in the southern United States. The susceptible seeds had a
narrow genetic base. In this case, as in many others, the problem could only be resolved by breeding
resistant varieties using genetic diversity from other countries (National Research Council, Genetic
1972).
The case of forages is similar. Over 90 percent of the major cultivated forage grasses are indigenous to
sub-Saharan Africa (Boonman 1993). These grasses have been used to improve the extensive cattle
pastures in Latin America. By 1996, over 40 million hectares were sown to Brachiaria in Brazil
(Miles et al. 1996). Ruzi grass (Brachiaria ruziensis) was introduced to Thailand and is increasing in
demand (Phaikaew et al. 1993). Cenchrus ciliaris is now grown in 31 countries (Cox et al. 1988), with
four million hectares planted in the United States, over six million hectares in Mexico, and 7.5 million
hectares in Australia (Humphreys 1967). Other African grasses (e.g., Panicum maximum, Chloris
gayana, and Pennisetum purpureum) are now also widely distributed throughout the tropics.
Forage legume interdependence is common for sub-tropical species. Alfalfa – extensively cultivated in
the warm temperate, cool sub-tropical regions and tropical highlands – is native to southwest
Asia. Today, it is the major forage legume crop covering 79 million hectares worldwide, including 13
million hectares in the United States where it is the third most important crop in value (Putnam et al.
2007). Vetch originated in the near East and is now grown on close to one million hectares worldwide
(FAOSTAT 2009). Red and white clover originated in Europe and North Africa and are now widely
cultivated in sub-tropical areas in North America, southern South America, Australia, and New
Zealand. Stylosanthes from Latin America is now used in India (Ramesh et al. 2005) and Thailand
(Phaikaew and Hare 2005) for improving pastures and leaf meal for monogastric feed.
Crop wild relatives, a key component of interdependence, provide researchers with genes useful for
developing biotic and abiotic resistance (Maxted et al. 2008; Gurney et al. 2002; Lane and Jarvis
2007). The use of crop wild relatives has increased dramatically over the past decade and will continue
to increase, thanks to biotechnology tools. A number of crops such as sugar cane, tomatoes, and
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tobacco could not be grown on substantial commercial scales were it not for the contribution made by
wild relatives of these crops to disease resistance (Food and Agriculture Organization 1997).
Developing countries have provided the biological basis for agriculture both in developed countries
and for each other (Fowler et al. 2000). The dimension and direction of the flow of PGRFA (e.g.,
south to south and north to south) is difficult to track, monitor, and quantify. Information available on
flows indicates a reverse flow in which material is no longer exported from their centres of origin.
Rather, the opposite is occurring – farmers and research institutes in the developing world have
become net recipients of both local varieties and of improved materials (Visser et al. 2003; Fowler and
Smale 2000).
3.

Climate change impacts on agriculture and PGRFA

Climate change will likely bring increases in temperature of between 2–6 degrees Celsius, changes in
rainfall regimes representing both an increase and decrease in precipitation, and an increased
frequency of droughts and floods (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2007a). These changes
will especially affect rain-fed agriculture, making adaptation necessary. Climate change will also have
an impact on agricultural biodiversity by increasing the genetic erosion of landraces and threatening
wild species including crop wild relatives (Jarvis et al. 2008). Severe pest outbreaks may increase with
climate change, profoundly affecting agro-ecosystems and global food availability (Tubiello et al.
2008).
Modelling indicates that rain-fed agriculture yields in some regions of Africa could be reduced by up
to 50 percent by 2020 (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2007b). Food production and
access in many African countries will likely be severely compromised, exacerbating food security
problems and malnutrition (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2007b). Most problematic are
the regions of southern Africa where land suitable for maize, a major staple, will likely disappear by
2050, and south Asia where productivity of groundnut, millet and rapeseed will be heavily reduced
(Lobell et al. 2008).
Even under the most conservative of baseline scenarios, climate change will cause shifts in suitable
areas for cultivation of a wide range of crops. Shifts include a general trend of loss in suitable area in
sub-Saharan Africa, the Caribbean, India, and northern Australia; and gains in the northern United
States, Canada, and most of Europe for a number of staple crops (Lane and Jarvis 2007). Twenty-three
crops are predicted to gain suitable area; while 20 are predicted to lose. Developed nations will see an
expansion of suitable arable land to higher altitudes as well as the potential to increase production if
those lands are brought under cultivation (Fisher et al. 2001). By the 2080s, rain-fed cereal production
in the developing world will decrease by 3 percent in negatively impacted countries and increase by 6
percent in positively impacted countries. Production losses from climate change could worsen hunger
in developing countries beyond the current one billion that are going hungry (Food and Agriculture
Organization 2009).
Although farmers have always had to adjust and adapt their cropping systems to changing climatic and
environmental conditions, the speed and complexity of current climate change poses a greater
magnitude of problems (Adger et al. 2007). Rising temperatures and changed rainfall regimes will not
decrease the global suitability for crops per se but, rather, will cause geographic shifts in suitable
cropping areas. Varietal and/or crop substitution could be a key strategy to adapt smallholding
agriculture to climate change (Lane and Jarvis 2007). For any given site, there is high likelihood that
currently adapted crops will become mal-adapted. New crop diversity and/or different and betteradapted crops will be needed to respond to future conditions. The negative impacts of climate change
can be mitigated if farmers can adapt by changing to more suitable varieties and, if necessary, crops
(Lane and Jarvis 2007). Barriers to such adaptation, however, are discussed in subsequent sections.
The areas that are currently most food insecure will be most affected by climate change. These areas
have the greatest need for new crop varieties that are tolerant to extreme conditions such as drought,
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heat, flooding, submergence, and salinity. Adapting crop varieties to local conditions can reduce risk
due to climate change. The need for adapted germplasm will require characterization, evaluation, and
availability of materials now housed in gene banks. The amount or identity of currently conserved
plant genetic resources that may be useful to adapt agriculture to climate change cannot be precisely
known a priori. Needed are assessments of necessary traits and the conservation and characterization
of the broadest of range of genetic resources available.
Conservation of genetic resources will become a key issue. Some of the more important traits to be
found in varieties and genotypes for responding to climate change include: drought tolerance, extreme
events tolerance, resistance to very hot and humid conditions, pest and disease resistance, and
separation from certain climate sensitive pollinators or symbionts. Most of these traits may be present
in traditional cultivars or wild species. Unfortunately, with modern crop intensification, many such
traditional varieties were underutilized and lost. The US Department of Agriculture indicates that from
7,098 apple varieties in use between 1804 and 1904, 86 percent have been lost. Similarly, 95 percent
of the cabbage, 91 percent of maize, 94 percent of the pea, and 81 percent of the tomato varieties no
longer exist (Fowler 1994). Agricultural expansion also accounts for wild habitat loss and for the
genetic erosion of many wild gene pools that could provide both biotic and abiotic resistances for
traditional and modern crop varieties (Food and Agriculture Organization 1998).
Agricultural biodiversity needs to be collected, conserved, and characterized at the species and genetic
levels (Jarvis et al. 2003). The Food and Agriculture Organization estimates that a large proportion of
the gene pool of the major crops has been sampled and placed in ex situ collections. Much of the
diversity found in farmer‘s fields today, and a great amount of diversity that no longer exists on farms,
can now be accessed solely through gene banks (Fowler and Smale 2000). Ex situ conservation is a
viable option, however, only for those sexually reproducing species that produce seeds that can
germinate after being stored in cold, dry conditions, clonally reproduced crops whose tissue can be
kept for long periods in slow-growth tissue culture, as adult plants in field gene banks, or those for
which cryopreservation protocols and infrastructure have been developed. Most of these ex situ
conservation methods are costly and require constant vigilance, maintenance, and periodic
regeneration of the conserved materials, and, as such, are hardly a panacea for the conservation of
plant genetic resources. Other disadvantages of ex situ conservation include the fact that:
gene bank accessions are frequently, albeit inadvertently, duplicated;
maintenance is expensive, and some gene banks cannot avoid germplasm losses due to
budgetary constraints;
only a small amount of genetic diversity present in a population is captured in a gene bank
accession; and
the most important natural and anthropocentric selection processes that take place in situ are
halted (Fowler and Hodgkin 2004).
Although in situ conservation has the advantage of maintaining species interactions and therefore the
major evolutionary dynamics of ecosystems that are produced by these dynamics, it can be difficult to
implement as it typically involves traditional farming communities, indigenous communities and/or
protected areas, and often these require major investments and political agreements to be established.
One approach proposed is the preservation of a number of valuable crop species and varieties in
selected areas of traditional agriculture (Brush 2000). One example of this approach is the ―Globally
Important Agricultural Heritage System Initiative‖ (Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture 2000). Conservation of forests and pristine sites valued for their wildlife or ecological
value is a means to achieve in situ conservation of wild species and wild crop relatives.
Forages in smallholder systems in the tropics are often intercropped, planted around fences, or used in
crop fallow periods or for vegetation on degraded lands. This pattern leaves forages more vulnerable
to land use change than other crop species since they are often a neglected part of the production
system and not taken into account for conservation, especially where competition for land for
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cropping, water, and soil fertility are high and resources are limiting. Climate change will require new
management options and alternative forage species or increased use of existing forages in many areas.
Use of specific forage species in smallholder livestock systems is limited by the length of the growing
season and temperature (Cox et al. 1988; Thornton et al. 2006b). The predicted temperature increases
of 2–6 degrees Celsius by the end of the century in Africa could allow for the spread of tropical
species from countries in other agro-ecological regions into new environments where water is not the
limiting factor (Hoffman and Vogel 2008; Collier et al. 2008). Many of the important forage grasses,
including Napier, Rhodes, and Brachiaria, are not frost tolerant. As temperatures increase and the
likelihood of frost decreases, these tropical species could be introduced into sub-tropical regions,
including the tropical highlands.
Changes in climate in Africa are predicted to be more severe than in other regions (Collier et al. 2008).
Impacts will be substantial on the use of cultivated forages and on indigenous forage diversity in
grasslands and natural pastures. Some areas of east Africa are predicted to have 10–20 percent more
rainfall (Collier et al. 2008). Current grazing or marginal lands may be used for growing crops, leading
to a loss of forage diversity and to the opening up of now marginal lands to degradation. Climate
change could also allow for the introduction of species from Latin America such as Centrosema and
Stylosanthes guianensis, which are adapted to sub-humid areas. In areas predicted to get drier,
continued cropping can result in more rapid degradation through the loss of land cover. Use of drought
tolerant forages in these areas, such as buffel grass or Stylosanthes scabra could, on the other hand,
increase soil cover and reduce soil degradation (Batjes and Sombroek 1997).
The effects of climate change will be greatest on the grasslands and rangelands that have the potential
for land use change. Natural grasslands act as an important carbon sink (Morgan 2005). Increasing
levels of carbon dioxide will increase overall biomass production but may result in reduced forage
quality and digestibility due to lignification (Thornton et al. 2006a). Changes in carbon dioxide could
result in changes in species richness in natural pastures because some legumes are more responsive to
increased levels of carbon dioxide as a result of biological nitrogen fixation (Aguiar 2005).
4.

Numerical analysis of the changes in climatic similarity between countries for a
number of crops

We performed a numerical analysis of climate change predictions and crop distributions to identify the
extent to which climate change will impact climatic compatibility of genetic resources among
countries. We assume that climate itself is an important indicator of genetic resource compatibility
between countries, hence, we analyzed the climatic similarities between countries under current and
future conditions, using climatic similarity as a proxy for possible genetic resource interdependence.
We selected 17 staple food crops that account for 75 percent of global harvested area (FAOSTAT
2009). There were a number of different climatic responses within these crops because they cover a
range of different ecologies. Crops were cereals (i.e., wheat, maize, millets, rice, sorghum, and barley),
legumes (i.e., beans, groundnut, and soybean), roots and tubers (potato, sugar beet, sweet potato, and
cassava), fruit (banana and plantain), fiber (cotton), and high-value industrial and cash crops
(sugarcane and coffee). ―Climatic similarity‖ was described in terms of a four-dimensional matrix
consisting of:
climatic similarities between countries with the current climate (the baseline);
climatic similarity between countries in the future (this provides the likely changes in
climatic similarity with respect to the baseline);
climatic similarity between each country‘s current conditions and future conditions (this
provides the extent to which the current climate upon which agriculture is built and for
which genetic resources are adapted could be important for the future of other countries);
and
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climatic similarity between each country‘s future conditions and current conditions (this
provides the extent to which a country in the future could depend on other countries for
genetic resources conserved presently).

The analysis looks at the similarity between countries for these four situations for each of the 17 crops
under study. Current harvested areas of each crop were used to define the production environments for
each crop within each country (FAOSTAT 2009). The absolute presence of each crop within each
country of the world was determined using a spatial allocation model (You et al. 2006; You and Wood
2006). For each country and for cropped lands (per crop) within each country, the current distribution
of climates was derived from WorldClim (Hijmans et al. 2005). Monthly minimum, maximum and
mean temperatures, and monthly total rainfall were queried from this database and used to derive 19
bioclimatic indices (Busby 1991). The zonal average by country was taken as the country‘s current
climate.
Changes in climate were derived from results of 18 global circulation models (GCMs) from the third
and fourth Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change‘s (IPCC) assessment reports for the decade
around 2050 and for the A2 emission scenario (business as usual) of the Special Report of Emission
Scenarios (SRES) (IPCC 2001; IPCC 2007b). GCM minimum, maximum, and mean monthly
temperatures, and total monthly precipitation outputs were downscaled using a spline interpolation of
anomalies and the current distribution of climates reported in WorldClim and used to derive the same
19 bioclimatic indices as for WorldClim (Ramirez and Jarvis 2008). The zonal average on a country
basis was taken as an indicator of the country‘s future climate.
For each crop‘s distributional range, the 19 bioclimatic indices were standardized and three 19dimensional Euclidean distance (ED) matrices of n-by-n countries were computed:
ED between current climates to measure the current status of climatic similarity between
countries;
ED between future climates to measure the likely change in climatic similarity between
countries as well as to derive a consistent conclusion on the climatic similarities that may be
gained and/or lost within the next 50 years; and
ED between current and future climates to determine opportunities for sharing current
genetic resources for countries that will reach similar conditions to what some other
countries hold actually.
We then calculated the average changes in distances for each country and its future, the average
changes in distances between each country and all of the others, the average distances from one
country‘s current climates to future climates of all of the others and, vice versa, the country rates of
gained and lost climatic similarities, and the key climatic similarities that may arrive within the
context of each crop if a given climatic condition changes.
Current climatic similarity among countries for all crops was high. Regions not only provide genetic
resources to other regions and import/export food crops to supply basic needs of their populations but
also show high climatic similarity. The average rates at which country croplands hold significant
similarities (relation between the number of ―close‖ countries to the total number of countries) with
others is above 80 percent for all crops. Globally, 116 out of the 188 countries (62 percent) will likely
decrease their average climatic similarity in respect to all other countries (see Table 1 and Figure 1),
indicating an increased similarity among global areas among these countries, and from the other 72
countries, 94 percent will likely decrease their average ED by only less than 5 percent. For all crops,
the similarities are likely to strengthen for more than 40 percent of the countries (with sugar beet
showing the maximum at 91 percent and cassava showing the minimum at 41 percent). Generally,
moist environments are more likely to increase in climatic similarity, although no significant
latitudinal trends were found (Figure 1a) as there were no separations among individual countries of
different geographic areas (i.e., Europe, Sub-Saharan Africa, Latin America, Australia).

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

13

Considering the entire area of the country and the pooling results by region, climatic similarity is
likely to increase with changing climates. On average, all regions showed reduced Euclidean distances
in the 2050s, with North America presenting the greatest decrease and Latin America presenting the
least decrease. These values, however, may hold a lot of within-country variations. Country selfdistances (distance from a country‘s current status to its own future status) are the greatest for North
Africa and North America, indicating a greater level of climatic similarity than in regions such as the
Caribbean where countries are relatively climatically similar.

Average change in distances (%)

2
0
-2
-4
-6
-8

Africa
Australasia
North America
Latin America
Caribbean
Sub Saharan Africa
Europe

-10
-12
-14
0.3

0.5
0.7
0.9
1.1
1.3
1.5
1.7
Average distance between current country's climate and its future

Figure 1. Average changes in ED pooled by continental zone (Y axis) plus a 95 percent confidence
interval versus the average distance between current and future climates of each counter plus a 95
percent confidence interval, pooled by continental zone (X axis)
Although percentages of change range between minus 24 percent (Faroe Islands) and 54 percent
(Grenada), 97 percent of the countries have changes between 10 and minus 10 percent. For 11 percent
of the countries (i.e., Serbia and Montenegro, United Arab Emirates, Sweden, Romania, Macedonia,
Lithuania, Iran, Iceland, Grenada, Georgia, France, Faroe Islands, Egypt, Canada, Bulgaria, Bosnia,
Belgium, Azerbaijan), changing climate conditions will make at least one of the other country‘s
current conditions closer to their future conditions than themselves.
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Table 1. Likely changes in countries interdependence for 17 crops for 2050

Area

Decreases
in ED
(percent)

Change
in ED
(percent)

Maximum
loss of
interdependence

Maximum
gain of
interdependence

Percentage of countries
With key current
actors to take
PGR for future

Percentage of analogs
that
may be more
important

Percent of
analogs
that may
appear

Bananas*

52.4

-0.12

Solomon Islands

Pakistan

2.9

53.3

1.0

Barley

70.4

-0.65

Finland

Yemen

16.8

69.6

5.6

Bean

59.7

-0.31

Colombia

Saudi Arabia

14.2

67.2

3.0

Cassava

40.6

0.33

Solomon Islands

Guyana

0.0

40.6

0.0

Coffee

55.3

-0.21

Kazakhstan

Yemen

1.2

49.4

0.0

Cotton

45.4

0.08

Uganda

Saudi Arabia

8.3

65.7

2.8

Groundnut

90.2

-2.73

Iraq

Yemen

30.1

74.0

15.4

Maize

57.4

-0.23

Solomon Islands

Yemen

9.7

60.6

1.3

Millets

86.4

-2.99

Germany

Albania

42.1

73.9

22.7

Potato

68.8

-0.65

Finland

Oman

13.6

66.2

2.6

Rice

52.2

-0.16

Iraq

Somalia

8.8

59.6

0.0

Sorghum

63.3

-0.34

Peru

Oman

10.2

67.2

2.3

Soybean

46.8

0.07

Colombia

Turkmenistan

12.1

66.9

2.4

Sugar beet

61.1

0.27

Finland

Uzbekistan

31.5

90.7

27.8

Sugar cane

43.6

0.04

Colombia

Turkmenistan

6.4

52.7

4.5

Sweet potato

41.9

0.12

Bhutan

Saudi Arabia

1.7

51.3

0.0

Wheat
Total

74.0
61.7

-1.15
-0.25

Finland
Faroe Islands

Yemen
Grenada

42.0
11.7

83.2
69.1

22.9
3.7

Notes:* banana and plantain
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On the other hand, 98 percent of the countries strengthen at least one relationship if all of the other
countries change their conditions (current versus future), and 69 percent of the countries will likely be
climatically closer to at least one of the other country‘s current conditions. For climatically ―far‖
countries, 76 percent will become more similar to at least one country‘s future climates, while 52
percent would be climatically more dissimilar to at least one other country's future. Areas in which
each of the different crops are located, however, may hold a different picture than the general
country‘s overview.
There are different observed trends in crop-based climatic interdependency changes. The proportion of
countries increasing their ―closeness‖ is above 50 percent for 12 of the 17 crops considered (Figure 2,
bubble size); and the average ED decreases for 11 out of the 17 crops (i.e., for bananas, barley, beans,
coffee, groundnut, maize, millets, potato, rice, sorghum, and wheat). Cassava was the only crop for
which no country showed a closer analogue than itself. Wheat, maize, and millets showed 42, 30, and
42 percent of their current cropping environments under analysis being nearer to at least one other
future cropping environment. This outcome may indicate that environments included in these
percentages may have at least one key actor with which they should consider reviewing existing and
past flows of plant genetic resources.
Coffee had the least distance from current to future environments, probably due to the specialization of
croplands. All crops‘ current-future EDs, however, occur within a quite small range (from 5.3 to 5.9).
Most of the changes in the different environments of crops are near to the total area, suggesting that all
of those crops hold relatively similar patterns of interdependencies and that their environments may be
relatively similar now and in the future. Cassava, coffee, sugar beet, and sweet potato from one side,
and wheat, millet, and groundnut from the other are the only crops that showed significant differences
in behaviour in comparison with the other ones.

0.5
Cassava

Sugar beet

Sw eet potato

Sugar cane

Cotton

Soybean

Change in euclidean distance (%)

0.0
Maize
-0.5

Coffee

Bananas
Bean

Total
-1.0

Rice

Wheat

Sorghum

-1.5

Barley
Potato

-2.0
-2.5
Groundnut

-3.0

Millets

-3.5
5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

Average ED betw een currents and futures

Figure 2 Changes in Euclidean distances pooled by crop for all countries having one or more hectares
on each crop versus the average Euclidean distance between current climates and future climates of
each country pooled by crop. Bubble size is the percentage of countries having one or more hectares
on each crop and decreasing climatic distances (i.e., proxy of a higher interdependence).
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Loss of similarity occurs when a cropping environment becomes further away from all climates of the
other countries. Grain legumes environments (i.e., beans and soybeans) are predicted to reduce their
climatic similarity in Latin American countries with croplands in the Andes. Cold environments such
as those in Finland are also likely to lose climatic similarity in their croplands. Finland is actually the
most frequent ―loser‖ in the whole world for the selected crops. Asian countries tend to increase their
climatic similarity at much higher rates than other countries (Table 1 and Figure 1a), which may be
due to their sub-tropical conditions. There could be some additional opportunities for sub-Saharan
African countries such as Somalia and others nearby, especially in rice cropping.
Novel climate conditions will appear for all crops except for cassava, coffee, rice, and sweet potato.
This outcome may be due to either a very high similarity in current conditions (i.e., specialization of
cropping environments) and thus a near-to-total coverage of the possible climatic similarities or to a
differential effect on different countries that makes them further away in the future, or both. All
cropping environments show a significant number of areas currently holding fundamental climatic
conditions that may be near to their own current environment. Rates of lost dependencies, despite the
fact that they are far less significant than rates of gained or strengthened dependencies should be also
taken into account. For all crops, at least 30 percent of the cropping environments lose at least one
climatic similarity with another country. Specific analyses within different cropping environments are
required to further develop a collaborative and dynamic network that allows fluxes of relevant genetic
materials from one country to another.
5.

Expected changes in interdependency as a result of climate change

Two clear issues may lead to greater interdependency as a result of climate change:
1.

Novel climatic conditions for countries will mean that currently adapted landraces and
varieties may become maladapted, requiring the import of new materials with novel abiotic
traits.

2.

Climate change will bring about new types and increased demand for PGRFA globally,
requiring greater volume and a variety of genetic materials.

As much as 35 percent of the global land area may experience ‖novel climates‖ – essentially climatic
conditions currently not experienced anywhere – and the geography of the world‘s climate may shift
significantly (Williams et al. 2007). For agriculture, temperatures in the growing season in 2100 in the
tropics and subtropics are likely to be hotter than experienced over the past century. Local planting
material is unlikely to resist such conditions (Battisti and Naylor 2009).
Three crops (maize, millet, and sorghum) in Africa were examined in terms of genetic resource
interdependency in the face of climate change. Shifts in crop climates to 2050 indicate that many
countries will experience novel climates not currently found within their borders in 2050, and 75
percent of these will have analogs in at least five other countries. The international movement of
germplasm is essential to enable adaptation (Burke et al. 2009). Overall, crops will become
maladapted in the face of climate change. Given the speed of climate change, farmers will most likely
be unable to adapt rapidly enough through traditional selection practices (ibid.). Needed will be the
facilitated exchange of exotic varieties and landraces from analogous sites elsewhere.
Thus, climate change will bring new and enhanced demand for genetic resources in order to adapt.
National and international breeding programs for a number of crops are already targeting new varieties
with adaptations to future climatic stresses (e.g., Ortiz et al. 2008) including heat, drought, and waterlogging tolerance. The effort to breed for traits valued both today and for the future is likely to
increase the general demand for PGRFA.
Demand will also likely increase for crop wild relative genetic resources to address biotic and abiotic
constraints (Lane and Jarvis 2007), many of which are being exacerbated by climate change. While
demand for such genetic resources is global, their natural distribution is restricted to the centres of
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origin of crops. For example, no wild relative of the cultivated peanut occurs outside of Brazil,
Paraguay, Bolivia, Uruguay, and Argentina (Ferguson et al. 2005). The increased demand for these
resources implies increased interdependence among countries, possibly driving greater South-to-North
germplasm flows as many centres of origin occur in the south (Fowler and Smale 2000). Since crop
wild relatives are poorly conserved in ex situ collections, policies must facilitate access to collect wild
gene pools through targeted collection to fill gaps (Maxted et al. 2009).
Biotechnology will also affect the demand for PGRFA. On the one hand, new tools and methods mean
that more accessions can be screened and potentially used. On the other hand, transgenics, marker
assisted selection, and other biotechnology tools may reduce the amount of diversity required in
breeding programs, as individual genes rather than collections of traits become the target. Although
increased demand for new varieties to confront climate change will rely heavily on biotechnology, it is
difficult to foresee the outcome of these developments on interdependency (Ortiz et al. 2008).
Climate change may also increase the importance of otherwise minor or underutilized crops and plant
species. These include species suitable for bio-fuel production (bio-diesel, ethanol, and second and
third generation bio-fuel technologies) and hardy crops and species that until now have had only local
or regional significance, but which may in the future provide valuable alternatives to confront climate
change especially in marginal environments.
6.

Conclusions

This chapter reviewed the baseline of interdependence of PGRFA and discussed how climate change
might change interdependence patterns and levels. The numerical analysis of climatic similarity is
presented as a proxy for potential genetic resource interdependence. The analysis shows that similarity
between countries will be greater for 75 percent of the global croplands. No matter how specialized
the niche of a crop, there will be significant shifts in climates that may bring novel climates that often
are nearer to the current climates of other countries. Exchange of PGRFA among countries will thus
continue as a key issue in the face of climate change, although some changes in the mechanism may
be required (i.e., clear definition of key providers and key receptors). Although some special cropping
environments will decrease their climatic similarity, in all regions and crops gaining and strengthening
rates will markedly overcome climatic interdependence loss rates. There will, therefore, be significant
opportunities for setting collaborative networks to conserve, characterize, improve, and share PGRFA.
There is a high likelihood of a change in the types of demands for PGRFA into the future and a likely
increase in overall demand.
Changes in the types of demand are expected in the following ways:
there will be an increased demand for PGRFA with characteristics that will help adapt
agriculture to future climates (heat, drought, and water-logging tolerant materials among
others);
increasing demand for crop wild relatives to address biotic and abiotic constraints; and
increased demand for ―minor‖ crops (including neglected and underutilized crops) that
might help communities adapt to climate change in marginal environments and/or contribute
to climate change mitigation through bio-fuel or similar potential.
Increases in demand are expected for the following reasons:
shifting geography of climate, leading to shifts in crop distribution among and within
countries;
appearance of globally and regionally novel climates making locally adapted genetic
resources no longer suitable beyond the next 20–30 years; and
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increasing global population and expected negative impacts of climate change on agriculture
leading to more and more need for new seed technologies to produce more food in less area
with greater water productivity.

Facilitated access to PGRFA is and will be needed. While, at the level of international law, there is
facilitated access and benefit sharing for Annex 1 crops from the ITPGRFA, there are important crops
and forages that are not included in that Annex. These exclusions include major staples (including
some of those studied in this paper in the climatic similarity analyses), numerous forage species, crop
wild relatives, and many minor and/or neglected and underutilized crops. Facilitated access to these
crops would enable ex situ conservation through new collecting (conservation status is incomplete for
many of these crops and species) and would make the genetic resources themselves available for
countries to adapt to the future challenges of climate change.
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1.

Understanding the responses of tree species to climate change

Tree species have high levels of genetic diversity and often exhibit wide geographic and ecological
ranges (Gutschick and BassiriRad 2003; Petit and Hampe 2006). Specific and inter-related
characteristics such as fecundity, size, longevity, and persistence confer particular advantages and
disadvantages in withstanding climatic change and other disturbances that are not found in other
plants. For example, persistence associated with deep root systems allows trees to better withstand
extreme weather events such as drought. Perennial growth means that although trees may be unable to
reproduce in one season due to unfavourable weather conditions, they will still be able to do so in later
years if and when circumstances are more amenable. For this reason, they can withstand seasonal
stresses that annual plants cannot. On the other hand, longevity may have the effect of limiting
opportunities for recruitment in natural stands, thereby slowing down the rate of possible adaptation to
new conditions (Aitken et al. 2008). Trees are parts of complex ecosystems that are vulnerable to a
series of other challenges apart from climate change, including ongoing forest loss, fragmentation and
degradation, and agricultural intensification (Malcom et al. 2002; Kellomäki et al. 2001). In these
circumstances, the additional pressure of climate change may provide the ―tipping point‖ that causes a
significant loss of tree species and forest ecosystem.
In common with other organisms, tree populations have three mechanisms to avoid extinction in a
rapidly changing climate: (1) survival through migration to and/or from new environments; (2) genetic
adaptation to new conditions in existing locations; and (3) persistence through the inherent flexibility
(or ―plasticity‖) of species to a wide range of environments (Aitken et al. 2008).
2.

Migration

Paleobotanical data show that over the last 25,000 years, tree species‘ ranges have moved in close
correlation with global climatic cycles (Davis and Shaw 2001; Hamrick 2004) and that their ranges
have expanded from refugia after extreme events (McLachlan and Clark 2004; Magri et al. 2006; Petit
et al. 2002; Heuertz et al. 2004). This is evidenced by large current day genetic variation within tree
populations across otherwise uniform distribution of many species (Karhu et al. 1996; Garcia-Gil et al.
2003). Migration rates are hard to quantify and model using paleobotanical data (Clark et al. 2003;
Petit et al. 2004) and estimates of the rates differ considerably among species but are now considered
to be less than 100 meters per year on average (Iverson and Prasad 1998; McLachlan et al. 2007).
However, it has been calculated that migration rates of more than 1,000 meters per year are needed to
respond to predictions of climate change models (Aitken et al. 2008). It therefore appears unlikely that
natural migration will be adequate to cope with rapidly changing climate (Malcolm et al. 2002; Davis
et al. 2005). Therefore, facilitated migration by humans is needed especially for species in fragmented
landscapes and/or those that have small population sizes and lower than average fecundity (Aitken et
al. 2008). Facilitated migration may not, however, be able to match with completely novel
environments that will also develop as a result of climate change (Williams and Jackson 2007).
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2.1. Adaptation
Few countries have developed national climate change adaptation policies that explicitly formulate
ways to ensure that tree management and planting practices account for altering environments. The
most frequent issues raised by decision makers include whether the use of local germplasm is best;
whether local tree stands are likely to contain the necessary genetic variation to adapt to the predicted
amount of change; and whether such response can be fast enough. The United Kingdom‘s Forestry
Commission considers risk minimization as the best approach in view of current uncertainty. Their
strategy for intervention involves maintaining existing genetic variation, promoting migration, and
encouraging natural regeneration and provenance mixing in plantations (Hubert and Cottrell 2007).
Similarly, the French Commission on Forest Genetic Resources has developed conservation measures
needed to strengthen the adaptive capacity of forest ecosystems in the face of climate change
(Commission Resources Génétiques Forestières 2008). The International Union of Forest Research
Organizations (IUFRO), in a recently published report produced by the Global Forest Expert Panels of
the Collaborative Partnership on Forests, presents the state of current knowledge about the impacts of
climate change on forests and people and provides practical and policy options for adaptation (Seppälä
et al. 2009). This comprehensive IUFRO report, however, does not explicitly highlight assisted
migration through the transfer of germplasm as a strategic intervention. Other international bodies
such as the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) and the International Tropical Timber
Organization (ITTO) have recognized the importance of using tree germplasm sources adapted to the
environmental condition of a given planting site (International Timber Organization 2002; Food and
Agriculture Organization 2006b). Such recognition could stimulate the transfer of forest reproductive
material adapted to new climatic conditions from other countries where similar climate already exists.

2.2. Plasticity
Tree species show a great deal of plasticity (i.e., different phenotypic responses to different
environmental conditions) (e.g., Rehfeldt et al. 2001; Valladares et al. 2005; Piersma and Drent 2003),
and observed changes in morphology and physiology also show variation among populations and
species (Aitken et al. 2008; Skrøppa and Kohlmann 1997; Bouvarel 1960). Climate change is likely to
favour high levels of phenotypic plasticity, whereas, conversely, low plasticity in important characters
may lead to extinction (Rehfeldt et al. 2001; Parmesan 2006). Recent climate envelope modelling
undertaken by Bioversity International and the Central America and Mexico Coniferous Resources
Cooperative analyzes provenance variation and plasticity in two Central American pine species, Pinus
patula and P. tecunumanii, which are both important globally for plantation forestry (van Zonneveld et
al. 2009). Results from provenance trials in Colombia, Brazil, and South Africa indicate that both
species performed well across a wide range of climates, including in conditions that models predicted
to be unsuitable for growth. In other words, these pine species appear to be more resilient to climate
change than climate envelope modelling would indicate. For the more vulnerable of the two species,
P. tecunumanii, forest fragmentation and conversion of forest to agriculture land appear to be more
threatening than climate change.
3.

Provenance research, adaptive variation, and zoning

Evolutionary mechanisms that contribute to the adaptation of tree populations to local environmental
conditions may result in shifts in gene frequencies and phenotypic traits. Genetic differences among
populations can be observed as provenance variation. Field trials that bring together planting stock
collected from different areas indicate that considerable variation in morphology and physiology is
observed among tree stands (König 2005). Differentiation in phenotypic traits of adaptive significance
such as flowering and fruiting phenology, hardiness, and drought tolerance can vary across
longitudinal, latitudinal, altitudinal, and ecological gradients. This infra-specific variation may at times
be as significant and practically important as the differences observed among tree species (Aitken et
al. 2008). At the time of the establishment of many ongoing provenance trials, adapting to climate
change was not considered to be a factor in design because it was an unknown issue. The main
objective of trials was rather to identify the most productive material for foresters, farmers, and other
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users to plant at a range of sites with a variety of ecologies. Local seed transfer zones were established
for such trials on the assumption that locally sourced material often performs best, although this
concept has been more recently challenged (e.g., Boshier and Stewart 2005). These zones are
demarcated areas considered to be sufficiently ecologically uniform to support the assumption that the
tree populations found within them will be the ones that will grow best throughout the zone (Graudal
et al. 1997). Locally sourced material does not always perform best, however, and the principle that
this should be the case (because natural selection has long acted to optimize the matching of
population and native environment) has been challenged (Boshier and Stewart 2005). Clearly, such
conventional wisdom can no longer hold in the context of shifts in environmental conditions brought
about by climate change.
In proactive action to combat such changes, provenance zones for seed collection in British Colombia,
Canada, were redefined to account for future climatic conditions. Whereas material planted within the
province previously had to be of local origin, this will no longer be the case (Yanchuk and O‘Neill
2006; Ying and Yanchuk 2006). This type of policy change will be necessary among and within
countries if the challenge of climate change is to be met appropriately. Based on climate modelling to
identify major conservation threats, Canada and the United States are now actively considering new
measures to ensure the survival of Picea breweriana, a species that presently exists in scattered
populations across a narrow range in the Klamath-Siskiyou mountains of northwestern California and
southwestern Oregon. Models predict that by the year 2030 no suitable habitat will remain in the
United States, but that an appropriate climate will remain in the Nass-Skeena region of British
Columbia, where the species is not currently found but could be transferred.
In the context of new concerns of climate change, historical provenance trials have been revisited to
reinterpret data in novel ways and to develop new transfer guidelines (Rehfeldt et al. 2002; Savolainen
et al. 2004). Old provenance trials subjected to further measurement and/or re-analysis include those in
dry areas of West Africa on Parkia biglobosa (Raebild 2009), Vitellaria paradoxa (Bayala et al.
2009), and Prosopis africana (Weber et al. 2008). In the last case, analysis of a trial established in
1994 and conducted on material collected from Burkina Faso and Niger indicated significant
provenance differences in growth variables at a relatively dry site in the latter country. Populations
collected from drier regions did better at the test site, and clines in growth and survival corresponded
with regional rainfall patterns. Data are consistent with observations that climate change is resulting in
a drier, warmer environment in the region, causing tree mortality in lower rainfall areas (Maranz 2009;
Shanahan et al. 2009;. Weber et al. 2008) recommended transfers of germplasm as a way to cope with
climatic differences should only be made from north to south and from east to west in the area (i.e.,
unidirectionally from drier to wetter zones/countries). This strategy was adopted by an International
Fund for Agricultural Development project involving the International Centre for Research in
Agroforestry and other partners to rebuild and diversify parkland agroforestry systems in Niger,
Burkina Faso, Mali and Senegal.
New provenance trial research is beginning to specifically consider the issue of climate change.
Returning to the example of semi-arid West Africa, new studies have been established within the
Sahelian Fruit Tree project. Early results from eco-physiological stress trials designed to study
adaptation suggest that Adansonia digitata (baobab) collections from drier zones perform better in the
nursery under a low-watering treatment than provenances collected from wetter zones (Sanou et al.
2007). The opposite is the case under high-watering conditions (Raebild 2009). In the same region, the
Domestication and Development of Baobab and Tamarind initiative is also planning to characterize
accessions from different ecological zones for physiological traits related to drought stress. The
difficulty with this and other research will be to ensure that significant numbers of smallholders in
different countries can actually access better adapted material in a timely way once it has been
identified. The development of smallholder ―germplasm delivery systems‖ for tree species has lagged
behind that for agricultural crops, but it has generally followed the same trajectory. Centralized models
of delivery, such as those based around national tree seed centres (NTSCs), were heavily supported by
donors in the 1980s and 1990s, but it is estimated that, although they are appropriate for supplying the
establishment of large-scale plantations, they have delivered less than 10 percent of the smallholder
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demand for tree seedlings and seed. This is because small-scale farmers are widely dispersed and
require only small volumes of particular species, making them expensive to reach (see further
information presented later in this chapter; Graudal and Lillesø 2007). Low tree seed delivery from
centralized suppliers to smallholders mirrors the situation observed in the crop sector in continents
such as Africa, where the majority of small-scale farmers use their own saved seed for future planting
(Jones and Rakotoarisaona 2007).
A trend in the 1990s to provide donor support to more decentralized models of tree germplasm supply,
based around non-governmental organization (NGO) delivery, appears in general to have not fared
much better in meeting smallholder demand than NTSCs have. This is due to the restricted timescale
of projects, the lack of attention to the promotion of genetically superior material, and the insufficient
technical knowledge in handling germplasm, which leads to poor physiological quality.
Research on how increasing tree genetic diversity in plantations can be used to manage risks imposed
by climate change is limited (Thorsen and Kjær 2005). Work to date suggests that diversification of
planting material is an important strategy. Modelling in Denmark has assessed the optimal amount of
diversity needed in plantations (the number of clones) to ensure resilience (Bosselmann et al. 2008). In
the absence of good information on the growth response of different genotypes to climate change,
modelling data suggest considerable gains can be obtained by mixing a reasonable set of genotypes in
planted stands and then later adjusting the relative representation of genotypes once performance in
response to climatic conditions becomes evident. Similarly, using a mixture of provenances in
plantation establishment, such as local seed sources and wider germplasm expected to be adapted to a
range of climate change scenarios, has also been recommended (Ledig and Kitzmiller 1992).
4.

International movements of tree germplasm

4.1. Current exchange and use
Understanding past and current flows of tree planting materials is the basis for any discussion on the
future role of international germplasm exchange in combating climate change. The different actors
currently involved in carrying out transfers must also be understood, since engagement with these
stakeholders will be an important element of any future response. In a recent survey undertaken by the
FAO in collaboration with Bioversity and other expert institutions, spatial and temporal patterns in
global tree germplasm transfer were assessed (Koskela et al., 2009). This study focused not only on a
number of important commercial timber trees (e.g., eucalypts, acacias, and teak) but also included
agroforestry species that are used for a range of purposes by small-scale farmers, such as for fruit,
medicine, and fodder (Koskela et al., 2009).
The study showed that information on global transfers of tree germplasm is fragmented and that few
organizations have kept systematic records on quantities. The available information, however,
illustrates that the exchange has been considerable, with significant benefits realized in plantation
forestry and agroforestry. Often, although not always, benefits have been gained reciprocally between
donor and recipient countries. Sometimes benefits for donor countries have come through the
development of new technologies in ―exotic‖ locations, which have then been applied to increase
efficiency in ―local‖ production. The limited data that is available did not allow the authors to draw
conclusions about the extent to which climate change was an influential variable (along with other
variables such as land-use changes, major plantation efforts, and market developments) driving these
exchanges. Indeed, in the absence of explicit references in the available literature to climate change as
an influencing variable, it appears that most movements are based on long-standing challenges to
production other than climate change.
Among the species that have undergone substantial international transfer are acacias and eucalypts that
can be easily propagated and regenerated, that are fast growing, and that have numerous wood and
non-wood uses (Koskela et al. 2009). River red gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis) from Australia, for
example, is extensively grown throughout the tropics to supply construction material and is one of the
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world‘s most widely planted trees on which millions of people depend. Similarly, teak (Tectona
grandis) from Asia has become one of the most important timber species for plantations in the tropics.
Seeds of some pine species (e.g., Pinus caribaea, P. maximinoi, and P. tecunumanii) from Central
America and Mexico also have great international demand.
More than one billion smallholders grow trees on farms, so it is crucial to consider the international
exchange of the species they grow. Although information on transfers for most trees of interest to
smallholders is even more limited than for commercial forestry species, insights are available from
public databases such as the Agroforestree Database and the Tree Seed Suppliers Directory (TSSD)
that are maintained online by the World Agroforestry Centre. A search of origin, distribution, and
suppliers in these databases was carried out for 30 tree species in each of four important categories of
use for smallholders: timber, fruit, medicinal, and fodder/soil fertility improvement functions.
Databases searches indicated very high levels of past international transfer of germplasm for all use
categories. On average, each species was recorded to have been distributed to 21 countries beyond its
native range, with 67 percent of the current range of each species (total indigenous and exotic
distribution) being exotic.
On average across use categories, database searches recorded 11 suppliers of germplasm for each
species, with a mean of four suppliers (36 percent) being located within the native range of a taxon
and seven (64 percent) outside. The high proportion of suppliers recorded in exotic locations indicates
interest in the further transfer of germplasm once a species has left its native range. These dealers may
be handling landraces that contain genetic bottlenecks if the tree germplasm initially introduced into
exotic locations is poorly evaluated and/or collected. Such limited material is more likely to have
restricted adaptability to the new environmental conditions that result from climate change. In this
case, new introductions of tree germplasm, possibly collected from wider regions than the material
sampled during initial collection, will be required.
Kenya and India provide specific examples of past exchange (Table 1). These nations have been
linked through maritime trade over at least the last millennium, leading to significant germplasm
flows. Database searches reveal that in around a quarter of all cases where comparison was possible,
trees indigenous to Kenya (and more widely in Africa) were found as exotics in India (14 cases), while
the same applied reciprocally (16 cases). Database searches therefore indicate high past international
interdependency and suggest that future transfers of improved types of the same species in the context
of current and emerging constraints to smallholder production, which include climate change, will also
be significant. For example, East Africa can take advantage of the greater capacity for tree species
research in Asia, which has resulted in the development of improved varieties of various fruits that are
currently unavailable in Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, and other countries but which could be introduced
to substitute for existing suboptimal landraces.
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Table 1. Summary of Agroforestree database searches on tree distributions in Kenya and India, by
category of smallholder tree use

Smallholder use

Number of
Indigenous
comparisons in both
a
countries

Exotic in
both
countries

Indigenous
in Kenya,
exotic in
India

Indigenous
in India,
exotic in
Kenya

Timber
Medicine
Fruit
Fodder/soil fertility
Total b

13
17
15
14
59

4
1
7
3
15

5
4
2
3
14

4
3
3
6
16

0
9
3
2
14

Notes:
To be included in the results, species must be present as indigenous or exotic trees in both countries
(see text for further information).
a
The subset of species present as indigenous or exotic trees in both Kenya and India, taken from
database searches based on 30 taxa for each category of use.
b
Sum for four categories of use.

4.2. Understanding future exchange demands
General demand for tree germplasm will increase as plantation and agroforestry practices expand, as
wood and non-wood forest products increasingly need to be sourced from planted rather than
(diminishing) natural stands (Food and Agriculture Organization 2006b; 2009). In this setting,
facilitated migration as a response to climate change is only one additional factor that will increase the
need for germplasm transfers. An appropriate seed sourcing strategy that considers the speed of
environmental change and the relatively long-time scale of production of trees compared to other
plants (e.g., the decades between planting and harvesting of a hardwood or the centuries over which a
tree can produce fruit) is required. It may not always be clear which source represents the best balance
between adaptation to near current and to future conditions, especially in the face of very rapid
change. However, as the conditions that seedlings face at the time of planting are crucial in
determining overall survival, it may be that in many cases early establishment carries more weight
than later performance (Hänninen 1996).
Moving from considerations about adaptation into mitigation strategies, it can be expected that
movement of tree germplasm will further increase as the planting of trees for increasing carbon stocks
and the production of new fuel crops will also accelerate. Tree planting is unique among plant
cultivation in the role that it can take in building carbon stocks, and new, faster growing provenances
and species may need to be imported to better accomplish mitigation efforts. Agroforestry also has an
important role in mitigation, as it provides a public good in addition to the products that smallholders
themselves obtain from trees. Key will be to source superior species and provenances that farmers
want to plant and that provide maximum carbon benefits in the long term (Verchot et al. 2005).
Species being assessed as bio-fuels include the small tree Jatropha curcas, which grows on marginal
lands and may become an important smallholder crop in the tropics. Projections for Africa suggest
production of at least 60,000 tonnes of oil each by 2017 in Ethiopia, Mozambique, and Tanzania
(Food and Agriculture Organization 2008a). The species originated in Latin America and was
apparently introduced to Africa and Asia through Cape Verde, where it was grown for oil extraction
and soap making. Much of the material now being established for bio-fuel production in plantations
and by smallholders in Africa, Asia, and Latin America is of little-researched performance and is
believed to have a very narrow genetic base and to be suboptimal (Kjaer 2009). Much of the seed
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planted is simply that which can be obtained. To increase benefits in the future, coordinated
international exchange of higher-performing germplasm and further evaluation will be required (Food
and Agriculture Organization 2008a).
Pest and disease resistance has been an essential part of crop breeding for many years, but it has only
received limited attention in tree breeding. An increase in pest and disease attacks caused by climate
change could become a crucial issue in plantation forestry. Such biotic stresses are likely to have much
greater impact on stands in the short term than the consequences of environmental maladaptation
(Aitken et al. 2008). Conventional tree selection and breeding for resistance requires complex and
lengthy testing, especially since resistance patterns may change from young to adult trees. A
worldwide survey of 260 breeding efforts for pest and disease resistance in forest trees indicated that
past approaches may not be suitable to deal with rapid change and that new strategies focused on
quickly producing generic forms of ―resistance‖ are needed (Yanchuk and Allard 2009). Although
successes so far have been limited to a few main commercial species, this area of work is facing a
reduction of resources and research capacity. In addition, extreme weather events such as hurricanes
and cyclones triggered by climate change may have a particular impact on tree stands, with significant
destruction possible and large-scale replanting required. In the Pacific region, this threat has led to a
greater emphasis on identifying cyclone-resistance species such as Endospermum medullosum
(whitewood). In Vanuatu, the target is to establish 20,000 hectares of plantations of the species over
the next 20 years, with a resultant high demand for germplasm. Tests conducted on a total of 97
families of whitewood with seed lots collected throughout the islands in Vanuatu and comparative
studies on provenances clearly demonstrate that a large genetic variation is present for economic
characters in this species.
In agroforestry systems, resistance and resilience are generally higher when more diversity is present
because the risks presented by environmental (and market) fluctuations are spread among various
crops and products (Atta-Krah et al. 2004). In such systems, the expectation about future trends in tree
germplasm transfer in the face of climate change are less clear, because substitution of one species by
another already found in the farming landscape may in some circumstances be a more appropriate
response for smallholders than the introduction of better adapted germplasm of the initial species.
5.

Elements of uncertainty

Although the evidence presented above indicates that increased international exchange of tree
germplasm as a response to climate change is likely to be important, accurate predictions are difficult
as a result of a number of outstanding, unanswered questions, as set out below.

5.1. What is the degree of plasticity of tree species?
Our knowledge of genetic diversity, phenotypic plasticity, and the eco-physiological performance of
different populations of trees in a changing climate, is limited and difficult to predict. Factors such as
the coexistence of species with different plasticity levels add further complexity, and the role of
phenomena such as epigenetics – in which environmentally induced carry-over effects are observed
across generations – in acting as a buffer against change are unknown but of potentially high
importance (Aitken et al. 2008; Skrøppa and Johnsen 2000).

5.2. Are current modelling approaches appropriate?
Although current models can serve as a first approximation, future management and conservation
strategies require models that incorporate more detail and greater biological realism (Hampe 2004;
Hampe and Petit 2005). Current models are unable to account for different life history characteristics
effectively (e.g., age to maturity, fecundity, and seed dispersal) and do not consider range
fragmentation adequately, nor the differential adaptation present among populations that is so evident
in tree species (Mimura and Aitken 2007a). Models can also not account for differences between
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―leading‖ and ―trailing‖ edge populations (Hampe and Petit 2005) or the levels of gene flow received
by populations in different positions relative to the overall species range (Mimura and Aitken 2007b).

5.3. Are current practices adequate to foster adaptation?
In recent decades, the promotion of local tree domestication has been an important part of agroforestry
research. Participatory strategies have involved farmers, encouraged them to take advantage of the
genetic diversity that they find within the landscapes around them, and allowed them to select and
cultivate superior types (Leakey et al. 2007). However, with the rapid rate of environmental change
proposed by many climate models and considering the nowadays well-accepted idea that local
material is not always necessarily the best adapted to local conditions (e.g., Boshier and Stewart
2005), at issue is whether this approach remains adequate in providing sufficient adaptive variation. If
adequate variation to respond (e.g., to increased drought) is not present locally, a more centralized
approach to germplasm distribution, with infusions from outside, will be required (Jamnadass et al.
2009).

5.4. What consideration needs to be given to pollination issues?
For those tree species that depend on animal pollination, climate change will influence pollinators and
plants in different ways. The timing of pollinator availability and the date of flowering of plants may
become asynchronous, resulting in a decline in interactions and consequences for both classes of
organism and for the ecosystems of which they are part (National Research Council 2007). The
consequences of changes in pollinator abundance and behaviour may be particularly serious for
tropical trees because not only are they generally preferentially out-breeding like most other trees, but
they also rely heavily on animal vectors for pollen deposition (Dawson et al. 2008). Climate change
effects on pollinators may particularly disadvantage fruit and nut production where the products
themselves depend directly on pollination. For these species, there may be a greater need to introduce
alternative varieties than for other trees (e.g., that are less dependent on animal vectors for
pollination), but whether or not this is the case currently remains a matter for further research (Klein et
al. 2007). Future interdependence may also extend to the exchange of pollinator populations as well as
tree germplasm.
6.

Conclusions

Public acceptance of the problem of climate change has been accompanied by awareness of the global
importance of trees and the environmental services that they provide. Particular emphasis is now being
placed within international negotiations on reducing emissions from deforestation and forest
degradation (REDD). While natural forests continue to decline globally, the area covered by
plantations, smallholder forestry, and agroforestry has expanded and now represents an area of
approximately 270 million hectares or around 7 percent of total global forest cover (2005 figures;
Food and Agriculture Organization 2006a). Large-scale tree planting activities that would take place
within the REDD framework (and in addition for producing alternatives to fossil fuels) could increase
the demand for tree germplasm, although the question of which material has yet to be determined.
Adaptive responses to climate change are required for both wild and planted trees. For natural stands,
emphasis must be placed on improved silvicultural management techniques, an area that has received
significant attention in temperate regions although less so in tropical climes (Guariguata et al. 2008).
Tropical foresters and end-user communities do not yet appear to appreciate the risks posed by climate
change, and practical guidance on how to respond is limited. For planted trees, a greater range of
options to respond to climate change exists. Particularly, movement of appropriate tree germplasm to
new environments is a possibility, albeit one that has not yet received sufficient attention (Seppälä et
al. 2009). A recent survey suggests that the international transfer of tree germplasm for research is
becoming increasingly difficult and more costly as countries seek to conform to the Convention on
Biological Diversity (Koskela et al. 2009). This access must be enhanced if the provenance trials that
form the basis of informing possible adaptive responses to climate change are to be maintained.
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In the case of smallholders practising agroforestry, the greater part of the movement of tree germplasm
currently occurs informally among farmers, local seed dealers, and small-scale nursery operators, with
limited links to national and international suppliers (Koskela et al. 2009). These farmers are therefore
isolated from germplasm transfer interventions that occur at an international level. Better ways to link
them into such developments are required, otherwise the bottleneck in delivery to a local level will
result in a significantly delayed response (Graudal and Lillesø 2007). In other words, the international
exchange of germplasm to combat climate change will mean little to smallholders unless
improvements are made in the existing seed and seedling delivery systems that service them. Making
such improvements represents both a significant challenge and an excellent development opportunity
for the national tree seed programs and international non-governmental organizations that strive to
support farmers and their agroforestry practices.
Several areas of research require greater attention in the future, including (1) understanding the role of
epigenetics in adaptation, including the scale and duration of such effects; (2) field and nursery
experiments that test the adaptive capacity of species in new ways and that take account of the scale of
environmental change and include populations from the extremes of current distributions; (3) the
development of more advanced simulation models that account for species-specific features and
population variation; and (4) greater emphasis on the effects of climate change on animal pollinators
of tropical trees (Aitken et al. 2008).

28

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

CHAPTER IV:
By:

THE IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON ANIMAL GENETIC
RESOURCES AND COUNTRY INTERDEPENDENCE

Adam G. Drucker, Bioversity International, Rome, Italy
Mario Herrero, International Livestock Research Institute, Nairobi, Kenya
Barbara Rischkowsky, International Centre for Agricultural Research in Dry Areas, Aleppo,
Syria
Sipke-Joost Hiemstra, Centre for Genetic Resources, Wageningen University and Research
Centre, The Netherlands

1.

Introduction

Countries have long been highly interdependent with respect to animal genetic resources (AnGR).
Most food and agricultural production systems worldwide depend on livestock originally domesticated
elsewhere as well as breeds developed in other countries and regions. Nevertheless, relatively little
baseline quantitative data on AnGR exchange is available, and the factors that will affect future gene
flows and country interdependence also remain poorly understood. Such factors include climate
change, together with other sources of dynamic change, such as globalization, biotechnology, disease,
human population growth, urbanization, and growing demand as Southern affluence increases.
Regardless of the direction of climate change in any particular location, the above factors are likely to
lead to changes in the gene pool and, consequently, in AnGR country interdependence. Two major
scenarios are suggested: (1) that the portfolio of livestock species and breeds needed/demanded by
society will change as a result of both increased demand and the environmental impacts of climate
change (―livestock portfolio change‖); and (2) that the livestock gene pool will be smaller than it is
today because of a continuation of current trends, losses induced by the speed of climate change
outpacing evolutionary adaptations, and the impact of globalization (―gene pool reduction‖). These
two scenarios suggest that the large-scale movement of livestock breeds may be increasingly
necessary, further increasing AnGR country interdependence.
However, both the prediction of how climate change will affect the gene flows and interdependency of
countries, as well as the development of appropriate policy responses, are constrained by the fact that
relatively little baseline quantitative data on AnGR exchange is available. Quantitative information on
gene flows through animal recording systems, national breed inventories with spatial distribution,
monitoring of imports and exports, and scenario modelling are all urgently required.
This chapter draws on the work of several authors, including(1) M. Herrero et al. (2009), who describe
the drivers of livestock system change operating at a variety of levels; (2) L. Iñiguez (2005a; 2005b),
who shows the importance of transboundary breeds; (3) B. Rischkowsky et al. (2008), who note the
increasing acknowledgement of the potential value of adaptive traits in the highly variable climates of
the West Asia and North Africa (WANA) region, whose climatic conditions are increasingly
representative of those predicted for other parts of the world; and (4) the climate-change related
findings of a report commissioned by the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) and related papers
(Hiemstra et al. 2006; Drucker et al. 2008), which drew on a scenario modelling approach.
2.

Climate change, AnGR, and country interdependence

2.1. AnGR and country interdependence
Countries have long been highly interdependent with respect to AnGR. The global exchange of AnGR
has been vital for breed and livestock sector development across the world. Animal genes, genotypes,
and populations have spread over the planet since ancient times through the diffusion of agriculture
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and the prominent role of livestock in human migration. Over the last 500 years, AnGR have been
systematically exchanged, deepening interdependence. In global terms, most food and agricultural
production systems worldwide depend on livestock originally domesticated elsewhere as well as
breeds developed in other countries and regions (Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture 2006).
Historically, there have been several phases of gene flows and livestock breeding (Gibson and Pullin
2005; Food and Agriculture Organization 2007). Most recently, reproductive technologies have
revolutionized the animal breeding sector and facilitated further and more rapid exchange of genetic
material among countries and regions of the world. Such gene flow can both enhance and reduce
diversity (Food and Agriculture Organization 2007). The type of impact depends on a number of
factors, including environmental suitability in the receiving country and organizational structures on
both the receiving and the providing side (Mathias and Mundy 2005). Importantly, the amount of
material transferred is not indicative of its impact.
Although two recent studies have quantified and assessed the trends in the transfer of AnGR, the
global flow of AnGR remains poorly understood and can only be grossly characterized (Valle Zárate
et al. 2006; Mathias and Mundy 2005). There have been extensive North-to-North and South-to-South
movements of livestock germplasm, although the latter is poorly documented. North-to-South flows
have also been important. By contrast, South-to-North movements have been rare in the past century
relative to movements in other directions, and, in most cases, the economic benefits to both North and
South have been relatively small. Movements of germplasm, crossbreeding, and within-breed selection
in the developing world are all likely to accelerate in the future (Gibson and Pullin 2005).
A range of factors will influence future interdependence of countries on AnGR: globalization,6
biotechnology,7 disease,8 human population growth, urbanization, growing demand as Southern
affluence increases, and climate change. The potential influence of climate change on AnGR exchange
and interdependence are analyzed in this chapter through a review of the literature, a case study of
recent transboundary movements in areas with high climatic variability (representative of predicted
climatic changes elsewhere), and scenario modelling.
6

A ―globalization‖ scenario, its impacts and potential policy implications, are described in detail in Hiemstra et al. (2005).
The term ―globalization‖ is understood to encompass the international integration of food markets that has generally been
observable at the end of the twentieth century and that can be attributed to the liberalization of international commercial
policy and the bundle of inter-related technological changes underlying the process (Hobbs and Kerr 1998). Globalization
trends may be expected to result in a wider use of a limited number of breeds, standardization of consumer products, and a
move towards large-scale production. Retailers and supermarkets will be leading actors in the globalization process. Vertical
integration is expected to become the primary business model on a global scale. Furthermore, globalization may adversely
affect smallholder competitiveness and threaten the sustainable use of local breeds (Delgado et al. 1999; 2001; Dirven 2001;
Food and Agriculture Organization 1997; Hobbs and Kerr 1998; Popkin and Duy 2003; Sere et al. 1996; Tisdell 2003).
7
According to S.J. Hiemstra et al. (2006), a series of developments in biotechnology may be expected to speed up ongoing
developments in the livestock sector with major (potential) impact on exchange, use, and conservation of AnGR. These
include: (1) continued progress in reproductive and cryopreservation technologies for all livestock species; (2) development
of a new generation of quantitative genetic tools, linking genomics and quantitative genetics; (3) improved efficiency and
safety of transgenic and cloning technologies; and (4) better control of animal diseases and increased availability of (marker)
vaccines. Under a biotechnology development scenario, superior genotypes can be distributed and used across the globe even
more easily than today, which may negatively affect the conservation of global farm animal genetic diversity. Furthermore,
rapid developments in biotechnology are providing new opportunities to explore and possibly exploit genetic resources in
ways that were not possible before. Exchange patterns may change and AnGR from developing countries may increasingly
contribute to commercial breeding. Molecular biology is already having an increasing impact on the animal breeding sector,
as well as playing a role in the introduction of patenting of processes and products used in animal breeding (Agriculture and
Environment Biotechnology Commission 2002; Andersson and Georges 2004; European Commission 2003; Gibson and
Pullin 2005; Hiemstra et al. 2005; Hoffman and Scherf 2005; Meuwissen 2005; Rothschild et al. 2003).
8
S.J. Hiemestra et al. (2006) argue that international trade and human travel has already led to the rapid spread and,
ultimately, the globalization of diseases, resulting in a deterioration of the global animal health situation during the period
1980–2000. This situation may be expected to worsen. Diseases, natural disasters, civil war, and other threats can have a
serious impact on local AnGR and thus on the exchange, use, and conservation of global farm animal genetic diversity
(Charron 2002; Food and Agriculture Organization 2004; Food and Agriculture Organization / World Organization for
Animal Health 2005; Kadomura 1994; Kouba 2003; McDermott et al. 2001; Otte et al. 2004; Scoones et al. 1996).
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2.2. Climate change and livestock
A review of the literature (Hiemstra et al. 2006) examined predicted impacts of climate change on
livestock in six regions of the world (Anderson 2004; Australian Greenhouse Office 2004; Australian
Bureau of Statistics 2004; Climate Change and Agriculture in Africa 2002; Charron 2002; Food and
Agriculture Organization 2000; Frank et al., no date; Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries
2000; Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2001; Kenny 2001; Kristjanson et al. 2001; Tisdell
2003; World Resources Institute 2000). The studies suggest that the main livestock-relevant impacts of
climate change will relate to increases in the number and severity of diseases that animals will suffer,
changes in fodder and water availability, land degradation, and the speed of climate change relative to
livestock and forage evolutionary adaptation. Climate change can be expected to affect livestock
productivity directly by influencing the balance between heat dissipation and heat production (making
heat/cold tolerance in breeds attractive) and indirectly through its effect on the availability of feed and
fodder and on the presence of disease agents.
The precise impact of climate change on livestock and AnGR country interdependence is difficult to
predict as global climate change predictions hide complex spatial patterns of changes. For example, at
mid- to high latitudes, crop productivity may increase slightly for local mean temperature increases of
up to 1–3 degrees Celsius. At lower latitudes, crop productivity is projected to decrease for even
relatively small local temperature increases (1–2 degrees Celsius) (Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change 2007a). In the tropics and subtropics, crop yields may fall by 10 to 20 percent to 2050
because of warming and drying, although yield losses may be much more severe in particular areas
(Jones and Thornton 2003). These changes will have a significant impact on feed resources such as
stover and straw, which are key sources of feed in many systems (Herrero et al. 2009).
Changes in climate variability are also projected. Although there is considerable uncertainty about
these changes, the total area affected by droughts is likely to increase, as is the frequency of heavy
precipitation events. Increased frequencies of heat stress, drought, and flooding will have adverse
effects on crop and livestock productivity over and above the impacts due to changes in mean
variables alone (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2007a). Climate change is likely to have
major impacts on poor croppers and livestock keepers and on the ecosystems goods and services on
which they depend. These impacts will include changes in the productivity of rain-fed crops and
forage, reduced water availability and more widespread water shortages, and changing severity and
distribution of human, livestock, and crop diseases. Major changes can thus be anticipated in livestock
breeds, livestock species mixes, crops grown, feed resources, and feeding strategies (Thornton et al.
2008; Thornton and Herrero, 2008). Table 1 shows diverse aspects of livestock systems that could be
affected by climate change (Thornton et al. 2008).

2.3. Non-climate change factors and livestock
Climate change will not take place in isolation. Other sources of dynamic change are also likely to
play an important role in AnGR exchange and country interdependence.9 The world‘s population will
reach seven billion by 2012 and 9.1 billion by 2050. In Africa alone, the human population is
projected to double to nearly two billion by 2050 (UN Population Division 2008). Such population
growth will be accompanied by rapid urbanization in many developing countries. The year 2008 was a
watershed: for the first time more than half of the global human population (3.3. billion) lived in urban
areas. By 2030, this number will have increased to almost five billion. The next few decades will see
unprecedented urban growth, particularly in Africa and Asia (UN Population Fund 2008). Such
demographic change will lead to significant livestock systems intensification in some places (Herrero
et al. 2009). Table 2 presents population growth by areas and production systems in developing
countries.
9

A distinction is made between climate scenarios, which describe the forcing factor of focal interest to the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change – and non-climatic scenarios, which provide socioeconomic and environmental ―context‖ within
which climate forcing operates (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2001, ch. 3).
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Increasing affluence in the South as a result of development means that demand for livestock products
will continue to increase as part of the ―livestock revolution.‖10 The demand for livestock products is
rising globally and will increase significantly in the coming decades because of income shifts,
population growth, urbanization, and changes in dietary preferences. This increased demand will
largely be based in developing countries (Delgado 2003). Figure 1 presents projected meat and milk
demand changes in countries with different types of economy. Demand will be for both increased
quantity, especially as incomes rise, and for increased quality, particularly among urban consumers
who purchase from supermarkets. The consequences for both the volume of global food demand and
its composition will be enormous. More cereals and meat will need to be produced from basically the
same land and water resources as exist currently. While the increased demand will probably be met
mostly by increases in chicken production, ruminant populations are also likely to increase
substantially. Table 3 presents projected increases in livestock numbers to 2030 (Herrero et al. 2009).
Although the general trend in relative food prices has been downward since the early 1970s, the period
from mid-2007 to late 2008 saw a sharp spike in grain prices, largely reflecting changes in demand –
in turn due to population and income increases, and increases in the production of biofuels (Hazell and
Wood 2008). Such increases may reoccur, with impacts on the poor and on farming in general being
hard to gauge (as are interactions with high and/or fluctuating energy prices).
Table 1: Summary of impacts of climate change on livestock and livestock systems
Factor
Water

Feeds

Impacts
Water scarcity is an accelerating condition for 1–2 billion people. Coupled with
population growth and economic development, climate change impacts will have a
substantial effect on global water availability.
Land use and systems change
As climate becomes more variable, species niches change, leading in some cases to
plant and crop substitution. Such necessary crop substitutions may compromise the
ability of smallholders to manage animal feed deficits. For example, in parts of East
Africa, maize is being substituted by crops that are more suited to drier
environments (sorghum and millet) but that produce less stover. In marginal arid
southern Africa, systems are being converted from mixed crop-livestock to those
that are rangeland based.
Changes in the primary productivity of crops, forages, and rangeland
Effects depend significantly on location, system, and species. In tropical species
with a C4 photosynthetic pathway, temperature increases up to 30–35 degrees
Celcius may increase the productivity of crops, fodders, and pastures (as long as
water and nutrients do not significantly limit plant growth).
In C3 plants, temperature has a similar effect but increases in carbon dioxide levels
will have a positive impact on the productivity of these crops.
For food-feed crops, harvest indexes will change and so will the quantity of stover
and the availability of metabolizable energy for dry-season feeding.
In the semi-arid rangelands where contractions in the growing season are likely,
rangeland productivity will decrease.

10

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (2001, ch. 3) notes significant uncertainties in developing scenarios of
economic development. In the scenarios reviewed in J. Alcamo et al. (1995) and A. Grübler and N. Nakicenovic (1994),
gross domestic product (GDP) per capita growth rates range between 0.8 and 2.8 percent per year over the period 1990–2100,
leading to a per capita GDP of US $10,000–US $83,000 by 2100. While these figures do not differentiate between ―North‖
and ―South,‖ per capita GDP growth rates are expected to be higher for economies that currently have low per capita GDP
levels.
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Changes in species composition
As temperature and carbon dioxide levels change, optimal growth ranges for
different species also change, species alter their competition dynamics, and the
composition of mixed grasslands changes.
Proportion of rangelands used for browsing will increase as a result of increased
growth and competition of browse species due to increased carbon dioxide levels.
Legume species will also benefit from increases in carbon dioxide, and, in tropical
grasslands, the mix between legumes and grasses could be altered.
Quality of plant material
Increased temperatures increase the lignification of plant tissues and thus reduce the
digestibility and the rates of degradation of plant species. The resultant reduction in
livestock production may have impacts on food security and the income of
smallholders.
Interactions between primary productivity and quality of grasslands will demand
modifications in grazing systems management to attain production objectives.
Biodiversity

The loss of genetic and cultural diversity in agriculture – already occurring as a
result of globalization, in crops as well as domestic animals – will accelerate in
places.
A 2.5 degree Celcius increase in global temperature above pre-industrial levels will
see major losses: 20–30 percent of all (includes wild) plant and animal species
assessed could be at high risk of extinction.
Ecosystems and species show a wide range of vulnerabilities to climate change,
depending on the imminence of exposure to ecosystem-specific, critical thresholds,
but assessments are fraught with uncertainty related to carbon dioxide fertilization
effects and so on.

Livestock
(and
human)
health

Major impacts on vector-borne diseases: expansion of vector populations into cooler
areas (e.g., malaria and livestock tick-borne diseases in higher altitude areas) or into
more temperate zones (e.g., bluetongue disease in northern Europe).
Changes in rainfall pattern may also influence expansion of vectors during wetter
years, leading to large outbreaks of disease (e.g., Rift Valley Fever virus in East
Africa).
Helminth infections are greatly influenced by changes in temperature and humidity.
Climate change may affect trypanotolerance in sub-humid zones of West Africa and
could lead to loss of this adaptive trait that has developed over millennia and greater
disease risk in the future.
Effects (via changes in crop, livestock practices) on distribution and impact of
malaria in many systems and schistosomiasis and lymphatic filariasis in irrigated
systems.
Increases in heat-related mortality and morbidity.
Climate variability impacts on food production and nutrition can affect
susceptibility to HIV/AIDS as well as to other diseases.

Source: As presented by Thornton and Herrero (2008) and adapted from broader reviews in Thornton
et al. (2008).
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Table 2: Developing country farming systems: surface area and population 2000–30
Area
Farming system

(106 km2)

Population 2000
(106 people)

Population 2030
(106 people)

(Agro-)pastoral

35

295

497

Mixed extensive

14

1,099

1,670

Mixed intensive

10

2,674

3,640

Other

17

480

682

Source: Adapted from Herrero et al. 2009.

2.4. Livestock and climate change scenarios
These factors are likely to lead to changes in the gene pool and consequently AnGR country
interdependence. Two major scenarios are suggested.
Scenario 1: ―livestock portfolio change.‖ The portfolio of livestock species and breeds
needed/demanded by society will change as a result of both increased demand and the environmental
impacts of climate change. While globalization tends to lead to use of a limited number of ―improved‖
breeds,11 changes in consumer demand may, by contrast, lead to the expansion of extensive systems
(Northern consumers prefer ―outdoor‖ organic products; Southern countries expand extensive systems
in order to meet increased demand). The overall direction of change in terms of species and breed
preferences is therefore ambiguous but will be different from that which it is today.
Areas where environmental effects of climate change are predicted to hit hardest will most likely have
to rely on additional imported genetic resources that both thrive under changed conditions while
meeting consumer demands and cultural preferences. Using the same indigenous livestock genetic
resources is common in environments with specific climatic constraints, as is the case for ruminants
that are more exposed to climatic conditions than monogastrics. Examples are indigenous
transboundary regional breeds in humid West Africa (facing trypanosomiasis and hot, humid
conditions); those breeds requiring drought tolerance and high mobility in the Sahel zone (Food and
Agriculture Organization 2007); those with a tolerance to high variation (minus 5 to plus 47 degrees
Celcius) in ambient temperature West Asia (see Box 1). Currently, these breeds have been mainly
used in their home region as pure breeds or have contributed to better-adapted breeds through
crossbreeding programs. There are indications of increasing interest in indigenous breeds with specific
adaptive traits in other parts of the world, although export of local breeds has been poorly documented
(for example, see Matthias and Mundy 2005).
Scenario 2: ―gene pool reduction.‖ The livestock gene pool will be smaller than it is today because of
the continuation of current trends, losses induced by the speed of climate change outpacing
evolutionary adaptations, and the impact of globalization. The speed of climate change may make it
difficult for countries to develop their own breeds rapidly enough to remain productive (Hoffmann
2008). Breed or species substitution (including with game species) will be required where the adaptive
capacity of the currently used genetic portfolio is exceeded. Dromedaries replaced cattle, and goats
replaced sheep, in the Sahel following droughts in the 1980s. Such substitution may also result in
countries increasingly depending on exotic genetic resources, possibly leading to a reverse in the
current flow of genetic resources. Advances in the characterization of tropical breeds would be

11

Given that, worldwide, over 20 percent of indigenous livestock breeds are at some degree of risk, this scenario is also
consistent with a continuation of existing trends (Food and Agriculture Organization 2007).

34

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

necessary before crossbreeding or gene transfer via biotechnology to increase adaptive traits of high
output breeds would be likely to take place in practice.
Figure 1. Changes in meat and milk demand to 2030 by economy type
change 2001 - 2030 (%)
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Source: As presented in McDermott et al. (in press) and adapted from IAASTD (2008).
Table 3. Projected changes in livestock numbers to 2030 under a business as usual scenario
2000 (million
TLU)

2030 (million
TLU)

annual rate of
change

Cattle

962

1216

0.88

Small ruminants

170

249

1.55

Chickens

203

315

1.85

Pigs

202

225

0.39

Notes: TLU = tropical livestock unit
Source: Adapted from Herrero et al. 2009.
The implications of both scenarios suggest, first, that there may be an increased need for the largescale movement of livestock breeds in search of more appropriate climatic zones, as a direct result of
increased livestock product demand and the change in the portfolio of breeds needed/demanded and,
second, that relative demand for remaining breeds (for both productive and adaptive traits) will grow
because of an absolute increase in livestock product demand, changes in the portfolios that are
required, and the reduced gene pool.
It should also be appreciated that these scenarios take place within a context of changed disease
challenge and biotechnology development. While stricter zoo-sanitary regulations may impede needed
international germplasm flows, cheaper, more advanced biotechnology may itself permit compliance
with stricter zoo-sanitary regulations (especially if costs become affordable to developing countries),
thereby facilitating increased international germplasm flows. In this case, demand for both productive
and adaptive traits may increase, and AnGR research could expand as biotechnology developments
increase the returns to both public and private sector AnGR research. Furthermore, much of this
germplasm may be increasingly accessible from ex situ and in situ conservation programs, assuming
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that there is a decline in biotechnology costs and an increasing awareness and priority given to AnGR
conservation and use.
The implications of increased conservation (in vivo and in vitro) and the improvement of indigenous
AnGR, together with the associated support for this to occur, are that this would provide a level
playing field with other breeds and would help create mechanisms to capture public good values of
indigenous breed conservation. Such conservation and management support will be of increasing
importance given the need to both slow the rate of AnGR loss from a shrinking gene pool and to
facilitate conservation through sustainable use via access to well-characterized genetic materials.
The loss of animals through droughts, floods, and/or disease epidemics related to climate change may
increase (Hoffman et al. 2008). Localized breeds are at risk of being lost in localized disasters.
Precautionary cryo-conservation of genetic material or other measures may be required to ensure that
such genetic material can be conserved.
Special provisions for indigenous AnGR in animal disease control acts may be needed. Climate
change will increase the disease challenge and may result in wider-scale mass culling of animals than
has already occurred independently of climate change (e.g., the UK response to the 2001 foot and
mouth disease outbreak), potentially resulting in AnGR loss. Conservation programs are needed that
will ensure that animals of the same genetic background would be available when restocking becomes
necessary.

Box 1: Country interdependence under conditions of high climatic variability: the case of
small ruminant breeds in West Asia and North Africa
The WANA region is a good example of how climatic variability shapes genetic diversity and the
utilization of animal genetic resources (AnGR) across country boundaries. As a result of their high
economic importance in the region, we use small ruminant breeds to illustrate distribution and
utilization patterns (Iñiguez and Aw-Hassan 2004).
The WANA region has always been characterized by high climatic variability. An analysis of a
normalized difference vegetation index (NDVI) across the region, for the period 1982–2000,
showed clear evidence of ―hotspots‖ of response and vulnerability to climatic fluctuations (Celis et
al. 2007). This vulnerability was reflected in high coefficients of variation in maximum NDVI.
The hotspots include North Africa, from Morocco into Tunisia; the Sahel, from Mauritania into
Sudan, Eritrea, northern Ethiopia, and south into Somalia; and the Fertile Crescent, from Jordan,
Syria, Iraq, turning southeast into Khuzistan province in southern Iran. These areas are
characterized by severe droughts, degradation of land, water and vegetation resources, and
sometimes famine. They are already facing the conditions that climate change is expected to cause
in other countries in the region – extreme dryness and heat, erratic rainfall, and fragile water
supply (Thomas et al. 2007; Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2007b).
The Fertile Crescent is one of the main centres of domestication for sheep and goats. International
Centre for Agricultural Research for Dry Areas, jointly with its National Agricultural Research
System partners, documented the status and phenotypic characteristics of the sheep and goat
breeds in the WANA region (Iñiguez 2005a; 2005b). The study described 75 sheep breeds and 32
goat breeds. Many of these breeds are adapted to semi-arid and arid conditions and are known for
their tolerance to heat and cold stress and to low quality feeds supplied by degraded rangelands.
Sheep breeds with fat tails dominate the region (53 out of 71 breeds), especially in West Asia.
This adaptation allows them to cope with fluctuation in feed availability by depositing fat in the
tail during periods of feed abundance and mobilizing the fat deposits during periods of scarcity.
Ten sheep breeds are shared by at least two countries. The Awassi is the most important breed in
Mediterranean West Asia and is shared by Turkey, Syria, Lebanon, Jordan, and Iraq (Galal et al.
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2008). It is the only sheep breed present in Lebanon and Syria, with a population of approximately
21.3 million sheep in these two countries alone (FAOSTAT 2009). Similarly, the fat-tailed
Barberine sheep in North Africa is shared by Tunisia, Libya, and Algeria. A major difference is
that the Barberine are only used for meat production, while the Awassi is a dairy breed.
Awassi are in high demand in countries with similar climatic conditions, with the Gulf countries
generating demand for imports as Awassi meat is preferred and commands a price premium.
Australia and countries in the Horn of Africa have already acquired Awassi populations and use
them for straight- and crossbreeding programs (Hassen et al. 2002; Kingwell et al. 1995).
While Awassi sheep seem to be spreading even further, market trends in Tunisia indicate that the
importance of the Barberine may be decreasing. The reason is that butchers tend to favour thintailed sheep because of the difficulty of selling the fat of the tail, which represents up to 15 percent
of carcass weight. This has led to increased crossbreeding with thin-tailed breeds such as the
Algerian Ouled Djellel and the Black Thibar (Bedhiaf-Romdhani et al. 2008).
Some breeds in the region are adapted to extremely hot, dry areas – for example, the fat-tailed
Barki sheep found in the Egyptian desert and the very prolific thin-tailed D‘man sheep. While the
Barki is limited to the desert areas of Egypt, the D‘man originated in Morocco and was later
exported to Algeria, Tunisia, and probably to Libya (Galal et al. 2005). There is an interesting
feature of the breed distribution in the WANA region: the diverse breeds indigenous to Egypt are
still limited in their distribution to Egypt. This shows that breed distribution – and consequently
country interdependence – not only depend on climatic conditions but also closely follow cultural
preferences and the distribution of ethnic groups.
In recent years, the Shami (Damascus) goat, a breed with unique characteristics, has been exported
to many North African countries. It is indigenous to Syria but is now reared in Syria, Jordan,
Cyprus, and Egypt (Iñiguez 2005a). As a result of its superior dairy characteristics and its
adaptation to high temperatures, the breed is also in demand for crossbreeding programs in North
Africa – for example, in Libya. There is even an interest in India to import this breed (Nimbkar
2007). Shami goats also fetch high prices in countries of the Arabian Peninsula, where they are
kept as pets because of their large size and peculiar head shape. Interest in the Shami from
neighbouring Arabic countries has been so high that, despite a law prohibiting the export of
females, exports in the last three decades have considerably reduced the size of the Syrian
population and increased the risk of inbreeding (Kassem 2005).
Source: Barbara Rischkowsky, International Centre for Agricultural Research in Dry Areas,
Aleppo, Syria
Livestock emissions could be included under ―Son of Kyoto‖ trading mechanisms. Inclusion, given
different productivity differentials and price elasticities among different livestock species, breeds, and
other sectors may lead to dairying becoming the major focus of cattle production, with meat being
produced from species with lower emissions (e.g., poultry and pigs). Consideration should be given to
an exclusion for ruminants on marginal rangelands that have important livelihood functions or those
used for landscape management (Hoffmann et al. 2008).
3.

Limitations in assessment capacity

Relatively little baseline quantitative data on AnGR exchange is available. Import and export figures
of live animals from veterinary or commercial records do not usually distinguish breeding animals
from slaughter animals/animal products. The origin of import and destination of export is often not
clear. Multinational companies provide no data on the intra-company exchanges of genetic material
between countries. In many parts of the world, animals cross borders without being recorded, as is the
case of transhumance (Valle Zárate, Musavaya, and Schäfer 2006; Mathias and Mundy 2005). There is
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a clear need for improving national inventories, including relevant spatial information and assessing
future breed distribution (Hoffmann 2008).
The factors (both institutional and non-institutional) that will affect future gene flows also remain
poorly understood. For example, it might be expected that the ongoing ―livestock revolution‖ – which
has already greatly reduced the genetic diversity in pigs and poultry and has resulted in a high
dependence of the industry on a few sources of genetic resources – will have substantial effects. In the
type of highly dynamic environment described earlier, it is difficult to predict how climate change will
affect the gene flows and interdependency of countries. Doing so will require a considerable amount
of work to provide the necessary inputs. These include quantitative information on gene flows through
animal recording systems, national breed inventories with spatial distribution, monitoring of imports
and exports, and scenario modelling. Only then can the impacts of future interventions be properly
assessed and trade-offs between different groups of stakeholders evaluated.
4.

Conclusions: Interdependence of animal genetic resources in the face of climate change

Countries are already highly interdependent with respect to AnGR, and such interdependence depends
not only on climatic conditions but also closely follows cultural preferences and the distribution of
ethnic groups. Regardless of the specific direction of future climate change in any particular location,
the scenarios identified earlier (―livestock portfolio change‖ and ―gene pool reduction‖) suggest that
large-scale movement of livestock breeds may become increasingly necessary, and, consequently,
country interdependence on animal genetic resources may be expected to increase even further.
Maintaining/sustaining a diverse range of AnGR in the face of climate change will be particularly
important for efforts to reduce global risks and strengthen global food security. Understanding the
economics of AnGR conservation and sustainable use can support such endeavours and contribute to
the identification of conservation priorities (Weitzman 1993; Simianer et al. 2003).
Both predicting how climate change will affect the gene flows and interdependency of countries, as
well as developing appropriate policy responses, are constrained by the fact that relatively little
baseline quantitative data on AnGR exchange is available. Quantitative information on gene flows
through animal recording systems, national breed inventories with spatial distribution, monitoring of
imports and exports, and scenario modelling are all urgently required.
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CHAPTER V:

THE IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON INTERDEPENDENCE FOR
MICROBIAL GENETIC RESOURCES FOR AGRICULTURE

By:

Fen Beed, International Institute of Tropical Agriculture, Kampala, Uganda

1.

Introduction

Interactions among crops and microbes influence the quality, productivity, and sustainability of food
production systems. Microbes, both beneficial and antagonistic, and the array of functions they
perform are currently underestimated. Nutrient cycling microbes, endophytes, mycorrhizae, and
natural enemies of pests and diseases contribute to durable farming systems, while other microbes are
responsible for devastating diseases and toxin contamination of crops. Crops and microbes must
therefore be considered together when considering why, and the extent to which, countries are
interdependent upon them. In this context, microbial genetic resources (MGRs) are defined as
functional units of heredity such as DNA or RNA and do not include biochemical extracts (Glowka
1995).
Agriculture intensification, land use management, globalization, and the wide distribution of crop
germplasm will continue to create new selection pressures on microbes, which, in turn, will create a
matrix of positive and negative pressures on food production systems. Climate change will provide an
additional selection pressure on microbe species, strains, and populations by contributing to the
geographic redistribution of crops and altering environmental parameters that limit their spread. To
predict risk and develop appropriate adaptation strategies to such drivers, governments will become
increasingly reliant on information and MGRs that originated, or are found, in other countries for the
purpose of research, training, or direct use in agriculture.
2.

Microbial diversity

Microbes have been largely ignored despite their key role in ecosystem function and service.
Understanding the diversity of microbial genetic resources is necessary before describing the likely
impacts of climate change. There are an estimated 5–30 million species globally – some two million
have been formally described, while the remainder are unknown or unnamed. Of the one billion
bacteria found in one gram of soil, fewer than 5 percent have been discovered and named. For fungi
alone, there are at least 1.5 million species with only 5 percent described. This number compares with
4.9 million arthropod species and about 420,000 seed plants (Hawksworth 2001; 2002; and Figure 1).
Knowledge of biodiversity is uneven, with strong biases towards the species level, large animals,
temperate systems, and the components of biodiversity used by people. Although biodiversity
underlies all ecosystem processes, modern agriculture is based on a very limited genetic pool of crops
and an even more limited exploitation of MGRs.
3.

The role of microbes in food production systems

Microbes are key to soil formation and quality. Fungi are the main agents of decomposition in many
terrestrial and aquatic environments and are responsible for the degradation of 70 percent of cell wall
material and lignocelluloses. In mutualistic associations, micro-organisms provide the biological
interface with the physical and chemical environment that many higher organisms depend upon for
survival. Micro-organisms control mineralization, organic matter production, geochemistry, and
nitrogen availability (Stackebrandt 1994; Mooney et al. 1995).
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Figure 1. Predicted number of species recorded and as yet unidentified
Microbes can play a role in climate change mitigation. Soil organic matter is the major global storage
reservoir for carbon (and not forests as is commonly thought). Microbe (and invertebrate) diversity is
responsible for breaking this material down and making it available to plants while, at the same time,
contributing to the rate of production and consumption of carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrogen. Soil
biota thus plays a role in climate stabilization and regulation. An estimated 140–70 million tons of
nitrogen are fixed by microbes worldwide annually (worth an equivalent of US $90 billion compared
to nitrogen fertilizer use). Microbes provide the potential to rely on biological processes rather than on
external inputs and climate change inducing inputs such as synthetic fertilizer for sustainable farming
systems.
Genetic resources held by discrete projects and microbe collections across the world need to be
understood in terms of functionality. For agriculture, such capacities will help screening programs to
select appropriate crop germplasm for different agro-ecological zones or farming systems. The
potential benefits or risks to farming systems posed by MGRs can be used in GIS models overlaid
with other data (e.g., environmental factors, crop varieties, socio-economic, and demographic factors).
In support of all of these efforts, it is already important, and it will be increasingly so with the impact
of climate change, to be able to access, characterize, and pool, representative samples of the genetic
diversity of microbial species and strains.
4.

The impact of climate change on microbes

Micro-organisms have survived major climate changes, such that the current projected scenarios of
climate change are not likely to precipitate novel irreversible configurations of the microbial world.
This hypothesis is predicated not only on the natural historical record of micro-organisms but also on
their prolific and extremely effective adaptive strategies. For example, the elevated atmospheric
concentration of carbon dioxide is likely to result in changes in plant growth characteristics, affecting
root systems, exudates, and litter production. Changes in vegetation cover will in turn affect the
growth and distribution of free-living fungi, mychorrhizal relationships, soil bacterial diversity, and
the occurrence of plant diseases. These simple interactions may then cascade to modify the activities
of fungivores, bacteriavores, and omnivores. All of these changes are likely to be accompanied by
dramatic fluctuations in local nitrogen cycling and in the efficiency of other biogeochemical cycles
(Wall et al. 2001).
Climate change is predicted to bring warmer temperatures, stronger storm systems, modified wind
patterns, increased ozone and carbon dioxide, increased frequency of heavy precipitation events and
extended dry periods, changes in humidity and cloudiness, and rising sea levels. The impacts of
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climate change on microbes will be complex and highly variable and will be dependent on interactions
with other organisms for each ecosystem. Some plausible direct effects are that due to warmer
temperatures some microbes will exploit geographic locations to the North and South and in the
tropics to higher altitudes. Unexpected impacts could be that, as a consequence of the increased
diversity of microbes, adaptation or evolution through mutations may be more rapid than for other
taxa. Several factors associated with climate change will affect microbes (nematodes and insects),
including elevated temperature, extreme rain events, elevated carbon dioxide, and wind.

4.1. Elevated temperature
As early as 1932, the importance of interaction between microbes and temperature was demonstrated.
Wheat grown in sterilized soil and inoculated with the take-all fungal pathogen disease
(Gaeumannomyces graminis) increased with temperature from 13 to 27 degrees Celcius. In natural,
unsterile soil, however, the disease declined when the temperature exceeded 18 degrees Celcius
because higher temperatures promote other micro-organisms such as Pseudomonas spp., which
antagonize the take-all fungus (Henry 1932).
Although micro-organisms tend to be adapted to specific environmental conditions, many can tolerate
one sub-optimal factor if all others are near optimal, while a combination of sub-optimal factors can
prevent growth. Diel temperature oscillations (various time scales, including regular day and night
fluctuations) affect organisms that respond quickly to temperature changes (Dang et al. 2009). These
organisms include bacteria, fungi, and micro algae, which together drive a large portion of global
biogeochemical cycles. The specific temperature-growth-response patterns of dominant species result
in responses of ecosystem processes to temperature changes that are more complex than is generally
acknowledged in large-scale models.
While microbial communities would by and large be expected to favour warmer conditions (if other
growth parameters are non-limiting), the composition, biomass, respiration, and function as measured
by enzyme activities decrease when exposed to increased soil temperatures (Waldrop and Firestone
2006). Furthermore, while warm temperatures speed up biochemical reactions (catabolism and
anabolism) that expend energy – permitting increased activity, growth, development, and reproduction
– this acceleration comes at a cost. Higher food consumption rates are required to maintain a positive
energy balance. For instance, the survival of Cryptosporidium parvum cysts declines with prolonged
exposure to warm temperatures because increased metabolism drains the energy reserves of cysts
(Lafferty 2009).
The geographic range of Phytophthora cinnamomi, a soil-borne oomycete, has expanded due to global
warming. This pathogen was previously restricted to tropical and sub-tropical regions but has been
recently associated with oak declines in southern and Mediterranean Europe (Garrett et al. 2006). The
southern root-knot nematode (Meloidogyne incognita) of coffee in Brazil has expanded its
geographical distribution due to climate change. Elevated temperatures will make previously
inclement environments conducive to microbes.
Losses to plant diseases caused by microbes are most severe in the sub-tropics and tropics because of
warmer temperatures, longer growing seasons, and, in some regions, year-round production that
creates favourable conditions for pathogen survival. It is possible that risk due to disease will be
increased with increased temperatures because there will be a reduction in the number of frost days
that normally reduce over wintering survival of pathogens. This is the case in the United States for late
blight of potato caused by the fungal pathogen Phytophthora infestans and for soybean cysts caused
by the nematode Heterodera glycines (Rosenzweig et al. 2005). Cereal crops such as wheat and oats
become more susceptible to rust diseases with increased temperature, while some forages become
more resistant to fungi with increased temperature (Coakley et al. 1999). Aflatoxin (produced by fungi
of the Aspergillus spp.) contamination of grains poses serious health threats. These microbes are native
to warm arid, semi-arid, and tropical regions, and changes in climate result in large fluctuations in the
quantity of producers. The most important species, A. flavus, competes poorly in cool areas
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(temperatures below 20 degrees Celcius) and thus experiences reduced abundance compared to
warmer regions (temperatures above 25 degrees Celcius) (Cotty and Jaime-Garcia 2007). Since 2003,
frequent hot and dry summers in Italy have resulted in the increased occurrence of A. flavus, the most
xerophilic of the Aspergillus genus, with consequent unexpected and serious outbreaks of aflatoxin
contamination. Serious outbreaks of A. flavus in the United States have been reported for similar
reasons (Leslie et al. 2008).
Potato and tomato late blight (caused by the fungus Phytophthora infestans) is most severe during
periods of high moisture when temperatures are between 7.2 degrees Celcius and 26.8 degrees Celcius
(Wallin et al. 1950). For each one degree Celcius warming, late blight occurs four to seven days
earlier, and the susceptibility period extends by 10 to 20 days. An earlier onset of warm temperatures
would result in an earlier threat from late blight with the potential for more severe epidemics and
increases in fungicide applications for control. Increased exposure to a fungicide of the pathogen
within a crop season could lead to increased selection for resistance to the fungicide. The duration of
each cropping season for potato or tomato may be reduced under elevated temperatures, potentially
resulting in more crop cycles per year allowing for increased fungal inoculum to build up. Faster crop
development would also result in reduced phyllochrons, which is the time between the emergence of
one leaf and the subsequent leaf, with the result that the frequency of fungicide applications would
need to be increased. The overall result would be an increase in the application of fungicides per year
(Georghiou and Taylor 1986; Shelton et al. 2001). If host plant resistance rather than fungicides were
used to manage diseases, the increased number of cropping cycles per year would confer a selection
pressure on pathogen populations to overcome resistance mechanisms.
Increases in temperature can also have indirect affects on microbial pathogens by modifying host
physiology and resistance (Coakley 1999). A rise in temperature above 20 degrees Celcius can
inactivate temperature-sensitive resistance to stem rust in oat cultivars reliant on Pg3 and Pg4 genes.
In contrast, lignification of cell walls increases in forages at higher temperatures to confer increased
resistance. Resistance of tomato nematodes breaks down when soil temperature exceeds 28 degrees
Celcius, and the expression of the banana streak virus increases with temperature (Dahal et al. 1998).
A total breakdown of resistance of tomatoes to bacterial wilt (caused by Ralstonia solanacearum) has
been reported with increased temperature (Tung et al. 1992; Kuun et al. 2001). For the Great Lakes
banana-based cropping systems, pest and disease behaviour is subject to a balance of altitude and
temperature with nematodes, weevils, and black Sigatoka having altitudinal limits of approximately
1,400 meters due to temperature thresholds (Speijer et al. 1994; Tushemereirwe 1996; Price 2006).
Transmission of BXW (Banana Xanthomonas Wilt) by insect vectors varies with ecological
conditions, being lower in cold, higher altitude regions (Mwangi et al. 2006). Male bud infection has
not been observed in Ethiopia or the Democratic Republic of Congo above 1,700 meters above sea
level (Ndungo et al. 2006; Addis et al. 2004).
Temperature will affect insect vectors of disease and disease distribution. Temperature is probably the
single most important environmental factor influencing (cold-blooded) insect behaviour, distribution,
development, survival, and reproduction (Bale et al. 2002). With a two-degree temperature increase,
insects will experience an estimated one-to-five additional life cycles per season (Yamamura and
Kiritani 1998). Stewart‘s wilt (Erwinia stewartii), a bacterial disease of sporadic importance in sweet
corn in the northeast United States is vectored by the corn flea beetle (Chaetocnema pulicaria).
Survival of the vector through winter is key to the severity of Stewart‘s wilt the following year (Castor
et al. 1975). Climate change resulting in more winters that allow larger populations of flea beetles to
survive would increase the frequency of growing seasons with severe Stewart‘s wilt. This would
require additional insecticide sprays during the winter or deployment of resistant cultivars (Fournier
1999; Whitney et al. 2000; Baniecki and Dabaam 2000). On the other hand, hosts may pass through
vulnerable life stages more quickly at higher temperatures, reducing the window of opportunity for
parasitism.
Insect diversity decreases with higher latitude and altitude (Gaston and Williams 1996; Andrew and
Hughes 2005). Rising temperatures could result in greater vector distribution (Bale et al. 2002). Barley
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yellow dwarf potyvirus (BYDV) causes more severe disease following mild winters. Since BYDV is
vectored by aphids, increased survival of pathogen reservoirs could greatly increase the economic
losses caused by infection. Similar increases in viruses of potato and sugar beet are observed following
warmer winters (Harrington and Stork 1995).
The same environmental factors that impact insects, acting directly as pests or indirectly as disease
vectors, can also impact the predators, parasites, and disease organisms of insects (bio-control agents).
At higher temperatures, aphids have been shown to be less responsive to the aphid alarm pheromone
they release when under attack by insect predators and parasitoids – resulting in the potential for
greater predation (Awmack et al. 1997). Fungal pathogens of insects are favoured by high humidity,
and their incidence would be increased by climate changes that lengthen periods of high humidity and
reduced by those that result in drier conditions. Overall, the (not easily predicted) geographic shifts of
pests, pathogens, vectors, as well as predators, parasites, and disease-causing organisms of insects due
to elevated temperatures will determine the extent to which countries are increasingly reliant on
microbial genetic resources from sources beyond their own borders, as part of their responses to these
threats.

4.2. Extreme rain events
Bacteria are better able to respond to moisture pulses regardless of temperature, while fungi only
respond to moisture pulses during cooler periods. These organisms are involved in carbon and
nitrogen cycling, and changes in their activity thus ultimately disrupts above-ground processes (Bell et
al. 2008). Changes in the timing and magnitude of precipitation will be a key-limiting factor regulating
primary productivity, soil microbial activity, and ecosystem dynamics in arid and semi-arid regions.
Water availability is most closely associated with structural and functional changes in the microbial
community, which has implications for seasonal effects of rainfall (Williams and Rice 2007). The
composition and function of soil microbial communities is directly affected by water-related stress
conditions (Schimel et al. 2007). Droughts may have significant implications for fungal community
diversity and, therefore, the potential to interfere with ecosystem processes such as organic matter
decomposition (Toberman et al. 2008).
Stress to crops due to intensified rainfall events and drought will increase susceptibility to diseases and
pests. Dry periods tend to encourage insect and virus outbreaks, while wet periods encourage fungal
and bacterial diseases. Some pathogens such as apple scab, late blight, and several vegetable root
pathogens are more likely to infect plants under conditions of increased moisture. Other pathogens
such as the powdery mildew species tend to thrive in conditions with lower (but not low) moisture.
Some climate change models predict higher atmospheric water vapour concentrations with increased
temperature, favouring pathogen infection and disease development. Hurricanes can facilitate
transcontinental invasion of fungus – for example, Asian soybean rust (Phakopsora pachyrhizi) in the
Americas. Excessive rains in Brazil in 2004 favoured the development of soybean rust and led to a
massive epidemic (Rosenzweig et al. 2005).
Extended dry periods (and heat stress) can be associated with increased nematode damage in rain-fed
and upland rice areas as well as in dryland cereal systems. Although aflatoxin-producing fungi are
common throughout soils, air, and on crop surfaces, grain colonization is significantly increased when
host crops are drought stressed (Cotty and Jaime-Garcia 2007). As climate warms and weather
patterns become more erratic and drought events more intense, aflatoxin contamination could further
restrict the area over which crops may be economically grown. Areas in Australia with both dry and
hot climates have suffered an increased probability of higher aflatoxin risk compared with locations
having either dry or hot conditions alone (Chauhan et al. 2008).
For altered moisture regimes due to climate change, as with temperature, the geographic shifts of
pests, pathogens, vectors, as well as predators, parasites, and disease-causing organisms of insects –
and interactions between them and with crops – will increase the need for knowledge of microbe
function and access to living specimens to facilitate the adaptation of farming systems.
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4.3. Elevated carbon dioxide
Microbial communities appear to be altered by elevated atmospheric carbon dioxide, and these
changes may have implications for ecosystem function, especially via the effects on the cycling of
essential elements (Lesaulnier et al. 2008). Increased carbon dioxide will increase plant growth with
concomitant increase in soil microbial respiration and carbon turnover (Heath et al. 2005).
Experimental data show that greater plant detritus production under elevated carbon dioxide
significantly alters soil microbial community composition. Total bacterial and eukaryotic abundance
remains unchanged, while heterotrophic decomposers and ectomycorrhizal fungi increases with
reductions in bacteria implicated in nitrate reduction and ammonium oxidation (Lesaulnier et al.
2008).
Early season increased carbon dioxide levels have resulted in increased insect attack on soybeans
(primarily Japanese beetle, potato leafhopper, western corn rootworm, and Mexican bean beetle) than
in those grown in today‘s atmosphere, possibly due to increased concentrations of simple sugars in the
leaves (Hamilton et al. 2005). Changes in the carbon-to-nitrogen ratio due to increases in carbon
dioxide may influence the attractiveness of host plants to insect pests and impact on the rate of insect
development (Beed et al. 1999; Hunter 2001). Reduced development rates due to increased carbon-tonitrogen ratio due to elevated carbon dioxide levels could increase the duration of life stages
vulnerable to attack by parasitoids (Coviella and Trumble 1999).
Enhanced plant growth under elevated carbon dioxide would increase carbon-to-nitrogen ratio of litter.
Decomposition of high carbon dioxide litter occurs at a slower rate. Increased plant biomass, slower
decomposition of litter, and higher winter temperatures could increase the survival of pathogen
microbes and, hence, inoculum build up on over-wintering crop residues (Garrett et al. 2006). Elevated
carbon dioxide would likely increase crop canopy size and density, resulting in greater biomass of
high nutritional quality, which, if combined with increased canopy humidity, would promote foliar
diseases such as rusts, powdery mildews, leaf spots, and blights (Coakley et al. 1999). However, it is
impossible to generalize – Colletotrichum gloeosporioides has experienced delayed or reduced
conidial germination, germtube growth, and appressorium production when inoculated onto
susceptible Stylosanthes scabra plants under increased carbon dioxide. Similar effects in other
pathosystems include a reduction in the rate of primary penetration in Erysiphe graminis (barley
powdery mildew). In this example, host resistance increased through the mobilization of assimilates
into defence structures such as papillae and the accumulation of silicon at sites of appressorial
penetration (Hibberd et al. 1996). To confuse matters further, following penetration, established
colonies of E. graminis and C. gloeosporioides grew faster under elevated carbon dioxide. Sporulation
per unit area of infected tissue increased several-fold under elevated carbon dioxide for C.
gloeosporioides.
Increased carbon dioxide levels will alter microbial communities, insect pests, and crops in an
interactive fashion. Again, changes in the global distribution of crop pests and diseases relative to
predators, parasites, and disease organisms of insects would create conditions under which countries
will be increasingly reliant on microbial genetic resources and related information from sources
beyond their own borders.

4.4. Wind
Although wind patterns will be altered as climate changes, impacts on the dispersal of pathogens and
their vectors is uncertain. Several pathogens rely on distribution via wind, particularly those with the
smallest spores such as a new virulent strain of stem rust (Ug 99), which has moved from Uganda
towards the Middle East courtesy of winds (http://biogov.cpdr.ucl.ac.be/Biov_FAO_Workshops/Amri
percent20Ahmed.pdf). Surveillance to pre-empt such invasions rely on Google Earth, a GIS system
that can be employed by registered users to update pest distribution. RustMapper is being tested to
map the distribution of wheat stem rust race UG99 across the world, coordinated by the International
Maize and Wheat Improvement Center (http://www.cimmyt.org/gis/rustmapper/). In the United States,
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the soybean rust caused by Phakopsora pachyrhizi is dispersed by wind and is being monitored using
sentinel plots and GIS maps via the National Plant Diagnostic Network (Miller et al. 2009). Studies
have shown that variation in the most toxigenic isolates of A. flavus is directly associated with climatic
variations, as are the annual cycles in the composition of aerial and soil borne A. flavus communities
(Bock et al. 2004). Severe winds and storms will also induce abiotic stress and physical damage to
crop plants, making them more susceptible to disease. Climate change may blow new problems to
cropped areas in yet unforeseen patterns (e.g., similar to the movement of the new variant of stem rust
to the Middle East). The resulting geographic shifts in problems will undoubtedly increase
interdependence.
5.

Geographic redistribution of plant diseases and the need for surveillance systems

With agricultural globalization, many crops, often with a narrow genetic base, are grown far from their
centres of origin and apart from the pathogens that have coevolved with them. Such crops lack
resistance to new strains introduced via global trade. Crop varieties selected in centralized locations
but distributed to wider geographies may be poorly equipped to resist or tolerate resident diseases.
Plant diseases due to pathogenic micro-organisms represent a serious threat to global food security
(Oerke 1994; Strange and Scott 2005). This scenario will be exacerbated by global redistribution of
diseases due to changes in climate, making previously inclement environments conducive to
pathogens. The risk to agriculture posed by this precarious situation can be limited by greater
knowledge and access to microbes – for the selection of resistant/tolerant crop germplasm or for the
introduction of microbes that are either antagonistic to those that cause plant disease or that enhance
ecosystem resilience through the improvement of soil quality and, hence, sustainable crop growth.
This need for interdependence between countries for microbe genetic resources would be linked to an
assessment of risk that would be based upon sound quantitative and qualitative data routinely
produced by robust surveillance systems.
Cassava mosaic disease (CMD) has adapted to selection pressure due to the mass deployment of
cultivars with specific resistant mechanisms. Although CMD does not exist in the centre of origin of
cassava (South America), a severe form of the disease (EACMV-Ug) had appeared in Uganda by 1999
and had then spread to the Democratic Republic of Congo, Kenya, Sudan, and Tanzania (Legg 1999)
and thereafter to Burundi, Gabon, and Rwanda (Bigirmana et al. 2004, Legg et al. 2001; 2004).
EACMV-Ug was accompanied by abundant populations of the whitefly vector that molecular studies
identified as being distinct from the Ugandan indigenous biotype (Legg et al. 2002). Local cultivars
succumbed to the disease, and breeding strategies were developed to select for resistance and to massproduce resistant materials. Since then a more virulent variant of CMD has been discovered (Legg
2006). Another viral disease, cassava brown streak, has recently spread across East and Central Africa
resulting in the need to again develop crop cultivars resistant to this disease and CMD. A recently
introduced bacterial Xanthomonas wilt pathogen of banana (Xanthomonas campestris pv.
musacearum) in the Great Lakes region of Africa has rapidly spread from Ethiopia to Uganda and then
to Burundi, the Democratic Republic of Congo, Kenya, Rwanda, and Tanzania (Ndungo et al. 2006;
Carter et al. 2009). The identification of this bacterial pathogen when it first arrived in Uganda was
only possible because of comparisons with recovered cultures with those held in microbial collections
that showed its similarity to cultures of X. campestris pv. musacearum originating from Ethiopia and
collected in 1906 (Aritua et al. 2008). Despite the awareness of these diseases, virtually nothing is
known of their epidemiology and invasion potential as controlled by shifts in temperature due to
climate change. Furthermore, it is envisioned that as climate change impacts on agriculture through
varied microbe survival and spread it will influence trade patterns that will further complicate
distribution patterns of microbes. The new banana disease variant 4 of Panama Disease (Fusarium
oxysporum f.sp. cubense) was first reported in Australia and has since spread across Asia and has been
recently recorded in Madeira, the Canary Islands, and South Africa. Its arrival in the Great Lakes
region is imminent (Ploetz and Pegg 2000; Bioversity International 2006). Research is needed to
ascertain the distribution as well as the climatic and host ranges of the tropical (favouring higher
temperatures) and non-tropical (favouring lower temperatures) types of race 4 in order to evaluate risk.
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As a consequence of the current uncertainty as to which microbes are present in global farming
systems and which are most likely to spread, the development of surveillance systems is urgently
required. These systems would monitor current risks and, from the basis of predictive models, could
evaluate the likely impact of climate change. While predictions have been made regarding climate
change effects on pest development (Barker et al. 2006), including fungi (Smith et al. 2007) and
nematodes (Pinochet et al. 1995), there is a lack of baseline data available on risk due to crop diseases
for developing countries. Furthermore, surveillance systems are needed to evaluate the impact of
management practices on the persistence and spread of microbes that cause plant disease. Climaterelated changes causing increased crop disease pressures could lead to reliance on broad-spectrum
pesticides and the elimination of natural antagonists to disease-causing agents. Excessive rains in
Brazil in 2004 favoured the development of soybean rust, which led to an alarming increase in
fungicide use (Rosenzweig et al. 2005). In a positive case, a bio-pesticide was developed to combat
the desert locust in West Africa using the naturally occurring isolate Metarhizium anisopliae var.
acridum. Compared to synthetic chemical insecticides, the bio-herbicide provided increased
sustainable control efficacy without negative impacts on the environment or other natural enemies
(Langewald et al. 2003).
Climate change will enhance pathogen and vector evolution (Anderson et al. 2004; Garret et al. 2006;
Myerson and Reaser 2002; Smith et al. 2008; Waage and Mumford 2008). With damage caused by
emerging, re-emerging (e.g., new races, pathotypes, and forms resistant to pesticides or antibiotics),
and chronic endemic pathogens, the potential for devastating impacts on food security and income
generation are highly significant (Strange and Scott 2005).
6.

The importance of awareness and access to MGRs through microbial collections

The diversity of microbes and their function, both beneficial and antagonistic to sustainable
agriculture, is poorly understood. In contrast, crop function is largely understood and cultivars with
characteristics suited to changing climatic conditions are available, particularly through the
Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research‘s (CGIAR) network of material held in
trust under the framework of the International Treaty. However the deployment of crop germplasm to
mitigate against potential impacts of climate change must be performed in unison with microbial
germplasm. Beneficial microbes that confer ecological resilience include those that act to fix or cycle
nutrients. The activity of these organisms, in turn, increases crop vigour and the sustainability of soils
suitable for durable agricultural production. Antagonistic microbes include those that cause crop
disease or produce toxins that render agricultural produce unsaleable to international markets and not
safe for local consumption.
Agricultural systems are dependent on a range of ecological interactions both between microbes and
microbes with other organisms. Many of these can be exploited to benefit agriculture such as the use
of microbial bio-control agents of insect pests or deleterious microbes that cause crop disease. Climate
change will modify the geographic distribution of microbes and increase the impact of particular
microbes beyond current ranges. Microbes that cause disease specific to certain climatic conditions
must be characterized, and any introduced crop germplasm must be screened to ensure that it will not
succumb to existing or potentially introduced pathogens. An ecological perspective must be adopted to
counteract the negative impact of plant disease. For example, any management techniques to curtail a
crop disease caused by a virus must consider the potential spread of its insect vector, particularly as
climatic conditions vary.
Climatic changes will increase the countries‘ interdependence on microbes as part of their responses
to, for example, increased pathogen distribution across country borders or the loss of beneficial
microbes in soil that suffers, for example, from drought levels not previously experienced. Countries‘
interdependence on microbial genetic resources will include both the knowledge of the presence and
functionality of organisms and the prediction of risk as to the likelihood of movement into, or
displacement from, neighbouring countries. Finally, access to live MGRs is required to introduce
beneficial organisms to an environment and to select for resistant crop germplasm. Research is
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required using live MGRs, for example, for pathogens to define their epidemiology and for beneficials
to determine key parameters that support their activity and survival. To identify (taxonomically) a
disease, or the new variants of a disease or a beneficial organism, expert knowledge is required
combined with live reference samples (type strains). This knowledge requires the capacity to maintain
microbe cultures and human skill that cannot be feasibly housed in every country, so a system of
centres of excellence operated by highly trained staff linked to global information outlets needs to be
established.
Increasingly, due to globalization, and most specifically due to climate change, countries will need to
access information and MGRs from beyond their own borders in order to understand and enhance their
agricultural sector. As countries deal with challenges associated with new pests and diseases, and to
address environmental stresses that impact on the performance of beneficial microbes, countries are
going to need to look beyond their borders for MGRs to assist in identifying the pests they are
suffering from,to identify useful strains of pathogens for the bio-control of these pests, and so on.
Therefore, there is a requirement to pool representative samples of microbial diversity (and, hence,
function) for comparative taxonomy, research, and training for the deployment of specific species and
strains. As a consequence of the increased movement of pathogens and changes to the persistence of
beneficial microbes due to climate change, there needs to be greater internationalization of the
coordination of knowledge networks and mechanisms to access MGRs.
The most obvious type of facility that can characterize the identity and function of microbes and place
this information in the public domain are microbial collections. Awareness of the contents of each
microbial collection combined with formal linkages between them would enable the formation of a
knowledge network. Access to different types of microbes – for the introduction to farming systems to
increase nutrient availability, for antagonism to pests and diseases, or for screening crop germplasm to
ensure its suitability to a particular location – is fundamental. Once an awareness of the microbes that
are available is known, an enabling policy environment is required to facilitate the safe exchange of
microbial species and strains. Clearly, the knowledge and skills of microbial scientists based at
microbial culture collections are critical to the global preservation of MGRs and knowledge of their
function.
When considered alongside the richness of microbial diversity and its corresponding varied and
crucial functionalities, our adaptive capacity to sustain agricultural production as climates change is
extremely limited. This worrying situation is made worse by the fact that skilled systematic
taxonomists for microbes are being lost and new staff are not being trained. There needs to be a global
initiative to reverse this trend if collections of microbes are to be created with the capacity to serve the
global good of sustained food production.
7.

Conclusions: Interdependence for microbial genetic resources in the face of climate
change

MGRs are responsible for devastating diseases of crops and, positively, the bulk of decomposition,
storage, and cycling of carbon, nitrogen, sulphur, and phosphate. Genetic resources for food and
agriculture and biodiversity – namely, the diversity of genes, populations, species, communities, and
ecosystems – underly all ecosystem processes and through appropriate management can provide
resilience to change. Characterizing, conserving, and managing MGRs will help farming systems
become more resilient to shifting global climate and changes in land management. Selection of
suitable crop genetic resources for a given environment would be based upon testing for compatibility
with beneficial MGRs for nutrient cycling and for resistance/tolerance to indigenous diseases. Climate
change is unequivocal but must be considered as a selection force in addition to modern farming
techniques, habitat destruction, and the adaptive capacity of different human populations.
The precise impact of climate change on MGRs is uncertain because some changes will favour some
organisms and inhibit others. Caution is required against a simple approach to predicting the effects of
individual environmental factors on single micro-organisms without adopting an ecological approach.
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It is the interactions between each micro-organism and their relationship with others in an ecosystem
combined with shifts in relationships with plants that will dictate the impact of changes in climate.
Climate change must be considered as a selection pressure in addition to existing pressures due to
agricultural practices and changes in land use that adds a further level of complexity and uncertainty to
the likely sustainability of farming systems. With this approach, climate change will not be studied in
isolation of strategic research of ecosystems to identify interactions of key beneficial and antagonistic
micro-organisms but, rather, as a routine part of the system of a hypothetical-based analysis.
Enhanced systems of disease surveillance will be needed to pre-empt the impact of existing, emerging,
newly introduced diseases and, in terms of trade, of those classified as quarantine diseases. For many
developing countries, knowledge of the presence and impact of disease is poor. A crucial first step is
to provide a system of evaluation. Once this capacity is created, the uncertainty due to change
resulting from climate and habitat disturbance can be overlaid.
Countries are interdependent on MGRs. Climate change will lead to situations where still more
information and access to MGRs that originated, or are found, in other countries is needed for the
purposes of research, training, or direct use in agriculture. Collections of MGRs will play a pivotal
role in taxonomy, in facilitating preservation and characterization, and in the analysis of function.
Collections and associated human and technical capacity need to be financed. Assessments of global
risk due to MGRs that cause disease would facilitate priority setting and adaptation strategies to
mitigate against pathogen spread and impacts on agriculture. Finally, the various impacts of climate
change will alter microbial communities, insect pests, and crops in an interactive fashion. The global
distribution and seriousness of crop pests and diseases relative to the needed distribution of predators,
parasites, and disease organisms of insects will shift, perhaps in major ways. These factors must
predict greater interdependence if new problems are to be successfully addressed.
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CHAPTER VI:

By:

INTERDEPENDENCE OF COUNTRIES IN THE MANAGEMENT OF
GENETIC RESOURCES FOR AQUACULTURE AND FISHERIES IN
THE FACE OF CLIMATE CHANGE

Randall Brummett, Worldfish Centre, Penang, Malasyia
Malcolm Beveridge, Worldfish Centre, Penang, Malasyia
Raul Ponzoni, Worldfish Centre, Penang, Malasyia

1.

Introduction: International borders and aquatic ecosystems

More than terrestrial ecosystems, aquatic ecosystems operate independent of national and international
boundaries. Aquatic ecosystems are instead delimited by watersheds – the network of contiguous
waterbodies and watercourses that drain the landscape from the top of some elevated landform
downwards towards a lake or the sea. The interaction of geomorphology and aquatic ecology, which is
essential to the understanding of how biodiversity depends upon ecosystem integrity, is the subject of
this section.
Seldom are major watersheds or even single river courses contained within one political unit. In fact,
major water bodies often serve as boundaries between political units, obliging aquatic resource
managers to work with partners in one or sometimes several different countries to effectively regulate
water use and fisheries. To manage both the biodiversity and fisheries of watersheds requires the
cooperation of all or most of the countries in which lie the interconnected swamps, streams, marshes,
estuaries, bogs, lakes, lagoons, and rivers that comprise the aquatic habitats within a watershed. One
hundred and sixteen binding multilateral treaties have been signed since 1882 involving over 100
countries that have agreed to manage, conserve, and govern transboundary fisheries
(http://www.intfish.net/igifl/treaties/index.htm).
Habitats within riverine ecosystems are diversified vertically along their length, beginning with bogs
or small rivulets high in the watershed and gradually growing larger and more complex as they flow
downstream towards the estuaries or lagoons that form the interface between rivers and the recipient
water body (a lake or the sea). According to the availability of habitat, the same aquatic fauna
occupies the entire watershed with diversity generally increasing downstream through the addition of
species rather than through replacement. Many species of fish, particularly in the temperate zones,
move up and down the river over their life cycles, spawning and nursing in shallower upstream areas
protected from predators and then growing to adulthood in the more nutrient-rich lower reaches. For
non-migratory species, water quality and physical structure can determine the degree to which the
river can be fully inhabited. Waterfalls, in particular, can be major determinates of species distribution
in rivers.
Lacustrine and oceanic habitats are diversified according to the depth of water and proximity to the
shore: littoral (along the shore), benthic (near the bottom), and pelagic (open water) are the major
habitats. In general, species can move from oceanic habitat to habitat relatively freely compared to
movement in rivers. Typical of such oceanic systems are species that exploit different habitats during
different parts of their life cycle with distinct breeding, nursery, and feeding areas to and from which
species migrate according to the seasons. Mangrove forests and estuaries, for example, are major
nurseries for many commercially important fish and shellfish species.
Tropical and floodplain rivers share this last feature in common with lakes. Rather than moving up or
downstream to reproduce, most tropical species move laterally onto floodplains or into swamp forest
during the rainy season to reproduce and/or nurse their young, moving back into the main river
channel to feed and grow as the floodplain dries out and water recedes. Whatever the exact
mechanism, in all rivers, lakes, and oceans, the integrity of the entire network of habitats is critical to
the functioning of the ecosystem. Since aquatic genetic resources respect no international borders, so
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too their wise use and conservation depend critically on the ability of nations to cooperate in their
management, and this need is increasing in light of habitat alterations expected as a result of global
climate change.
2.

Aquatic genetic diversity

Most aquatic species have difficulty moving from watershed to watershed, and species dispersion is
generally a long-term affair facilitated by flooding and geomorphic changes due to such events as
landslides and volcanic activity. This chapter reviews the distribution of wild and captive aquatic
genetic diversity. A number of euryhaline species move between salt and freshwater or spend different
parts of their life cycle in either fresh or salt water. These species have at the genus level become
nearly ubiquitous in their distribution. Salinity, however, generally serves as a major boundary and has
acted as an isolating force through which individual river systems have biologically differentiated over
geological time.
The importance of geographic isolating mechanisms in determining the extent of aquatic biodiversity
can hardly be understated. Since oceanic systems are ultimately connected, there is far less
biodiversity relative to quantities of water in the oceans than among more isolated freshwater
ecosystems: there are 15,200 freshwater species (an underestimate from FishBase 2009) in 55,257
cubic kilometers of freshwater (0.3 species per cubic kilometer) (Gleick 2008), compared to 20,000
marine species (http://www.coml.org/press-releases-2008) in 1.4 billion cubic kilometers of salt water
(1.4 x 105 species per cubic kilometer) (Garrison 2007). Even in the oceans, populations do diverge
(especially, those that exhibit some type of homing behaviour) and, in some cases, (e.g., European
seabass, Dicentrarchus labrax) may represent units of importance for conservation (Youngson et al.
2001).
Human activities have had a major impact on the distribution of aquatic resources. Such man-made
structures as the Suez, Erie, Panama, and Rhine River canals have co-mingled faunas that had
previously been isolated. Conversely, the world‘s 45,000 large dams have often cut riverine
ecosystems into two or more parts and have reduced species diversity by eliminating or restricting the
upstream – downstream movement of species (World Commission on Dams 2000). A relatively recent
current mechanism facilitating the movement of species between watersheds and even continents is
modern aquaculture and sport fisheries (Lever 1996).
3.

Genetic resources for aquaculture

Some 250 species of fish, crustacean, and mollusk are used in aquaculture (Pillay and Kutty 2005).
About 60 percent are indigenous to temperate regions, the balance coming from the tropics. Of the 67
million tonnes produced in 2006, by far the most important groups are the finfish families Salmonidae
(2.1 million metric tonnes per annum, worth US $9.9 million), Cyprinidae (20.5 million metric tonnes,
US $18.8 million) and Cichlidae (2.3 million metric tonnes, US $2.8 million), marine crustaceans (3.2
million metric tonnes, US $12.5 million) and the bivalve mollusks known commonly as mussels,
clams, scallops, and oysters (12.3 million metric tonnes, US $10.6 million) (FishStat 2008).
Domestication consists of the process of adaptation of organisms to an environment provided by
humans. It involves both an evolutionary response via changes in gene frequencies between
generations as well as environmentally induced shifts in developmental processes and behaviours that
occur within each generation. Simply put, there are both genetic and non-genetic changes that result in
domestication. Domestication can occur without loss in performance or fitness and in the presence of
selection-enhancing performance. In other words, there may be instances in which the selective
breeding program can be initiated while the population is being domesticated, with both processes
taking place in parallel.
From the point of view of international cooperation in the conservation of genetic resources for food
production, the common carp, Cyprinus carpio, which is found in cool freshwater; the Nile tilapia
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(Oreochromis niloticus) from warm freshwater; the Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar), which is
diadromous; the tiger shrimp (Penaeus monodon), which is a tropical marine species; and the Pacific
cupped oyster (Crassostrea gigas) from temperate oceans, are representative of the main cultured
species groups and thus provide useful case studies.

3.1. Common carp
The common carp is one of the oldest cultured species and is surely the most widely grown, being
produced in at least 96 countries and on every continent except Antarctica (FishStat 2008). It is also
one of the few domesticated fish species in the strict sense (Diamond 2002) – the principal
distinguishing features of the domesticated carp compared to the wild progenitor being (1) a decrease
in the relative size of the head; (2) a larger mouth; (3) scale pattern (which varies from fully scaled to
an almost complete lack of scales); and (4) colour (Kirpichnikov 1981; Balon 2004), all of which are
traits of importance in culture and/or marketing (Penman et al. 2005).
The common carp was probably first captured and held in ponds in the Danube Valley by the Romans
some 2,000 years before present (Balon 2004). Sometime since the published studies in 1955, the wild
form became extremely rare (FishBase 2009), if not extinct, at least partly as a result of the
construction of the Gabčikovo Dam, which altered the hydrology of the inland delta where they
spawned (Balon 2004). According to E.K. Balon (2004), all modern wild (feral) carp populations are
derivatives of escaped farmed carp. Whatever their origins, four subspecies in the wild have been
recognized: C.c. carpio in Europe, C.c. aralensis in Central Asia, C.c. viridiviolaceus in southeast
Asia, and C.c. haematopterus in the Far East (Kirpichnikov 1999; Kholmann et al. 2005). Of these,
C.c. carpio and C.c. haematopterus are supported by DNA studies (Kholmann et al. 2005).
In addition to the typical variety (C. carpio var. communis), there are two other widely recognized
varieties of common carp, the mirror (C. carpio var. specularis) and leather (C. carpio var. nudus)
(Pillay and Kutty 2005), which are based on mutations called N (nudity) and s (scattered scales),
which appeared early in the domestication of the species and are widespread among carp populations,
both captive and feral, worldwide (Kirpichnikov 1981). In addition, dozens of captive strains have
been reported (Kirpichnikov 1981; Jhingran and Pullin 1985; Main and Reynolds 1993; Penman et al.
2005; Pillay and Kutty 2005; FishBase 2009). Many of these strains were produced at national
hatcheries in Eastern Europe and East Asia through inter-strain crossing followed by line breeding to
improve culture performance (Main and Reynolds 1993; Bakos et al. 2006) and represent
improvements in growth, food conversion efficiency, and market appeal over feral populations
(Gjedrem 1993).

3.2. Nile tilapia
Native to the Senegal, Niger, Volta, and Nile River systems and Lake Chad, Nile tilapia have been
widely introduced and are now grown in 61 countries on all continents, save Antarctica, in both
commercial and subsistence aquaculture systems (Lévêque 1997). Inbreeding in oreochromiine
tilapias is exacerbated by male dominance behaviour that limits the number of males contributing
genes to the next generation to about one-third of the actual census number when stocked in
communal spawning ponds (Fessehaye et al. 2006). It is possible that partly for this reason, early
attempts at mass selection showed very limited success in improving aquaculture performance (Pullin
and Capilli 1988).
The first successful tilapia genetic improvement program was carried out by the WorldFish Center,
which was then known as the International Center for Living Aquatic Resources Management. The
program was based on a combined family selection program that resulted in increased growth rate in a
composite strain comprised of eight different wild and farmed populations by 64 percent over eight
generations (Khaw et al. 2008). This genetically improved farmed tilapia (GIFT) has been widely
disseminated in Asia where it substantially out-performs most local strains (Asian Development Bank
2005). At the time of writing, GIFT has not been legally re-introduced to Africa (although illegal
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introductions are suspected). Since the development of GIFT, a number of improved strains based on
GIFT have been produced, such as the GET Excel tilapia (Philippines).
Growth comparisons have shown significant differences among both wild and captive populations and
relatively low genotype-x environment interaction, indicating that lines improved under one set of
culture conditions will continue to perform well in other systems (Khater and Smitherman 1988;
Eknath et al. 1993; Asian Development Bank 2005). Nile tilapia are territorial and thus tend to rapidly
form distinct sub-populations, a characteristic that if reinforced by long-term geographical separation
has led to a certain amount of genetic divergence (Nyingi 2007). E. Trewavas (1983) recognized seven
subspecies of Nile tilapia in their natural ranges: O. niloticus niloticus, the largest group representing
populations in West Africa and the Nile River valley; O. n. eduardianus in Lakes Edward, Kivu,
Albert, and Tanganyika; O. n. cancelatus in Ethiopia; O. n. barengoensis in Lake Baringo; O. n.
vulcani in Lake Turkana; O. n. sugutae in the Sugutu River of Kenya; and O. n. filoa in a hot spring in
the Awash River basin of Ethiopia. An eighth subspecies was proposed by S. Seyoum and I. Kornfield
(1992) from Lake Tana, and, based on micro-satellite and mitochondrial DNA analyses, D.W. Nyingi
(2007) proposed a ninth subspecies found in a warm water spring in the Loboi Swamp near Lake
Bogoria in Kenya. Overall, heterozygosity (less than 4.5 percent) and gene polymorphism (less than 3
percent) is relatively low in Nile tilapia compared to some other fish species (Gourène and Agnèse
1995). Nile tilapia easily hybridize with other oreochromiines both in the wild and in captivity,
although some of these crosses produce sterile offspring or skewed sex ratios (Wohlfarth and Hulata
1983; Agnèse et al. 1998).
Many Nile tilapia introductions were of only a small number of individuals or of limited family
representation (Pullin 1988; Agustin 1999). Characteristic of how Nile tilapia genetic diversity has
been managed is the case of the Bouaké research station in Côte d‘Ivoire. Captured in Burkina Faso in
the 1950s and transferred to the Bouaké, what was originally a pure population of O. n. niloticus was
hybridized with other strains and species and subsequently widely distributed in Africa and elsewhere
(Thys van den Audenaerde 1988). C. Adou, in R.S.V. Pullin (1988), reported transfers from Bouaké to
Paraguay (1968), Sierra Leone (1970), Venezuela (1971), Brazil (1971), Bénin (1979), Guinea (1978
and 1983), Mali (1982), and back to Burkina Faso (1982). The Bouaké case is by no means singular,
with many such introductions and crosses having been made over the years. Today, most research
stations and private tilapia hatcheries around the world maintain and disseminate strains derived from
a number of sources.

3.3. Atlantic salmon
Atlantic salmon are native to rivers along the northern European and American coasts from the
Dourado in Portugal up through the North, Baltic, and Barents seas, around to Iceland, Canada, and as
far south as Long Island Sound in New York. Atlantic salmon have been eradicated from much of this
original range due largely to watershed deterioration, damming, over-fishing, and pollution (Watson
1999). According to the FAO, 19 countries produced Atlantic salmon in aquaculture in 2006 (FishStat
2008).
Atlantic salmon have a particularly strong tendency towards genetic differentiation due to their
anadromous homing nature (Ayllon et al. 2006). Adaptation to the special hydrology of the particular
stream where Atlantic salmon hatch and pass the first part of their life cycle confers large advantages
in terms of fitness (McGinnity et al. 2003). The high environmental variability in salmon streams,
however, elicits comparatively high levels of genotype x environment interaction, with more
heterozygous individuals generally being more flexible and fit (McCarthy et al. 2003). There is
generally more genetic variability among individuals in a population than among populations
(Thodesen and Gjedrem 2006). Many scientists are concerned about the risk posed to the high levels
of adaptation of natural stocks by hybridization with escaped farm salmon. The latter differ
substantially in both genetic profile and behaviour from their wild conspecifics (Orlov et al. 2006;
Roberge et al. 2006).
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The Norwegian national salmon-breeding program (AKVAFORSK) was once the world leader in
Atlantic salmon improvement but has since been privatized under the name NOFIMA. The original
AKVAFORSK lines were at one time used in all Atlantic salmon-farming countries (McGinnity et al.
2003). Based originally on a composite stock constructed from individuals from 40 different rivers, the
lines produced by AKVAFORSK and increasingly by breeders in Chile, the United States, Canada,
and the United Kingdom grow twice as fast as wild salmon and are bred for disease resistance, food
conversion efficiency, age at sexual maturity, fat content, flesh colour, and other commercially
important traits (Roberge et al. 2006; Thodesen and Gjedrem 2006). In addition to the AKVAFORSK
strain, other farmed strains include Bolaks, Mowi, Jakta, and Rauma.

3.4. Tiger shrimp
The tiger shrimp is the largest and fastest growing of the penaeid shrimps used in aquaculture and is
grown in some 23 countries, mostly in the Indo-Pacific from where it originates. The tiger shrimp
prefers warm water (above 12 degrees Celcius), is euryhaline, and can tolerate a wide range of
salinities down to nearly fresh water (Pillay and Kutty 2005). Tiger shrimp do not normally mature in
captivity. Brood animals are difficult to obtain because adults live and reproduce far out to sea (Hadil
and Gambang 1999). Consequently, many farms, particularly smaller-scale ventures in Asian coastal
communities, continue to rely on wild-caught post larvae that drift in close to shore for stocking
(Peterson 2002).
Tiger shrimp have high genetic diversity within populations (Kumar et al. 2007), but exhibit a
relatively lower degree of genetic differentiation among populations across their range (Duda and
Palumbi 1999; Klinbunga et al. 2006), although in some areas this may be greater than in others
(Brooker et al. 2000). There appear to be three major geographic groups: the African (western Indian
Ocean), southeastern Asian and Australian (Benzie 2000; Klinbunga et al. 2001; Benzie et al. 2002).
The highest genetic diversity lies in southeastern Asia with evidence of further intra-population
variability (Benzie 2000; You et al. 2008). S. Klinbunga et al. (1998) estimate gene flow among these
groups at 2.6 female migrants per generation. Gene flow was much higher among just the southeastern
Asian populations at 5.8 female migrants per generation.
Virtually all cultured P. monodon derive from wild-caught broodstock (Benzie, in press), but, with the
growing importance of shrimp aquaculture, increasing emphasis is being put on captive breeding and
domestication, which will drive an increase in the development of farmed strains and probably a
reduction in genetic diversity associated with imperfect brood stock management (Dixon et al. 2008).
Z. Xu et al. (2001) found that genetic differentiation among populations in the Philippines, for
example, was associated with habitat loss and the development of shrimp aquaculture. If properly
managed, however, the potential for selective breeding seems excellent. Variability within populations
for growth is high, with moderate to high heritability of between 0.25 and 0.55 (Benzie et al. 1997;
Kenway et al. 2006). Initiatives in Hawaii, the United States, Madagascar, Australia, and Thailand
have established domestication programs for P. monodon (Benzie, in press).

3.5. Pacific oyster
Native to Japan, the Pacific oyster has been widely introduced in both the Pacific and Atlantic oceans
– first to the west coast of the United States in 1910, to Australia in 1950, and to Europe and New
Zealand in 1970 (Lapègue and Boudry 2006). Pacific oysters are cultured in 31 countries (FishStat
2008). Oysters are generally produced in extensive production systems that depend for food on
filtering naturally available plankton from the water. Oysters release their gametes into the water
column. The larvae, known as spat, are free-living for about ten days. Since much of the spat settle in
calm waters, which are not particularly conducive to high growth rates, the supply of oyster seed has
generally evolved separately from the grow-out phase, with most growers at least initially purchasing
spat from specialized producers (Pillay and Kutty 2005).
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Environmental variables, especially temperature and salinity, play a large role in determining how
much spat falls, when and where (Supan and Wilson 1993). This uncertainty, along with the desire to
undertake selective breeding has created an interest in captive reproduction. The economics of
controlled spawning and larval rearing remain problematic (Burnell et al. 1993) to the extent that most
producers continue to rely on wild seed (Pillay and Kutty 2005).
Oysters have a relatively high load of deleterious recessive genes. S. Launey and D. Hedgecock (2001)
estimate that individual oyster genotypes harbour a minimum of between 8 and 14 deleterious
recessive genes compared to 2.8 in mammals, 4.3 in birds, 2.8 in Drosophila, and 8.1 in conifers
(Lynch and Walsh 1998). This high number of deleterious genes and the associated high mortality
rates in larvae is compensated by the oyster‘s high fecundity, which, in turn, creates opportunities for
generating vigorous hybrids. Oysters are also protandrous: they first achieve sexual maturity as males,
with some variable number later becoming females. Sex ratios in natural populations are
proportionally variable with from 1 to 40 males per female, with a majority of females being fertilized
by multiple males (Lapègue and Boudry 2006), creating conditions for inbreeding and complicating
brood stock management (Gaffney et al. 1992; Launey and Hedgecock 2001).
As a result of the rather random mating system and the importance of water currents in determining
where spat settle, population differentiation in oysters is largely a function of physical distance of one
oyster bed to another (Lapègue and Boudry 2006). Although a number of Pacific oyster varieties
associated with particular areas or farms are recognized by consumers (e.g., Hama Hama, Quilcene),
the genetic underpinnings of differences among these ―brands‖ is largely unknown.
The introduction of the Pacific oyster has been associated with reduction of indigenous shellfish such
as the Olympia oyster, Ostreola conchaphila, in Puget Sound, Washington, and the blue mussel,
Mytilus edulis in the Wadden Sea, primarily through competition but also through hybridization as in
the case of Crassostrea angulata on the Iberian Peninsula.
4.

Climate change and aquatic biodiversity

The importance of genetic diversity to both fisheries and aquaculture stocks is clear. Flexibility and
the capacity to adapt to changing environments in the wild, and to respond to selection in farmed
stocks, are directly linked to allelic variation and heterozygosity. Nile tilapia and the Pacific oyster
have an intrinsic tendency to inbreed and, as a result, can be particularly vulnerable, as can species
such as the Atlantic salmon that have life cycles strongly oriented around a particular river system.
Species such as the common carp and tiger shrimp with large and widespread wild or feral populations
are less vulnerable. How the anticipated effects of climate change could erode this diversity is the
subject of this section.
Changes to the hydrological cycle are likely to be the major drivers of the most negative impacts of
global climate change (Molden 2007; Bates et al. 2008). Increased variability and intensity of
meteorological events are foreseen, with drier droughts and deeper floods (Bates et al. 2008). River
and lake levels can be expected to decline, directly imperilling or fragmenting freshwater fish
populations as freshwater becomes more intensively used for agriculture and industrial and domestic
purposes (Dugan et al. 2007). Massive floods may erase boundaries between watersheds, mixing
species and populations and leading to extinction and loss of locally adapted populations. Changes in
plankton abundance and the availability of dissolved shell-forming minerals in the oceans as a result
of acidification from increased carbon dioxide levels in a warmer climate is expected to have negative
consequences for marine mollusks, such as clams and oysters (Guinotte and Fabry 2008).
The construction of dams and other water control structures is a common response to both drought and
floods. Such structures are built and maintained by countries relative to political boundaries rather
than watersheds, and conflict is likely to increase as individual nations prioritize their own needs over
those living downstream. Extraction of water, damming, and canalization have major impacts on
indigenous biodiversity. Changes in the faunal composition of rivers following damming can cause
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extreme damage (Craig 2000). In the case of the Columbia River in the northwest United States,
salmon runs that depended on the upper reaches were completely annihilated by the construction of
the Grand Coulee Dam.
Even in systems where fish do not depend on long reproductive migrations, the impacts of dams (e.g.,
on the Volta, Niger, and Zambezi rivers) can be profound with rapid reduction in some species and
explosive growth in others (Petr 1967; Balon 1974; Lewis 1974; Silvano and Begossi 1998; Songore
2002). The fish biodiversity of the Kafue River in Zambia was reduced from 56 to 24 species
following the creation of Lake Iteshi-Tezhi (Kapasa 1994). A series of dams on the Senegal River
built for irrigation, domestic water, and protection against saline intrusion during the dry season
eradicated 12 fish species (Bosso 1994). Changing hydrological regimes, particularly reduction of
seasonal flooding as a result of increasingly regulated water flows is expected to have major
implications for the fish populations of many major and minor rivers around the world (Cowx et al.
2004; Smith and Jiffry 1986; Agnèse and Brummett 2008).
Despite radical changes in biodiversity, in some cases significant increases in overall fish biomass
resulting from the transformation of a river into a lake have been recorded (de Merona and de Morais
1997), although any gains in other cases have been less clear (Balon 1974; Petr 1968; Bosso 1994).
Most of the important species for aquaculture (e.g., Nile tilapia, common carp, and tiger shrimp) prefer
warmer water and may not suffer from some elevation in average temperature but may be able to
increase their ranges. In contrast, the cold-water salmonids are vulnerable to the loss of glacier and
snow-fed riverine ecosystems, changes in ocean temperatures and currents, abundance of predators,
and the availability and location of food. Associated with increasing temperature are rising sea levels,
more violent storms, and increasing frequency of toxic algal blooms, all of which threaten oyster beds
(Handisyde et al. 2005).
Changes in forest cover have also been anticipated as a result of climate change. Reduction of forest
cover in general has a negative impact on aquatic biodiversity. In the temperate zones, warming of
rivers resulting from the removal of tree cover has dramatically reduced salmonid populations (Nagata
et al. 1998). Loss of mangroves and other types of deforestation directly or indirectly related to climate
change particularly reduces nursery habitat for many tropical species, including the tiger prawn for
which mangroves serve as a nursery.
5.

Conclusion: Interdependence of aquatic genetic diversity in the face of climate change

Aquatic organisms are more dependent upon international cooperation for their management and
survival than most plant and animal genetic diversity because the ecosystems in which they occur do
not respect national borders. The interdependence of nations in this respect will become more obvious
as rivers dry and dams are constructed in response to climate change, further fragmenting aquatic
ecosystems. In the short term (geologically speaking), the overall impact of global climate change on
aquatic biodiversity may be expected to be generally negative. It should be remembered, however, that
even in a time of cooler and more stable climate, the basic problems of hunger, poverty, disrespect,
and abuse of the environment have had a major negative impact on aquatic biodiversity, and
international accords have done little to help.
Unlike plants, fish genetic diversity is not easily conserved in seed banks (Main and Reynolds 1993;
Khaw et al. 2008). Preservation of wild stocks through such ex situ techniques as cryopreserved sperm
(used in research) is costly and complicated (Thrower et al. 2004). Lines maintained on well-managed
farms and in hatcheries are probably less vulnerable than wild stocks but are subject to deterioration
when not properly managed (Brummett and Ponzoni 2009). Small effective population size (with the
consequent genetic drift) coupled with selection may lead to a reduction in genetic variability even
under a careful brood stock management regime (Doyle 1983; Agnèse et al. 1995; Glover et al. 2004).
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The vast majority of fish genetic diversity remains in the wild. In situ conservation is probably the
only effective long-term strategy (Fishelson and Yaron 1983; Pullin 1988), but one that will
nevertheless require considerable effort, expense, and international cooperation (Cowx et al. 2004).
Tribunals and international consortia aimed at the preservation of global biodiversity have produced
thousands of pages of transactions but have so far failed to slow the rate of aquatic species loss
worldwide. Needed are a clear set of efficacious activities and objectives (Center for Hydrology and
Ecology 2004).
Realistic, effective, and affordable alternatives exist for maintaining food supplies. Captive breeding,
domestication, and selective breeding of indigenous species have the potential to capture and hold on
to much of the most important genetic diversity for aquaculture and stock-enhanced fisheries (Abellan
and Basurco 1999; Brummett 2007a). Intensive aquaculture systems are relatively efficient in terms of
water and nutrients, making fish farming more competitive and compatible with other water uses
(Brummett 2007b). Aquaculture-agriculture integration is also a promising alternative—an example
being the intensive management of reservoirs through stocking and/or cage culture (Petr 1998;
Brummett 2006a, b).
As much of the most valuable aquatic biodiversity for fisheries and aquaculture is found in less
developed countries in both hemispheres, the role of international cooperation in the effort to bring
more genetic diversity under human control is probably critical to success. The first step should be
investments in research to identify and document existing wild genetic diversity and characterize it in
terms of aquaculture potential and other traits that may be important for survival in a changing climate
such as temperature and salinity tolerance, stress, and disease resistance (Handisyde et al. 2005;
Allison et al. 2008). To provide sound answers to the question of how climate change will impact
aquatic biodiversity and what we can do about it, we need a profound understanding of the physiology
and genetics of the organisms in question – the more we know the better able we will be to respond to
new circumstances. This improved knowledge has to come from more and better research. To put this
knowledge to work, extension to producers of sound brood stock management and best aquaculture
practices should complement national and international hatchery management programs aimed at the
development and maintenance of improved lines of major cultured organisms.
Increasing the number of species under cultivation and human protection is a matter of some urgency,
but conservation has value per se, and we should not need to argue that it may be economically useful
in the future. Our aim should be to conserve all species because the alternative (to exterminate some)
cannot be defended – the web of life is extremely complex and the consequences of the disappearance
of a particular species are difficult if not impossible to predict, but they are likely to be negative in
some way. Hence, habitat and environmental protection should be a priority. Other action areas
include:
Improved guidelines for, and control over, the transfer of aquatic organisms for culture and
conservation, with particular emphasis on better systems of avoiding the concurrent
movement of parasites and diseases.
Characterization and documentation systems to manage access to aquatic biodiversity
conserved either in or ex situ in one place as well as used elsewhere and to assure the proper
acknowledgment of property rights.
Systems for management of the loss of genetic diversity associated with domestication and
the facilitation of regular exchange of genetic material for use in maintaining variability in
both wild and captive populations.
Strengthen and enforce water-sharing agreements with a new emphasis on environmental
flows.
Although hundreds of millions of people worldwide depend upon fisheries and aquaculture
for their food and livelihoods, freshwater biodiversity is among the most threatened
(Brummett 2003). Compared to crops and domesticated livestock, fish domestication and
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breeding is hundreds, if not thousands, of years behind. Rapid increases in our knowledge of
how to manage aquatic biodiversity for the well-being of future generations should be
considered an imperative for action.
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CONCLUSIONS

In many parts of the world, climate change rates will likely exceed the adaptive capacity of a broad
range of crop and forage varieties, animal breeds, and tree populations used in agricultural production
systems. The evidence with respect to the relative adaptive capacity of beneficial microbes and
aquaculture species is less conclusive but points in the same direction.
This mismatch between climate change rates and adaptive capacities will require adaptations of
production systems. As part of their strategies to adapt, countries will need still more ―outside‖
sources of diversity of the same species, or new species entirely. This finding is based on the
assumption that countries will seek to maintain agricultural production in areas currently being
farmed. It is possible, of course, that in some areas environmental and related biotic stresses will be
such that agriculture will have to be abandoned altogether. Interdependence on germplasm of crops
will perhaps continue to be at higher levels than other GRFA, with existing, well documented levels of
countries‘ dependence on each others‘ germplasm being still further augmented.
The impact of climate change vis-à-vis pathogenic microbes is, in some respects, the corollary of its
impact on crops, forage, animals, and trees. Climate change will provide opportunities for pathogenic
microbes (and their insect vectors) to thrive in parts of the world where, previously, they have had no,
or only limited, impact. The effect will be to augment the dependence of countries on genetic
resources from beyond their borders – in this case, as sources of genetic resistance to novel pests and
diseases or to bio-control agents.
Climate change is increasing countries‘ interdependence on GRFA. This increased interdependence
means there will be an increased need for international movements of GRFA to meet agricultural
production challenges associated with climate change. It is important for policy makers to consider the
importance of these international movements of GRFA when considering options for access and
benefit sharing norms.

58

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

REFERENCES
1.

Introduction

Battisti, David S. and Rosamond L. Naylor. 2009. Historical warnings of future food insecurity with
unprecedented seasonal heat. Science: 9(323): 240–44.
Boonman, J.G. 1993. East Africa’s grasses and fodders: Their ecology and husbandry. Dordrecht: Kluwer
Academic Publishers.
Burke, Marshall B., David B. Lobell, and Luigi Guarino. 2009.. Shifts in African crop climates by 2050 and the
implications for crop improvement and genetic resources conservation. Global Environmental Change. 19(3)
317-325. ISSN: 09593780,
Cassaday K, M. Smale, C. Fowler and PW Heisey. 2001. Benefits from giving and receiving genetic resources:
the case of wheat. Plant Genetic Resources Newsletter 127:1-10.
FAO. 2007. The state of the world’s animal genetic resources for food and agriculture (Rischkowsky, B. and D.
Pilling (eds). Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Rome.
ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/010/a1250e/a1250e.pdf
--- —. The state of the world’s plant genetic resources for food and agriculture. Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations, Rome. http://www.fao.org/ag/AGP/AGPS/Pgrfa/pdf/swrfull.pdf..
Gibson, J.P., and S.V. Pullin. 2005. Conservation of livestock and fish genetic resources. Science Council
Secretariat, FAO.
Gollin D. 1998. Valuing farmers‘ rights. In: Evenson R.E., D. Gollin and V. Santaniello (eds). Agricultural
values of plant genetic resources. CAB International, Wallingford, UK. Pp. 233-245.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 2007. Climate Change 2007, Synthesis Report. Contribution of
Working Groups I, II and III to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change, Core Writing Team, R.K. Pachauri, and A. Reisinger, eds. Geneva: IPCC.
Kloppenburg, J.R., and D.L. Kleinman. 1987. Plant germplasm controversy analyzing empirically the
distribution of the world‘s plant genetic resources. Bioscience 37(3): 190.
Koskela J, Vinceti B, Dvorak W, Bush D, Dawson I, Loo J, Kjaer ED, Navarro C, Padolina C, Bordacs S,
Jamnadass R, Graudal L, Ramamonjisoa L (2009) The use and movement of forest genetic resources for food
and agriculture. CGRFA. Background study paper no. 44., Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, Rome: ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/meeting/017/ak565e.pdf.
Miles, J.W., B.L. Maass, and C.B. do Valle, eds. 1996. Brachiaria: Biology, agronomy and improvement. Cali,
Colombia: CIAT.
Palacios, X.F. 1998. Contribution to the estimation of countries’ interdependence in the area of plant genetic
resources, CGRFA, Background Study Paper no. 7, Rev. 1, ftp://ext-ftp.fao.org/ag/cgrfa/BSP/bsp7E.pdf.
Putnam, D.H., C.G. Summers, and S.B. Orloff. 2007. Alfalfa production systems in California. In C.G. Summers
and D.H. Putman, eds., Irrigated alfalfa management for Mediterranean and desert zones, 8287. University of
California Agriculture and Natural Resources.
System-wide Genetic Resources Programme of the Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research
(SGRP). 2009. Experiences of the IARCS of the CGIAR Implementing Their Agreements with the

Governing Body of the Treaty, with Particular Focus on Their Use of the Standard Material
Transfer Agreement, available at ftp://ftp.fao.org/ag/agp/planttreaty/gb3/gb3i15e.pdf

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

59

Thornton, PK, P.G. Jones, T. Owiyo, R.L. Kruska, M. Herrero, V. Orindi, S. Bhadwal, P. Kristjanson, A.
Notenbaert, N. Bekele, and A. Omolo. 2008. Climate change and poverty in Africa: Mapping hotspots of

vulnerability. African Journal of Agriculture and Resource Economics 2(1): 24–44.
Zeven, A.C., and J.M.J. De Wet. 1982. Dictionary of Cultivated Plants and their Regions of Diversity Excluding
Most Ornamentals, Forest Trees and Lower Plants, 2nd edition. Netherlands: Pudoc, Wageningen.

2.

Crop and Forage Genetic Resources

Adger W., S. Agrawala, M.M.Q. Mirza, C. Conde, K.L. O‘Brien, J. Pulhin, R. Pulwarty, B. Smit, and K.
Takahashi. 2007. Assessment of adaptation practices, options, constraints, and capacity. Climate Change:
Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fourth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, United States.
Aguiar, M.R. 2005. Biodiversity in grasslands. Current changes and future scenarios. In S.G. Reynolds and J.
Frame, eds., Grasslands: developments opportunities perspectives, 261–80. Rome: FAO.
Batjes, N.H., and W.G. Sombroek. 1997. Possibilities for carbon sequestration in tropical and subtropical soils.
Global Change Biology 3: 161–73.
Battisti, D., and R. Naylor. 2009. Historical warnings of food insecurity with unprecedented seasonal heat.
Science 323(5911): 240.
Boonman, J.G. 1993. East Africa’s grasses and fodders: Their ecology and husbandry. Dordrecht: Kluwer
Academic Publishers.
Brush, S. 2000, ed., Genes in the field: on-farm conservation of crop diversity. Lewis, Boca Raton, United
States: International Development Resources Centre International Plant Genetic Resources Institute.
Burke, M.B., D.B. Lobell, L. Guarino. 2009, Shifts in African crop climates by 2050, and the implications for
crop improvement and genetic resources conservation, Global Environmental Change (19(3): 317–25.
Busby, J.R. 1991. BIOCLIM: A bioclimatic analysis and prediction system. In C.R. Margules and M.P. Austin,
eds., Nature conservation: cost effective biological surveys and data analysis, 64–68. Canberra: CSIRO.
Cavatassi, R., L. Lipper, and J. Hopkins. 2006. The role of crop genetic diversity in coping with agricultural
production shocks: Insights from Eastern Ethiopia, Working Papers 06–17, Agricultural and Development
Economics Division of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations,
http://ideas.repec.org/p/fao/wpaper/0617.html.
Cleveland, D.A., D. Soleri, and S.E. Smith. 1994. Do folk crop varieties have a role in sustainable agriculture?
Bioscience 44(11): 740–51.
Collier, P., G. Conway, and T. Venables. 2008. Climate change and Africa. Oxford Review of Economic Policy
24: 337–53.
Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture. 2000. Progress report on the development of a
network of in situ conservation areas. GIAHS home page, ftp://ext-ftp.fao.org/ag/cgrfa/cgrfa9/r9w13e. pdf.
—. 2004. Report on the status of the Global Crop Diversity Trust, Start with a Seed home page,
http://www.startwithaseed.org/items/homepage.php.
Cox, J.R., M.H. Martin-R, F.A. Ibarra-F, J.H. Fourie, N.F.G. Rethman, and D.G. Wilco. 1988. The influence of
climate and soils on the distribution of four African grasses. Journal of Range Management 41:127–39.
Esquinas-Alcazar, J. 2005. Protecting crop genetic diversity for food security: Political, ethical and technical
challenges. National Review of Genetics 6: 946–53.

60

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Food and Agriculture Organization. 1997. The state of the world’s plant genetic resources for food and
agriculture. Food and Agriculture Organization, http://www.fao.org/ag/AGP/AGPS/Pgrfa/pdf/swrfull.pdf..
—. 2009. 1.02 billion people hungry: One-sixth of humanity undernourished—more than ever before, Food and
Agriculture Organization, http://www.fao.org/news/story/en/item/20568/icode/.
FAOSTAT. 1997. United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization. ―Land Use.‖ Statistical Database, Rev.
1997.
—. 2009. United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization. Statistical Database,
http://faostat.fao.org/site/567/default.aspx#ancor.
Ferguson, M.E., A. Jarvis, H.T. Stalker, D. Williams, L. Guarino, J.F.M. Valls, R.N. Pittman, C.E. Simpson, and
P. Bramel. 2005. Biogeography of Wild Arachis (Leguminosae): Distribution and Environmental
Characterisation, Biodiversity and Conservation 14(7): 1777–98.
Fischer, G., S. Mahendra, V. Velthuizen, and F.O. Nachtergaele. 2001. Global Agroecological Assessment for
Agriculture in the 21st Century. Laxenburg, Austria: International Institute of Applied System Analysis.
Fowler, C. 1994. Unnatural Selection: Technology, politics and plant evolution, Yverdon, Switzerland: Gordon
and Breach Science Publishers.
—, and T. Hodgkin. 2004. Plant genetic resources for food and agriculture: Assessing global availability. Annual
Review of Environmental Resources 29: 143–79.
—, and M. Smale. 2000. Germplasm flows between developing countries and the CGIAR: An initial assessment.
Economics Working Paper. Yverdon: Gordon and Breach Science Publishers.
Genetic Resources Policy Committee. 1999. Enlarging the basis of food security: role of underutilized species,
proceedings of the international consultation organized by the Genetic Resources Policy Committee of the
CGIAR at the M.S. Swaminathan Research Foundation, Chennai, India from 17th to 19th February, 1999.
Heal, G., B. Walker, S. Levin, K. Arrow, P. Dasgupta, and G. Daily. 2004. Genetic diversity and interdependent
crop choices in agriculture, Resource and Energy Economics 26(1): 175–84.
Hijmans, R.J., S.E. Cameron, J.L. Parra, P.G. Jones, and A. Jarvis. 2005. Very high resolution interpolated
climate surfaces for global land areas. International Journal of Climatology 25: 1965–78,
http://www.worldclim.org.
Hoffman, M.T., and C. Vogel. 2008. Climate change impacts on African Rangelands. Society for Range
Management 30(3): 12–17, http://www.srmjournals.org/perlserv/?request=get-toc&issn=1551501X&volume=30&issue=3.
Humphreys, L.R. 1967. Buffelgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris) in Australia. Tropical Grasslands 1: 123–34.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 2001. Climate Change 2001, Synthesis Report. A Contribution of
Working Groups I, II, and III to the Third Assessment Report of the Integovernmental Panel on Climate Change,
R.T. Watson and the Core Writing Team, eds. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
—. 2007a. Climate Change 2007, Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Contribution of Working Group II to
the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, M.L. Parry, O.F. Canziani,
J.P. Palutikof, P.J. Van der Linden and C.E. Hanson, eds. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
—. 2007b. Climate Change 2007, Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fourth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Core Writing Team, R.K. Pachauri, and
A. Reisinger, eds. Geneva: IPCC.
Jarvis, A., M. Ferguson, D. Williams, L. Guarino, P. Jones, H. Stalker, J. Valls, R. Pittman, C. Simpson, and P.
Bramel. 2003. Biogeography of wild Arachis: assessing conservation status and setting future priorities. Crop
Science 43: 1100–8.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

61

—, A. Lane, and R.J. Hijmans. 2008. The effect of climate change on crop wild relatives. Agriculture. Ecosystem
and Environment 126: 13–23.
Kloppenburg, J.R., and D.L. Kleinman. 1987. Plant germplasm controversy analyzing empirically the
distribution of the world‘s plant genetic resources. Bioscience 37(3): 190.
Lane, A., and A. Jarvis. 2007. Changes in climate will modify the geography of crop suitability: Agricultural
biodiversity can help with adaptation. Journal of Semi-arid Tropical Agricultural Research 4(1),
http://www.icrisat.org/Journal/specialproject.htm.
Lobell D. Burke, M.B., C. Tebaldi, M.D. Mastrandea, W.P. Falcon, and R.L. Naylor. 2008. Prioritizing climate
change adaptation needs for food security in 2030. Science 319: 607–10.
Loladze I. 2002. Rising atmospheric C02 and human nutrition: Toward globally imbalanced plant stoichiometry?
Trends in Ecology and Evolution 17(10): 457–61.
Maxted, N., B. Ford-Loyd, J. Irinodo, S.P. Kell, and E. Dulloo. 2008. Crop wild relative conservation and use.
Wallingford: CABI Publishing.
—, E. Dulloo, B.V. Ford-Lloyd, J.M. Iriondo, and A. Jarvis. 2009. Gap analysis: a tool for complementary
genetic conservation assessment. Diversity and Distributions 14(6): 1–13.
Miles, J.W., B.L. Maass, and C.B. do Valle, eds. 1996. Brachiaria: Biology, agronomy and improvement. Cali,
Colombia: CIAT.
Morgan, J.A. 2005. Rising atmospheric C02 and global climate change: responses and management implications
for grazing lands. In S.G. Reynolds and J. Frame, eds., Grasslands: Developments opportunities perspectives,
245–60. Rome, FAO.
National Research Council, Genetic. 1972. Vulnerability of major crops (National Academy of Sciences.
Washington, DC: National Research Council.
Ortiz, R., Kenneth D. Sayre, B. Govaerts, R. Gupta, G.V. Subbarao, Ban Tomohiro, D. Hodson, J.M. Dixon, J.I.
Ortiz-Monasterio, and M. Reynolds. 2008. Climate change: Can wheat beat the heat? Agriculture, Ecosystems
and Environment 126: 1–2.
Palacios, X.F. 1998. Contribution to the estimation of countries’ interdependence in the area of plant genetic
resources, CGRFA, Background Study Paper no. 7, Rev. 1, ftp://ext-ftp.fao.org/ag/cgrfa/BSP/bsp7E.pdf.
Phaikaew, C., C. Manidool, and P. Devahuti. 1993. Ruzi grass (Brachiaria ruziziensis) seed production in northeast Thailand, Proceedings of the Seventeenth International Grasslands Congress, 1766–7.
—, and M.D. Hare. 2005. Stylo adoption in Thailand: three decades of progress. In F.P. O‘Mara, R.J. Wilkins, L.
Mannetje, D.K. Lovett, P.A.M. Rogers, and T.M. Boland, eds. Twentieth International Grassland Congress,
323. The Netherlands: Wageningen Academic Publishers.
Putnam, D.H., C.G. Summers, and S.B. Orloff. 2007. Alfalfa production systems in California. In C.G. Summers
and D.H. Putman, eds., Irrigated alfalfa management for Mediterranean and desert zones, 8287. University of
California Agriculture and Natural Resources.
Ramesh, C.R., S. Chakraborty, P.S. Pathak, and N. Biradar. 2005. Stylo in India—much more than a plant for
the revegetation of wasteland. In F.P. O‘Mara, R.J. Wilkins, L. t‘Mannetje, D.K. Lovett, P.A.M. Rogers, and
T.M. Boland, eds., XX International Grassland Congress, 320. The Netherlands: Wageningen Academic
Publishers.
Ramirez, J., and A. Jarvis. 2008. High resolution statistically downscaled future climate surfaces. International
Centre for Tropical Agriculture, http://gisweb.ciat.cgiar.org/GCMPage.
Reidsma, P., and F. Ewert. 2008. Regional farm diversity can reduce vulnerability of food production to climate
change. Ecology and Society 13(1): 38, http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/v0113/iss1/art38/.

62

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Shelton, H.M., S. Franzel, and M. Peters, 2005. Adoption of tropical legume technology around the world:
analysis of success. In F.P. O‘Mara, R.J. Wilkins, L. t‘Mannetje, D.K. Lovett, P.A.M. Rogers, and T.M. Boland,
eds., XX International Grassland Congress, 149–68. The Netherlands: Wageningen Academic Publishers.
Thornton, P. M. Herrero, A. Freeman, O. Mwai, E. Rege, P. Jones, and J. McDermott. 2006a. Vulnerability,
climate change and livestock—research opportunities and challenges for poverty alleviation. Nairobi, Kenya:
ILRI.
—, Jones, P.G., T. Owiyo, R.L. Kruska, M. Herrero, P. Kristjanson, A. Notenbaert, N. Bekele, and A. Omolo.
2006b. with contributions from V. Orindi, B. Otiende, A. Ochieng, S. Bhadwal, K. Anantram, S. Nair, V.
Kumar, and U. Kulkar. Mapping climate vulnerability and poverty in Africa. Nairobi, Kenya: ILRI.
Tubiello F., J. Schmidhuber, M. Howden, P.G. Neofotis, S. Park, E. Fernandes, and D. Thapa 2008. Climate
change response strategies for Agriculture: Challenges and opportunities for the twenty-first century.
Agriculture and Rural Development Discussion Paper no. 42. Washington: World Bank.
Vavilov, N.I. 1926. Centres of origin of cultivated plants. Bulletin of Applied Botany and Plant Breeding
(Leningrad) 16: 139–248.
Visser B., D. Eaton, N. Louwaars, and J. Engels. 2003. Transaction costs of germplasm exchange under bilateral
agreements. In GFAR/IPGRI, eds. Strengthening Partnerships in Agricultural Research for Development in the
Context of Globalisation, 51–80. Proceedings of the GFAR 2000 Conference, 21–23 May 2000, Dresden,
Germany. Rome: GFAR and IPGRI.
United Nations. 2005. World Population Prospects: The 2004 Revision. Rome: United Nations.
Williams J.W., S.T. Jackson, and J.E. Kutzbach. 2007. Projected distributions of novel and disappearing climates
by 2100 AD, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 104(14): 5738–42.
You, L., and S. Wood. 2006. An entropy approach to spatial disaggregation of agricultural production.
Agricultural Systems 90(1–3): 329–47.
—, S. Wood, U. Wood-Sichra. 2006. Generating global crop distribution maps: from census to grid. Selected
paper at IAEA 2006, Conference at Brisbane, Australia.
Zeven, A.C., and J.M.J. De Wet. 1982. Dictionary of Cultivated Plants and their Regions of Diversity Excluding
Most Ornamentals, Forest Trees and Lower Plants, 2nd edition. Netherlands: Pudoc, Wageningen.

3.

Tree Genetic Resources

Aitken, S.N., S. Yeaman, J.A. Holliday, T. Wang and S. Curtis-McLane. 2008. Adaptation, migration or
extirpation: Climate change outcomes for tree populations. Evolutionary Applications 1: 95–111.
Atta-Krah K, R. Kindt, J.N. Skilton, W. Amaral. 2004. Managing biological and genetic diversity in tropical
agroforestry. Agroforest Systems 61: 183–94.
Bosselmann Aske Skovmand, Jette Bredahl Jacobsen, Erik Dahl Kjær, and Bo Jellesmark Thorsen. 2008.
Climate change, uncertainty and the economic value of genetic diversity: A pilot study on methodologies. Forest
and Landscape Working Papers no. 31–2008. Hørsholm: Forest and Landscape Denmark.
Bayala J, S.J. Ouedraogo, and C.K. Ong. 2009. Early growth performance and water use of planted West African
provenances of Vitellaria paradoxa C.F. Gaertn (karite) in Gonse, Burkina Faso. Agroforestry Systems 75: 117–
127.
Boshier. D. and J. Stewart. 2005. How local is local? Identifying the scale of adaptive variation in ash (Fraxinus
excelsior L.): Results from the nursery. Forestry 78(2): 135–43.
Bouvarel, P. 1960. Note sur la résistance au froid de quelques provenances de pin maritime. Revue Forestière
Française 7: 495–508.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

63

Clark, J.S., M. Lewis, J.S. McLachlan, and J. HilleRisLambers. 2003. Estimating population spread: What can
we forecast and how well? Ecology 84: 1979–88
Commission Ressources Génétiques Forestières. 2008. Préserver et utiliser la diversité des ressources
génétiques forestières pour renforcer la capacité d’adaptation des forêts au changement climatique. France:
Ministère de l‘Agriculture e de la Pêche.
Davis, M.B., and R.G. Shaw. 2001. Range shifts and adaptive responses to Quaternary climate change. Science
292: 673–79.
—., R.G. Shaw, and J.R. Etterson. 2005. Evolutionary responses to changing climate. Ecology 86: 1704–14.
Dawson, I.K., A. Lengkeek, J.C. Weber, and R. Jamnadass. 2008. Managing genetic variation in tropical trees:
Linking knowledge with action in agroforestry ecosystems for improved conservation and enhanced livelihoods.
Biodiversity Conservation. DOI 10.1007/s10531–008–9516-z.
Food and Agriculture Organization. 2005. State of the world’s forests. Rome: Food and Agriculture
Organization.
—. 2006a. Global forest resources assessment 2005. Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization.
—. 2006b. Responsible management of planted forests: voluntary guidelines. Planted Forests and Trees Working
Paper 37/E. Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization, http://www.fao.org/forestry/site/10368/en.
—. 2008a. The State of Food and Agriculture, 2008. Biofuels: prospects, risks and opportunities. Rome: Food
and Agriculture Organization
—. 2008b. Selection and breeding for insect and disease resistance, http://www.fao.org/forestry/26445.
—. 2009. State of the world’s forests. Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization
García-Gil, M.R., M. Mikkonen, and O. Savolainen. 2003. Nucleotide diversity at two phytochrome loci along a
latitudinal cline in Pinus sylvestris. Mollusc Ecology 12: 1195–206.
Graudal, L., E. Kjaer, A. Thomsen, and A.B. Larsen. 1997. Planning national programmes for conservation of
forest genetic resources. Danida Forest Seed Centre, Humlebaek, Technical Note no. 48.
Graudal L, and Lillesø J-PB. 2007. Experiences and future prospects for tree seed supply in agricultural
development support—based on lessons learnt in Danida supported programmes, 1965–2005. Copenhagen,
Denmark: Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Demark.
Guariguata, M.R., J.P. Cornelius, B. Locatelli, C. Forner, G.A. Sánchez-Azofeifa. 2008. Mitigation needs
adaptation: Tropical forestry and climate change. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change 13:
793–808. DOI 10.1007/s11027-007-9141-2.
Gutschick, V.P., and H. BassiriRad. 2003. Extreme events as shaping physiology, ecology, and evolution of
plants: toward a unified definition and evaluation of their consequences. New Phytology 160(1): 21–42.
Hampe, A. 2004. Bioclimate envelope models: what they detect and what they hide. Global Ecology and
Biogeography Letters 13: 469–476
Hampe, A., and R.J. Petit. 2005. Conserving biodiversity under climate change: the rear edge matters. Ecology
Letters 8: 461–67
Hamrick, J.L. 2004. Response of forest trees to global environmental changes. Forest Ecology Management
197(1–3): 323–35
Hänninen, H., I. Leinonen, T. Repo, S. and Kellomäki. 1996. Overwintering and productivity of Scots pine in a
changing climate. Silva Fennica 30: 229–37.

64

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Heuertz, M., S. Fineschi, M. Anzidei, R. Pastorelli, D. Salvini, L. Paule, N. Frascaria-Lacoste, O.J. Hardy, X.
Vekemans, and G.G. Vendramin. 2004. Chloroplast DNA variation and postglacial recolonization of common
ash (Fraxinus excelsior L.) in Europe. Molecular Ecology 13: 3437–52.
Hubert, J., and J. Cottrell. 2007. The role of forest genetic resources in helping British forests respond to climate
change. United Kingdom: Forest Research Agency of the Forestry Commission.
International Timber Organization, 2002. ITTO guidelines for the restoration, management and rehabilitation of
degraded and secondary tropical forests. ITTO Policy Development Series no. 13. Yokohama, Japan: ITTO.
Iverson L.R., and Anantha M. Prasad. 1998. Predicting abundance of 80 tree species following climate change in
Eastern United States. Ecological Monographs 68(4): 465–85.
Jamnadass R., A. Lowe, and I.K. Dawson. 2009. Molecular markers and the management of tropical trees: the
case of indigenous fruit. Tropical Plant Biology [in press], DOI 10.1007/s12042–008–9027–9
Jones, R.B., and J.J. Rakotoarisaona. 2007. Supporting the development of sustainable seed systems for nonhybrid crops. Acta Horticulturae 752: 77–82.
Karhu A., P. Hurme, M. Karjalainen, P. Karvonen, K. Kärkkäinen, D.B. Neale, and O. Savolainen. 1996. Do
molecular markers reflect patterns of differentiation in adaptive traits of conifers? Theoretical and Applied
Genetics 93: 215–21.
Kellomäki S., I. Rouvinen, H. Peltola, H. Strandman, and R. Steinbrecher 2001. Impact of global warming on
the tree species composition of boreal forests in Finland and effects on emission of isoprenoids. Global Change
Biology 7: 531–44.
Kjaer, Erik. 2009. personal communication.
Klein, A.-M., B.E. Vaissière, J.H. Cane, I. Steffan-Dewenter, S.A. Cunningham, and C. Kremen. 2007.
Importance of pollinators in changing landscapes for world crops. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London B,
274: 303–13.
König, A.O. 2005. Provenance research: evaluating the spatial pattern of genetic variation. In T. Geburek and J.
Turok, eds., Conservation and management of forest genetic resources in Europe, pp. 275–333. Zvolen: Arbora
Publishers.
Koskela J, B. Vinceti, W. Dvorak, D. Bush, I. Dawson,J. Loo, E.D. Kjaer, C. Navarro, C. Padolina, S. Bordacs,
R. Jamnadass, L. Graudal and L. Ramamonjisoa. 2009. The use and movement of forest genetic resources for
food and agriculture. CGRFA. Background study paper no. 44., Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, Rome: ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/meeting/017/ak565e.pdf.
Ledig, F.T., and J.H. Kitzmiller. 1992. Genetic strategies for reforestation in the face of global climate change.
Forest Ecology Management 50: 153–69.
Leakey, R.R.B., Z. Tchoundjeu, K. Schreckenberg, A.J. Simons, S. Shackleton, M. Mander, R. Wynberg, C.
Shackleton, and C. Sullivan. 2007. Trees and markets for agroforestry tree products: targeting poverty reduction
and enhanced livelihoods. In D. Garrity, A. Okono, M. Parrott, and S. Parrott, eds., World agroforestry into the
future, 11–22. Nairobi, Kenya: World Agroforestry Centre.
McLachlan, J.S., and J.S. Clark. 2004. Reconstructing historical ranges with fossil data at continental scales.
Forest Ecology and Management 197: 139–47.
McLachlan, J.S., J. J. Hellmann, and M.W. Schwartz. 2007. A framework for debate of assisted migration in an
era of climate change. Conservation Biology 21: 297–302.
Magri, D., G.G. Vendramin, and B. Comps. 2006. A new scenario for the Quaternary history of European beech
populations: palaeobotanical evidence and genetic consequences. New Phytology 171: 199–221.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

65

Malcolm, J.R., A. Markham, R.P. Neilson, and M. Garaci. 2002. Estimated migration rates under scenarios of
global climate change. Journal of Biogeography 29: 835–49.
Maranz, S. 2009. Tree mortality in the African Sahel indicates an anthropogenic ecosystem displaced by climate
change. Journal of Biogeography [in press]. DOI:10.1111/j.1365–2699.2008.02081.x.
Mimura, M., and S.N. Aitken. 2007a. Adaptive gradients and isolation-by-distance with postglacial migration in
Picea sitchensis. Heredity 99: 22–24.
Mimura, M., and S.N. Aitken. 2007b. Increased selfing and decreased effective pollen donor number in
peripheral relative to central populations in Picea sitchensis (Pinaceae). American Journal of Botany 94: 991–98.
National Research Council. 2007. Status of Pollinators in North America. Washington, DC: National Academies
Press.
Parmesan, C. 2006. Ecological and evolutionary responses to recent climate change. Annual Review of Ecology,
Evolution, and Systematics 37: 637–69.
Petit, R.J., R. Bialozyt, P. Garnier-Géré, and A. Hampe. 2004. Ecology and genetics of tree invasions: from
recent introductions to Quaternary migrations. Forest Ecology and Management 197: 117–37
—, S. Brewer, S. Bordács, K. Burg, R. Cheddadi, E. Coart, J. Cottrell, U.M. Csaikl, B. van Dam, J.D. Deans, S.
Espinel, S. Fineschi, R. Finkeldey, I. Glaz, P.G. Goicoechea, J.S. Jensen, A.O. König, A.J. Lowe, S.F. Madsen,
G. Mátyás, R.C. Munro, F. Popescu, D. Slade, H. Tabbener, S.G.M. de Vries, B. Ziegenhagen, J.L. de Beaulieu,
and A. Kremer. 2002. Identification of refugia and postglacial colonisation routes of European white oaks based
on chloroplast DNA and fossil pollen evidence. Forest Ecology and Management 156: 49–74.
—R. Bialozyt, P. Garnier-Gere, and A. Hampe. 2004. Ecology and genetics of tree invasions: from recent
introductions to Quaternary migrations. Forest Ecology and Management 197:117–137.
—, and A. Hampe. 2006. Some evolutionary consequences of being a tree. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution
and Systematics 37: 187–214.
Piersma, T., and J. Drent. 2003. Phenotypic flexibility and the evolution of organismal design. Trends in Ecology
and Evolution 18: 228–33.
Raebild, Anders. 2009. personal communication.
Rehfeldt, G. W.R. Wykoff, and C.C. Ying. 2001. Physiological plasticity, evolution, and impacts of a changing
climate on Pinus contorta. Climatic Change 50: 355–76.
Rehfeldt, G.E.N.M., Y. I. Tchebakova, W.R. Parfenova, N.A. Wykoff, L. Kuzmina, and I. Milyutin. 2002.
Intraspecific responses to climate in Pinus sylvestris. Global Change Biology 8: 912–29.
Sanou, H., A. Korbo, A. Tougani, A. Rabiou, S. Kambou, M. Ouedraogo, B.O. Diallo, C. Parkouda, A. Ræbild,
and J.S. Jensen. 2007. Protocol for establishment of trials with baobab and tamarind within the SAFRUIT
project. Working Paper no. 21–2007. Hørsholm, Denmark: Forest and Landscape Denmark.
Savolainen, O., F. Bokma, M.R. García-Gil, P. Komulainen, and T. Repo. 2004. Genetic variation in cessation of
growth and frost hardiness and consequences for adaptations of Pinus sylvestris to climatic changes. Forest
Ecology and Management 197: 79–89.
Skrøppa, T., and K. Kohlmann. 1997. Adaptation to local conditions after one generation in Norway spruce.
Forest Genetics 4(3): 171–77.
—, and G. Johnsen. 2000. Patterns of adaptive genetic variation in forest tree species: the reproductive element
as an evolutionary force in Picea abies. In C. Mátyás, ed., Forest genetics and sustainablility, 49–58. The
Hague: Kluwer Academic Publishers.

66

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Seppälä R., A. Buck, and P. Katila, eds. 2009. Adaptation of Forests and People to Climate Change: A Global
Assessment Report. IUFRO World Series Volume 22. International Union of Forest Research Organizations
(IUFRO), Vienna, Austria.
Shanahan, T.M., J.T. Overpeck, K.J. Anchukaitis, J.W. Beck, J.E. Cole, D.L. Dettman, J.A. Peck, C.A. Scholz,
J.W. King. 2009. Atlantic forcing of persistent drought in West Africa. Science 324: 377–80.
Thorsen B.J., and E.D.Kjær 2007. Forest genetic diversity and climate change: Economic consideration. In J.
Koskela, A. Buck, and E. Teissier du Cros, eds., Climate change and forest genetic diversity: Implications for
sustainable forest management in Europe, 69–84. Rome: Bioversity International, Italy.
Valladares, F., S. Arrieta, I. Aranda, D. Lorenzo, D. Tena, D. Sánchez-Gómez. 2005. Shade tolerance,
photoinhibition sensitivity and phenotypic plasticity of Ilex aquifolium in continental-Mediterranean sites. Tree
Physiology 25: 1041–52.
van Zonneveld, M.J., A. Jarvis, W. Dvorak, G. Lema, and C. Leibing. 2009. Validation of climate change impact
predictions on Mexican and Central American pine species. Forest Ecology and Management 257(7): 1566–76.
Verchot, L., J. Mackensen, S. Kandji, M. van Noordwijk, T. Tomich, C. Ong, A. Albrecht, C. Bantilan, K.
Anupama, and C. Palm. 2005. Opportunities for linking adaptation and mitigation in agroforestry systems. In C.
Robledo, M. Kanninen and L. Pedroni, eds., Tropical forests and adaptation to climate change- in search of
synergies, 186. Bogor: Indonesia Center for International Forestry Research.
Weber, J.C., M. Larwanou, T.A. Abasse, and A. Kalinganire. 2008. Growth and survival of Prosopis africana
provenances related to rainfall gradients in the West African Sahel. Forestry Ecological Management 256(4):
585–92.
Williams, J.W, and S.T. Jackson. 2007. Novel Climates, No-Analog Plant Communities, and Ecological
Surprises: Past and Future. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 5: 475–82. DOI 10.1890/070037..
Yanchuk, A.D., and G.A. O‘Neill. 2006. Seed source selection and deployment to address adaptation to future
climates for interior spruce in western Canada. Final report to the Climate Change Impacts and Adaptation
Directorate Project A644. Res. Br. B.C. Min. For. Range. Victoria, BC.
—, and G. Allard. 2009. Tree improvement programems for forest health—can they keep pace with climate
changes? Unsylva 60: 50–56.
Ying, C.C., and A.D. Yanchuk. 2006. The development of British Columbia‘s tree seed transfer guidelines:
Purpose, concept, methodology, and implementation. Forestry and Ecology and Management 227: 1–13.

4.

Animal Genetic Resources

Agriculture and Environment Biotechnology Commission, 2002. Animals and Biotechnology. A Report by the
AEBC. Agriculture and Environment Biotechnology Commission.
Alcamo, J., ed., 1994. Image 2.0 integrated modelling system for global climate change. Dordrecht, The
Netherlands: Kluwer Academic Publishers.
Anderson, S. 2004. Environmental Effects on AnGR. Thematic Study Paper: Animal Genetic Resources no. 1.
CGRFA, FAO.
Andersson, L., and M. Georges. 2004. Domestic animal genomics: deciphering the genetics of complex traits.
Nature Reviews Genetics 5: 202–12.
Austalian Bureau of Statistics. 2004. Measures of Australia‘s Progress,
http://www.abs.gov.au/Ausstats/abs@.nsf/0/d994d50fc56e79e3ca256e7d0000264e?OpenDocument.
Australian Greenhouse Office. 2004. Agricultural impacts and adaptation. Australia: Department of the
Environment and Heritage.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

67

Bedhiaf-Romdhani, S., M. Djemali, M. Zaklouta, and L. Iniguez. 2008. Monitoring crossbreeding trends in
native Tunisian sheep breeds. Small Ruminant Research 74: 274–78.
Climate Change and Agriculture in Africa. 2002. Facts about Africa Agriculture Climate,
http://www.ceepa.co.za/climate_change/index.html.
Celis, D., E. De Pauw, and R. Geerken. 2007. Assessment of land cover and land use in Central and West Asia
and North Africa. Part 2. Hot spots of land cover and drought vulnerability. Aleppo, Syria: ICARDA.
Charron, D. 2002. Potential impacts of global warming and climate change on the epidemiology of zoonotic
diseases in Canada. Canadian Journal of Public Health,
http://www.findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_qa3844/is_200209/ai_n9132821#continue.
Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture. 2006. Review of the draft: Strategic priorities for
action for the sustainable use, development and conservation of animal genetic resources for food and
agriculture, Doc. CGRFA/WG-AnGR-4/06/.
Delgado, C., M. Rosegrant, H. Steinfeld, S. Ehui, C. Courbois. 1999. Livestock to 2020: The next food
revolution, Food, Agriculture, and the Environment Discussion Paper 28. Rome: FAO.
—, N. Minot, and N. Wada. 2001. High value agriculture: shaping globalization for poverty alleviation and food
security. IFPRI 2020 Focus 8 (Shaping Globalization for Poverty Alleviation and Food Security), August.
Washington DC.
—. 2003. Rising consumption of meat and milk in developing countries has created a new food revolution.
Journal of Nutrition 133: 3907S-3910S, http://jn.nutrition.org/cgi/content/full/133 /11/3907S.
Drucker, A.G., S.J. Hiemstra, N. Louwaars, J.K. Oldenbroek, and M.W. Tvedt. 2008. Riding out the storm:
animal genetic resources policy options under climate change, 81–84. In P. Rowlinson, M. Steele, and A.
Nefzaoui, eds.. Proceedings of the International Conference on Livestock and Global Climate Change, 17–20.
Tunisia: Hammamet.
European Commission, 2003. Genomics research in oliestook: what does it offer? Doc. EUR: 21031.
Food and Agriculture Organization. 1997. Long-Term scenarios of livestock-crop-land use interactions in
developing countries. FAO Land and Water Bulletin 6. Rome: FAO.
—. 2000. World Watch List for Domestic Animal Diversity, 3rd edition. Rome: FAO.
—. 2004. Guiding principles for highly pathogenic avian influenza surveillance and diagnostic networks in Asia.
FAO expert meeting on surveillance and diagnosis of avian influenza in Asia, Bangkok, 21–23 July 2004,
http://www.fao.org/ag/againfo/subjects/en/health/diseases-cards/Guiding%20principles.pdf.
—. 2007. State of the World’s Animal Genetic Resources, edited by Barbara Rischkowsky and Dafydd Pilling.
Rome: FAO.
— / World Organization for Animal Health. 2005. A Global Strategy for the Progressive Control of Highly
Pathogenic Avian Influenza,
http://www.fao.org/ag/againfo/subjects/documents/ai/HPAIGlobalStrategy310ct05.pdf.
FAOSTAT. 2009. ProdSTAT module, http://faostat.fao.org/site/526/default.aspx.
Frank, K., T. Mader, J. Harrington, and G. Hahn. No date. Potential Climate Change Effects on Warm-Season
Livestock Production in the Great Plains. Journal Series no. 14462, Agricultural Research Division, University
of Nebraska.
Galal, S.F.A., M.R. Rasoul, M.R. Annous, and I. Shaat. 2005. Small ruminant breeds of Egypt. In L. Iñiguez,
ed., Characterization of Small Ruminant Breeds in West Asia and North Africa, 140–93, vol. 2. Aleppo, Syria:
ICARDA.

68

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

—, O. Gürsoy, and I. Shaat. 2008. Awassi sheep as a genetic resource and efforts for their genetic improvement:
A review. Small Ruminant Research [published online].
Gibson, J.P., and S.V. Pullin. 2005. Conservation of livestock and fish genetic resources. Science Council
Secretariat, FAO.
Grübler, A., and N. Nakicenovic, 1994. International burden sharing in greenhouse gas reduction. Environment
Working Paper 55. Washington, DC: World Bank,.
Hassen, Y.J. S. Soelkner, R. Gizaw, and R. Baumung. 2002. Performance of crossbred, indigenous sheep under
village conditions in cool highlands of central northern Ethiopia: growth, birth, body weights. Small Ruminant
Research 43: 195–202.
Hazell, P.S. Wood, 2008. The political and social drivers for future developments in global agriculture.
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London.
Herrero, M., P.K. Thornton, A. Notenbaert, S. Msangi, S. Wood, R. Kruska, J. Dixon, D. Bossio, J. van de
Steeg, H.A. Freeman, X Li, and Rao P. Parthasarathy. 2009. Drivers of change in crop-livestock systems and
their potential impacts on agroecosystems services and human well-being to 2030. Nairobi, Kenya: International
Livestock Research Institute.
Hiemstra, S.J., T. van der Lende, and H. Woelders. 2005. The potential of cryopreservation and reproductive
technologies for animal genetic resources conservation strategies. Proceedings, Workshop on Biotechnology
and Conservation, Turin, Italy, March 2005.
—, A.G. Drucker, M.W. Tvedt, N. Louwaars, J.K. Oldenbroek, K. Awgichew, S. Abegaz Kebede, P.N. Bhat,
and A.da Silva Mariante. 2006. Exchange, use and conservation of animal genetic resources: policy and
regulatory options. The Netherlands: Centre for Genetic Resources, University of Wageningen, and Rome:
FAO.
Hobbs, J., and W. Kerr. 1998. Structural Developments in the Canadian Livestock Sub sector: Strategic
Positioning within the Continental Market. In R.M.A. Loyns et al., eds, Proceedings of the Fourth Agricultural
and Food Policy Systems Information Workshop, Economic Harmonization in the Canadian/U.S./ Mexican
Grain-Livestock Sub sector, 125–43. Guelph: University of Guelph and Texas A&M University.
Hoffman, I. 2008. Livestock genetic diversity and climate change adaptation. In P. Rowlinson, M. Steele, and A.
Nefzaoui, A., eds., Proceedings of the International Conference on Livestock and Global Climate Change, 76–
80. Tunisia: Hammamet.
—, and B. Scherf. 2005. Management of farm animal genetic diversity: opportunities and challenges. WAAP
Book of the Year 2005.
—, B. Scherf, and D. Boerma. 2008. Livestock diversity and climate change. In CBD: Mainstreaming
biodiversity issues into forestry and agriculture, CBD Technical Series No 34, 58–60, Abstracts of poster
presentations at the 13th SBSTTA, 18–22 February 2008, Rome, Italy.
Iñiguez, L., ed., 2005a. Characterisation of Small Ruminant Breeds in West Asia and North Africa, Vol. 1. West
Asia. Aleppo, Syria, International Centre for Agriculture in the Dry Areas.
—, ed. 2005b. Characterisation of Small Ruminant Breeds in West Asia and North Africa, Vol. 2. West Asia.
Aleppo, Syria, International Centre for Agriculture in the Dry Areas.
—, and A. Aw-Hassan. 2004. The sheep and goat dairy sectors in Mediterranean West Asia and North Africa. In
Proceedings of the Symposium on the Future of the Sheep and Goat Dairy Sectors, CIHEAM, Zaragoza, 28–30
October 2004, 13–22. Zaragoza, Spain: IDF/CIHEAM.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 2001. Climate change 2001: impacts, adaptation, and
vulnerability. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

69

—. 2007a. Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Summary for policy makers,
http://www.ipcc.cg/SPM13apr07.pdf.
—. 2007b. Special Report on Emissions Scenarios. Inter-governmental Panel on Climate Change.
Jones, P.G., and P.K. Thornton. 2003. The potential impacts of climate change in tropical agriculture: the case of
maize in Africa and Latin America in 2055. Global Environmental Change 13: 51–59.
Kadomura, H. 1994. Climatic changes, droughts, desertification and land degradation in the Sudano-Sahelian
Region—a historico-geographical perspective. In H. Kadomura, ed., Savannization Processes in Tropical Africa
II, 203–28. Tokyo, Japan: Tokyo Metropolitan University.
Kassem, R. 2005. Small ruminant breeds of Syria. In L. Iñiguez, ed., Characterization of Small Ruminant Breeds
in West Asia and North Africa, vol. 1, 183–237. West Asia. Aleppo, Syria: ICARDA.
Kenny, G. 2001. Climate Change: Likely Impacts on New Zealand Agriculture: A report prepared for the
Ministry for the Environment as part of the New Zealand Climate Change Programme.
Kingwell, R.S., A.K Abadi Ghadim, and S.D. Robinson. 1995. Introducing Awassi sheep to Australia: an
application of farming systems models. Agricultural Systems 47: 451–69.
Kouba, V. 2003. Globalization of communicable diseases and international trade. Proceedings of the 10th
international symposium for veterinary epidemiology and economics. Vina del Mar, Chile.
Kristjanson, P.M., P K. Thornton, R.L. Kruska, R.S. Reid, N. Henninger, T. Williams, S. Tarawali, J. Niezen, P.
Hiernaux, 2001. Mapping livestock systems and changes to 2050: implications for West Africa. Sustainable
crop-livestock production for improved livelihoods and natural resource management in West Africa.
Proceedings of an international conference.
Mathias, E., and P. Mundy, 2005. Herd movements: The exchange of livestock breeds and genes between North
and South. League for Pastoral Peoples and Endogenous Livestock Development,
http://www.pastoralpeoples.org/docs/herdmovements.pdf.
McDermott, J., S. Staal, H.A. Freeman, M. Herrero, and J. van de Steeg. In press. Sustaining intensification of
smallholder systems in the tropics. Livestock Science [in press].
—, P. Coleman, and T. Randolph. 2001. Methods for assessing the impact of infectious diseases of livestock—
their role in improving the control of Newcastle disease in Southern Africa. In R.G. Alders and P.B. Spradbrow,
eds., SADC planning workshop on Newcastle disease control in village chickens. Proceedings of an international
conference, Australian Centre for International Agricultural Research, Canberra. CIAR Proceedings. no.103.
Canberra: ACIAR.
Meuwissen, T.H.E. 2005. Use of genomic information for genetic improvement of livestock. Proceeding of the
Annual Meeting of the European Association for Animal Production, Uppsala, Sweden, 5–8 June 2005.
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries. 2000. Climate Change and Agriculture in the United Kingdom,
http://www.defra.gov.uk/FARM/.../climate-change/pdf/climate-ag.pdf.
Nimbkar, Chanda. 2007. personal communication.
Otte, J. et al. 2004. Transboundary animal diseases: assessment of socio-economic impacts and institutional
responses. Livestock Policy Discussion paper No 9,
http://www.fao.org/ag/againfo/resources/en/publications/sector_discuss/PP_Nr9_Final.pdf.
Popkin, B., and S. Duy. 2003. Dynamics of the nutritional transition toward the animal foods sector in China and
its implications. American Society for Nutritional Sciences Journal of Nutrition.
Rischkowsky, B. L. Iñiguez, and M. Tibbo. 2008. Management practices for adapting sheep production systems
in the WANA region to climate change. In P. Rowlinson, M. Steele, and A. Nefzaoui, eds., Livestock and global
climate change, 107–10. Proceedings International Conference, Hammamet, Tunisia, 17–20 May 2008.

70

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Rothschild, M.F., G. Plastow, and C. Newman. 2003. Patenting in animal breeding and genetics. WAAP Book of
the Year 2003, 269–78.
Scoones, I., C. Chibudu, S. Chikura, P. Jeranyama, D. Machaka, W. Machanja, B. Mavedzenge, B.
Mombeshora, M. Mudhara, C. Mudziwo, F. Murimbarimba, and B. Zirereza. 1996. Hazards and
Opportunities—Farming Livelihoods in Dryland Africa: Lessons from Zimbabwe. London: Zed Books.
Sere, C., H. Steinfeld, and J. Groenewold. 1996. World livestock production systems: current status, issues and
trends. FAO Animal Production and Health Papers 127. Rome: FAO.
Simianer, H., S.B. Marti, J. Gibson, O. Hanotte, and J.E.O. Rege. 2003. An approach to the optimal allocation of
conservation funds to minimize loss of genetic diversity between livestock breeds. Ecological Economic 45:
377–92.
Thomas, R.J., E. De Pauw, M. Qadir, A. Amri, M. Pala, A. Yahyaoui, M. El-Bouhssini, M. Baum, L. Iñiguez,
and K. Shideed. 2007. Increasing the Resilience of Dryland Agro-ecosystems to Climate Change. Journal of
Semi-Arid Tropical Agricultural Research 4(1): 1–37.
Thornton, P.K., and M. Herrero. 2008. Climate change, vulnerability and livestock keepers: challenges for
poverty alleviation. In P. Rowlinson, M. Steele, and A. Nefzaoui, eds. Proceedings of the International
Conference on Livestock and Global Climate Change, 21–24. 17–20 May, 2008. Hammamet, Tunisia.
—, Notenbaert A., J. van de Steeg, and M. Herrero. 2008. The livestock-climate-poverty nexus: A discussion
paper on ILRI research in relation to climate change. Nairobi, Kenya: ILRI.
Tisdell, C. 2003. Socioeconomic causes of loss of animal diversity genetic: analysis and assessment. Ecological
Economics 45(3): 365–76.
UN Population Division, 2008. Population Division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the
United Nations Secretariat, World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision and World Urbanization Prospects:
The 2005 Revision, September, http://esa.un.org/unpp.
UN Population Fund, 2008. The State of World Population 2007: Unleashing the Potential of Urban Growth.
United Nations Population Fund, http://www.unfpa.org/swp/swpmain.htm.
Valle Zárate, A., K. Musavaya, and C. Schäfer. 2006. Gene flow in animal genetic resources. A study on status,
impact and trends. Institute of Animal Production in the Tropics and Subtropics. Germany: University of
Hohenheim.
Weitzman, M. 1993. What to preserve? An application of diversity theory to crane conservation. Quarterly
Journal of Economics 58: 157–83.
World Resources Institute. 2000. Pilot Analysis of Global Ecosystems: Agroecosystems. Washington, DC: World
Resources Institute.

5.

Microbial Genetic Resources

Addis, T., F. Handoro, and G. Blomme. 2004. Bacterial wilt (Xanthomonas campestris pv. musacearum) on
Enset and banana in Ethiopia. InfoMusa 13: 44–45.
Anderson, P.K., A.A. Cunningham, N.G. Patel, F.J. Morales, and P.R. Epstein. 2004. Emerging infectious
diseases of plants: pathogen pollution, climate change and agrotechnological drivers. Trends in Ecological
Evolution 19: 535–44.
Andrew, N.R., and L. Hughes. 2005. Diversity and assemblage structure of phytophagous Hemiptera along a
latitudinal gradient: predicting the potential impacts of climate change. Global Ecology Biogeography 14: 249–
62.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

71

Aritua, V.N., R. Parkinson, J.V. Thwaites, D.R. Heeney, W. Jones, J. Tushemereirwe, R. Crozier, D.E. Reeder,
J. Stead, and J. Smith. 2008. Characterization of the Xanthomonas sp. causing wilt of enset and banana and its
proposed reclassification as a strain of X. vasicola. Plant Pathology 57: 170–77.
Awmack, C.S., C.M. Woodcock, and R. Harrington. 1997. Climate change may increase vulnerability of aphids
to natural enemies. Ecological Entomology 22: 366–68.
Bale, J.S., G.J. Masters, I.D. Hodkinson, C. Awmack, T.M. Bezemer, V.K. Brown, J. Butterfield, A. Buse, J.C.
Coulson, J. Farrar, J.E.G. Good, R. Harrington, S. Hartley, T.H. Jones. R.L. Lindroth, M.C. Press, I.
Symrnioudis, A.D. Watt, and J.B. Whittaker. 2002. Herbivory in global climate change research: direct effects of
rising temperatures on insect herbivores. Global Change Biology 8: 1–16.
Baniecki, J., and M. Dabaam. 2000. Crop profile for potatoes in West Virginia,
http://www.ipmcenters.org/CropProfiles/docs/WVpotatoes.html.
Barker, I., M. Bokanga, J. Lenne, W. Otim-Nape, and N. Spence. 2006. Future Control of Infectious Diseases in
Plants with Emphasis on sub-Saharan Africa. Foresight Infectious Diseases: preparing for the future. London,
UK: Office of Science and Innovation. Department of Trade and Industry.
Beed, F.D., L. Winder, A. Marchesi, and S. Duffield. 1999. The effect of reducing growth in winter wheat on the
population dynamics of the grain aphid Sitobion avenae (F.). Agricultural and Forest Entomology 1: 281–86.
Bell, C., N. McIntyre, S. Cox, D. Tissue, and J. Zak. 2008. Soil Microbial Responses to Temporal Variations of
Moisture and Temperature in a Chihuahuan Desert. Grassland Microbial Ecology 56: 153–67.
Bigirimana, S., P. Barumbanze, R. Obonyo, and J.P. Legg. 2004. First evidence for the spread of East African
cassava mosaic virus-Uganda (EACMV-UG) and the pandemic of severe cassava mosaic disease to Burundi.
Plant Pathology 53: 231.
Bioversity International. 2006. Panama disease: a renewed threat in Asia,
http://bananas.bioversityinternational.org/content/view/87/75/lang,en/.
Bock, C.H., B.B. Mackey, and P.J. Cotty. 2004. Population dynamics of Aspergillus flavus in the air of an
intensively cultivated region of south-west Arizo. Plant Pathology. 53(4): 422–33
Carter, B.A., R. Reeder, S.R. Mgenzi, Z.M. Kinyua, J.N. Mbaka, K. Doyle, V. Nakato, M. Mwangi, F. Beed, V.
Aritua, M. Lewis Ivey, S.A. Miller, and J.J. Smith. 2009. Identification of Xanthomonas vasicola (Xanthomonas
campestris pv. musacearum), causative organism of Banana Xanthomonas Wilt, in Tanzania, Kenya and
Burundi. Plant Pathology [in press].
Castor, L.L., J.E. Ayers, A.A. McNabb, and R.A. Krause. 1975. Computerized forecast system for Stewart‘s
bacterial disease on corn. Plant Disease Report 59: 533–36.
Chauhan, Y.S., G.C. Wright, and N.C. Rachaputi. 2008. Modelling climatic risks of aflatoxin contamination in
maize. Australian Journal of Experimental Agriculture 48: 358–66.
Coakley, S.M., H. Scherm, and S. Chakraborty. 1999. Climate Change and Disease Management. Annual Review
of Phytopathology 37: 399–426.
Cotty, P.J., and R. Jaime-Garcia. 2007. Influences of climate on aflatoxin producing fungi and aflatoxin
contamination International. Journal of Food Microbiology 119: 109–15.
Coviella, C., and J. Trumble. 1999. Effects of elevated atmospheric carbon dioxide on insect-plant interactions.
Conservation Biology 13: 700–12.
Dahal, G., J.d‘A. Hughes, G. Thottapilly, and B.L. Lockheart. 1998. Effect of temperature on symptom
expression and reliability of banana streak badnavirus detection in naturally infected plantain and banana (Musa
spp.). Plant Disease 82: 16–21.

72

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Dang, C.K., M. Schindler, E. Chauvet, and M.O. Gessner. 2009. Temperature oscillation coupled with fungal
community shifts can modulate warming effects on litter decomposition. Ecology 90(1): 122–31.
Fournier, A. 1999. Crop Profile for Corn (sweet) in Maryland,
http://www.ipmcenters.org/CropProfiles/docs/MDcorn-sweet.html.
Garrett, K.A., S.P. Dendy, E.E. Frank, M.N. Rouse, and S.E. Travers. 2006. Climate change effects on plant
disease: Genomes and ecosystems. Annual Review of Phytopathology 44: 489–509.
Gaston, K.J., and P.H. Williams. 1996. Spatial patterns in taxonomic diversity. In Biodiversity, 202–29. Oxford:
Blackwell Science.
Georghiou, G.P., and C.E. Taylor. 1986. Factors influencing the evolution of resistance. In: Pesticide
Resistance: Strategies and tactics for management. National Research Council, National Academy Press.
Glowka, L. 1995. Determining access to genetic resources and ensuring benefit-sharing: legal and institutional
considerations for states providing genetic resources. Paper presented to the Global Biodiversity Forum, Jakarta,
4 November.
Hamilton, J.G., O. Dermody, M. Aldea, A.R. Zangerl, A. Rogers, M.R. Berenbaum, and E. Delucia. 2005.
Anthropogenic Changes in Tropospheric Composition Increase Susceptibility of Soybean to Insect Herbivory.
Environmental Entomology 34(2): 479–85.
Harrington, R., and N.E. Stork, eds. 1995. Insects in a changing environment. London: Academic
Hawksworth, D.L.. 2001. The magnitude of fungal diversity, the 1.5 million species estimate revisited.
Mycological Research 105: 1422–32.
—. 2002. Mycological Research News. Mycological Research 106: 514
Heath, J., E. Ayres, M. Possell, R.D. Bardgett, I.J. Black, and H. Grant. 2005. Rising Atmospheric CO2 reduces
sequestration of root-derived soil carbon. Science 309: 1711–13.
Henry, A.W. 1932. Influence of soil temperature and soil sterilization on the reaction of wheat seedlings to
Ophiobolus graminis Sacc. Canadian Journal of Research 7: 198–203.
Hibberd, J.M., R. Whitbread, and J.F. Farrar. 1996. Effect of elevated concentrations of carbon dioxide on
infection of barley by Erysiphe graminis. Physiological and Molecular Plant Pathology 48: 37–53.
Hunter, M.D. 2001. Effects of elevated atmospheric carbon dioxide on insect-plant interactions. Agricultural and
Forest Entomology 3: 153–59.
Kelly J. 1995. Microorganisms, indigenous intellectual property rights and the Convention on Biological
Diversity. In D. Allsop, R.R. Colwell, and D.L. Hawksworth, eds., Microbial Diversity and Ecosystem Function,
415–26. Wallingford, UK: United Nations Environment Program and Center for Agriculture and Biotechnology
International.
Kuun, G.K., B. Okole, and L. Bornmann. 2001. Protection of phenylpropanoid metabolism by prior heat
treatment in Lycopersiocn esculentum exposed to Ralstonia solanacearum. Plant Physiology and Biochemistry
39: 871–80.
Lafferty, K.D. 2009. The ecology of climate change and infectious diseases. Ecology 90(4): 888–900.
Langewald, J., I. Stolz, J. Everts, and R. Peveling. 2003. Towards the registration if microbial insecticides in
Africa: non-target arthropod testing on Green Muscle™, a grasshopper and locust control product based on the
fungus Metarhizium anisopliae var. acridum. In P. Neuenschwander, C. Borgemeister, and J. Langewald, eds.,
Biological Control in IPM Systems in Africa, 207–25. Wallingford, UK: CABI Publishing.
—. 1999. Emergence, spread and strategies for controlling the pandemic of cassava mosaic virus disease in east
and central Africa. Crop Prot. 18: 627–37.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

73

—, G. Okao-Okuja, R. Mayala, and J.B. Muhinyuza. 2001. Spread into Rwanda of the severe cassava mosaic
virus disease pandemic and the associated Uganda variant of East African cassava mosaic virus (EACMV-Ug).
Plant Pathology 50: 796.
—, R. French, D. Rogan, G. Okao-Okuja, J.K. Brown. 2002. A distinct Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius) (Hemiptera:
Sternorrhyncha: Aleyrodidae) genotype cluster is associated with the epidemic of severe cassava mosaic virus
disease in Uganda. Mollusk Ecology 11: 1219–29.
—, F. Ndjelassil, and G. Okao-Okuja. 2004. First report of cassava mosaic disease and cassava mosaic
geminiviruses in Gabon. Plant Pathology 53: 232.
—, B. Owar, P. Sseruwagi, and J. Ndunguru. 2006. Cassava mosaic virus disease in East and Central Africa:
Epidemiology and management of a regional pandemic. Advances in Virus Research 67: 355-418.
Lesaulnier, C., D. Papamichail, S. McCorkle, B. Ollivier, S, Skiena, S. Taghavi, D. Zak, and D. van der Lelie.
2008. Elevated atmospheric carbon dioxide affects soil microbial diversity associated with trembling aspen.
Environmental Microbiology 10(4): 926–41
Leslie, J.F., R. Bandyopadhyay, and A. Visconti. 2008. Editors of Mycotoxins: Detection Methods,
Management, Public Health and Agricultural Trade. Wallingford: CABI International.
Mooney, H.A. et al. 1995. Biodiversity and Ecosystem Functioning: Ecosystem Analyses. In V.H. Heywood,
ed., Global Biodiversity Assessment, 333–452. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Miller, S., F. Beed, and C. Harmon. 2009. Plant Disease Diagnostic Capabilities and Networks. Annu. Rev.
Phytopathol (in press).
Mwangi, M., W. Tinzaara, N. Vigheri, F.N. Namu, P. Ragama, and R. Bandyopadhyay. 2006. Comparative
study of banana Xanthomonas wilt spread in mid and high altitudes of the Great Lakes region of Africa.
Tropentag symposium 2006, Bonn: Germany, http://elewa.org/pestdseagric.html.
Myerson, L.A., J.K. Reaser. 2002. Biosecurity: Moving toward a comprehensive approach. Bioscience 52: 593–
600.
Ndungo, V., S. Eden-Green, G. Blomme, J. Crozier, and J. Smith, J. 2006. Presence of banana xanthomonas wilt
(Xanthomonas campestris pv. musacearum) in the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). Plant Pathology 55:
294.
Oerke, E.C., H.W. Dehne, F. Schonbeck, and A. Weber. 1994. Crop production and crop protection: estimated
losses in major food and cash crops. Amsterdam: Elsevier.
Pinochet J., C. Fernandez, and J.L. Sarah. 1995. Influence of temperature on in vitro reproduction of
Pratylenchus coffea, P. goodeyi and Radopholus similis. Fundamental and Applied Nematology 18: 391–92.
Ploetz, R.C., and Pegg, K.G. 2000. Fusarium wilt. In D.R. Jones, ed., Diseases of Banana, Abacá and Enset,
143–159. Wallingford, UK: CABI Publishing.
Price R. 2006. The banana burrowing nematode, Radopholus similis (Cobb) Thorne, in the Lake Victoria region
of East Africa: its introduction spread and impact. Nematology 8(6): 801–17.
Rosenzweig, C., X.B. Yang, P. Anderson, P. Epstein, M. Vicarelli. 2005. Agriculture: Climate change, crop
pests and diseases. In P. Epstein and E. Mills, eds. Climate Change Futures: Health, Ecological and Economic
Dimensions, 70–77. Center for Health and the Global Environment at Harvard Medical School.
Schimel, J., T.C. Balser, and M. Wallenstein. 2007. Microbial Stress-Response Physiology and Its Implications
for Ecosystem Function. Ecology 88(6): 1386–94.
Shelton, A.M., W.R. Wilsey, and D.M. Soderlund. 2001. Classification of insecticides and acaricides for
resistance management. Department of Entomology, NYSAES, Geneva, NY,
http://www.nysaes.cornell.edu/ent/faculty/shelton/pdf/res_mgmt.pdf.

74

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

Smith, P., D. Martino, Z. Cai, D. Gwary, H. Janzen, P. Kumar, B. McCarl, S. Ogle, F. O‘Mara, C. Rice, B.
Scholes, and O. Sirotenko. 2007. Agriculture. Climate Change: Mitigation. In B. Metz, O.R. Davidson, P.R.
Bosch, R. Dave, L.A. Meyer, eds., Contribution of Working Group III to the Fourth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Smith, J.J., J. Waage, J.W. Woodhall, S.J. Bishop, and N.J. Spence. 2008. The challenge of providing plant pest
diagnostic services for Africa. European Journal of Plant Pathology 121: 365–75.
Speijer, P.R., C.S. Gold, E.B. Karamura, and I.N. Kashaija. 1994. Banana Weevil and nematode distribution
patterns in highland banana systems in Uganda: preliminary results from a diagnostic survey. African Crop
Science Conference Proceedings. 1(99): 285–89.
Stackebrandt, E. 1994. The Uncertainties of Microbial Diversity. In B. Kirsop and D.L. Hawksworth, The
Biodiversity of Microorganisms and the Role of Microbial Resource Centres, 59–64. World Federation for
Culture Collections.
Strange, R.N., and P.R. Scott PR. 2005. Plant disease: A threat to global food security. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol.
43: 83–116
Toberman, H., C. Freeman, C. Evans, N. Fenner, and R.R.E. Artz. 2008. Summer drought decreases soil fungal
diversity and associated phenol oxidase activity in upland Calluna heathland soil FEMS. Microbiol Ecology 66:
426–36.
Tung, P.X., J.G.T.H. Hermsen, P. Zaag, S. Vander, and P. Schmiedche. 1992. Effects of heat tolerance on
expression of resistance to Pseudomonas solanacearum E.F. Smith in potato. Potato Research 35: 321–28.
Tushermereirwe, W. 1996. Factors influencing expression of leaf spot diseases of highland bananas in Uganda.
PH.D. thesis, University of Reading, UK.
—, J.W. Woodhall, S.J. Bishop, J.J. Smith, D.J. Jones, and N.J. Spence. 2009. Patterns of plant pest
introductions in Europe and Africa. Agricultural Systems 99(1): 1–5.
Waldrop, M.P., and M.K. Firestone. 2006. Response of Microbial Community Composition and Function to Soil
Climate Change. Microbial Ecology. 52: 716–24
Wall, D.H., G. Adams, and A.N. Parsons. 2001. Soil biodiversity. In F.S. Chapin, O.E. Sala, and E. HuberSannwald, eds., Global Biodiversity in a Changing Environment, 47–82. New York: Springer-Verlag.
Wallin, J.R., and P.E. Waggoner. 1950. The influence of climate on the development and spread of
Phytophthora infestans in artificially inoculated potato plots. Plant Dis. Reptr. Suppl. 190: 19–33.
Whitney, S., J. Whalen, M. VanGessel, and B. Mulrooney. 2000. Crop Profile for Corn (sweet) in Delaware,
http://www.ipmcenters.org/CropProfiles/docs/DEcorn-sweet.html.
Williams, M.A., and C.W. Rice. 2007. Seven years of enhanced water availability influences the physiological,
structural, and functional attributes of a soil microbial community. Applied Soil Ecology 35: 535–45.
Yamamura, K., and K. Kiritani. 1998. A simple method to estimate the potential increase in the number of
generations under global warming in temperate zones. Applied Entomology and Zoology 33: 289–98.

6.

Aquaculture and Fisheries Genetic Resources

Abellan, E., and B. Basurco. 1999. Marine finfish species diversification: current situation and prospects in
Mediterranean aquaculture. Centre International de Hautes Etudes Agronomiques Méditerranéennes.
Agnèse. J-F., Z.J. Otéme, and S. Gilles. 1995. Effects of domestication on genetic variability, fertility, survival
and growth rate in a tropical siluriform: Heterobranchus longifilis Valenciennes 1840. Aquaculture 131(3/4):
197–204.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

75

—, B. Adépo-Gourène, and L. Pouyaud. 1998. Natural hybridization in tilapias. In J.-F. Agnèse, ed., Genetics
and Aquaculture in Africa. Paris: Éditions de l‘ORSTOM.
—, and R.E. Brummett. 2008. Le projet hydroélectrique de Lom-Pangar: evaluation des impacts sur la pêche et
les poissons : recommandations et propositions de mesures d‘atténuation et de suivi d‘impact. Rapport de la
mission de travail du 9–23 Juin 2008. Kenya: WorldFish Center and Institut de Recherche pour la
Développement.
Agustin, L.Q. 1999. Effects of population bottlenecks on levels of genetic diversity and patterns of differentiation
in feral populations of Oreochromis mossambicus. Ph.D. dissertation, Queensland University of Technology,
Australia.
Allison, E.H., M.C.M Beveridge, and M.van Brakel, 2008. Climate change, small-scale fisheries and smallholder
aquaculture. In M. Culberg, ed.. Fish, Trade and Development. Stockholm: Royal Swedish Academy of
Agriculture and Forestry [in press].
Ayllon, F., J.L. Martinez, and E. Garcia-Vazquez. 2006. Loss of regional population structure in Atlantic
salmon, Salmo salar L. following stocking. ICES Journal of Marine Science 63: 1269–73.
Asian Development Bank. 2005. An impact evaluation of the development of genetically improved farmed tilapia
and their dissemination in selected countries. Operations Evaluation Department.
Balon, E.K. 1974. Fishes of Lake Kariba, Africa. Neptune City, NJ: TFH Publications.
—. 2004. About the oldest domesticates among fishes. Journal of Fish Biology 65 (Supplement A): 1–27.
Bakos, J.L., S. Varadi, S. Gorda, and Z. Jeney. 2006. Lessons from the breeding program on common carp in
Hungary. In R.W. Ponzoni, B.O. Acosta, and A.G. Ponniah eds., Development of Aquatic Animal Genetic
Improvement Programs: Current Status and Action Plans. Conference Proceedings 73. Kenya: WorldFish
Centre.
Bates, B.Z.W., S. Kundzewicz, S. Wu, and J. Palutikof, eds. 2008. Climate change and water. Technical Paper
6. Geneva: Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Secretariat.
Benzie, J.A.H., M. Kenway, and L. Trott. 1997. Estimates for the heritability of size in juvenile P. monodon
from half-sib matings. Aquaculture 152: 49–53.
—. 2000. Population structure in penaeid prawns. Aquaculture Research 31: 95–119.
—, E. Ballment, A.T. Forbes, N.T. Demetriades, K. Sugama, Haryanti, and S. Moria. 2002. Mitrochondrial DNA
variation in Indo-Pacific populations of the giant tiger prawn, Penaeus monodon. Molecular Ecology 11: 2553–
2569.
—. The use and exchange of genetic resources of penaeid shrimps. Reviews in Aquaculture [in press].
Bosso, T. 1994. L’Estuaire du fleuve Senegal: effets des modifications de l’environnement et du barrage de
Diama sur l’etat de la resource et les conditions d’exploitation. CIFA/94/Sem.A-2. Rome: Food and Agriculture
Organization.
Brooker, A.L., J.A.H. Benzie, C. Blair, and J-J. Versini. 2000. Population structure of the giant tiger prawn
Penaeus monodon in Australian waters, determined using microsatellite markers. Marine Biology 136(1): 149–
57.
Brummett, R.E. 2003. Aquaculture and society in the 21 st century. World Aquaculture 34:1: 51–59.
—. 2006a. Enhancing the productivity of small waterbodies. International Journal of Ecolovironmental Sciences
32(1): 25–40.
—. 2007a. Indigenous species for aquaculture development. In J. T.M. Bert, ed., Ecological and Genetic
Implications of Aquaculture Activities. New York: Springer.

76

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

—. 2007b. Comparative analysis of the environmental costs of fish farming and crop production in arid areas: a
materials flow analysis. In D.M Bartley et al., eds., Comparative Assessment of the Environmental Costs of
Aquaculture and Other Food Production Sectors. Fisheries Proceedings 10. Rome: FAO.
—, and R.W. Ponzoni. 2009. Concepts, alternatives and environmental considerations in the development and
use of improved strains of tilapia in aquaculture. Reviews in Fisheries Science 17(1): 70–77.
Burnell, G., J. Thomas, and D.H. Jones. 1993. Pacific oyster production costs in the Republic of Ireland. World
Aquaculture 24(3): 19–24.
Center for Hydrology and Ecology. 2004. E-conference on biodiversity monitoring, indicators and reporting.
Natural Environment Research Council, Edinburgh University,
http://www.edinburgh.ceh.ac.uk/biota/Archive_livelihoods/forum225.htm.
Cowx, I.G., O. Almeida, C. Béné, R. Brummett, S. Bush, W. Darwall, j. Pittock, and M. van Brakel. 2004. Value
of river fisheries. In R.Welcomme and T. Petr, eds., Proceedings of the Second International Symposium on the
Management of Large Rivers for Fisheries, vol. 1. Rome: FAO and MRC.
Craig, J.F. 2000. Large dams and freshwater fish biodiversity. In G. Berkamp, M. McCartney, P. Dugan, J.
McNeely, and M. Acreman (lead authors), Dams, ecosystem functions and environmental restoration, Thematic
Review II, World Commission on Dams, http://www.dams.org.
Diamond, J. 2002. Evolution, consequences and future of plant and animal domestication. Nature 418: 700–7.
de Merona, B., and L.T. de Morais. 1997. Les études ichtyologiques liées à la construction du barrage de PetitSaut: un premier bilan et des recommandations. Hydroécologie Appliqué 9(1–2): 241–62.
Dixon, T.J., G.J. Coman, S.J. Arnold, M.J. Sellars, R.E. Lyons, L. Dierens, N.P. Preston, and Y. Li. 2008. Shifts
in genetic diversity during domestication of black tiger shrimp, Penaeus monodon, monitored using two
multiplexed microsatellite systems. Aquaculture 283(1/4): 1–6.
Doyle, R.W. 1983. An approach to the quantitative analysis of domestication selection in aquaculture.
Aquaculture 33: 167–185.
Duda T.F., and S.R. Palumbi. 1999. Population structure of the black tiger prawn, Penaeus monodon, among
western Indian Ocean and western Pacific populations. Marine Biology 134(4): 705–10.
Dugan, P., V.V. Sugunan, R.L. Welcomme, C. Béné, R.E. Brummett, and M.C.M. Beveridge. 2007. Inland
fisheries and aquaculture. In D. Molden, ed., Water for Food, Water for Life. London: Earthscan.
Eknath, A.E., M.M. Tayamen, and M.S. Palada-de Vera. 1993. Genetic improvement of farmed tilapias: the
growth performance of eight strains of Oreochromis niloticus tested in different farm environments. Aquaculture
111: 171–88.
Fessehaye, Y., Z. El-Bialy, M.A. Rezk, R. Crooijmans, H. Bovenhuis, and H. Komen. 2006. Mating systems and
male reproductive success in Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) in breeding hapas: a microsatellite analysis.
Aquaculture 256: 148–58.
—. 2009. C. Casal, http//www.fishbase.org, personal communication.
Fishelson, L., and Z. Yaron (compilers). 1983. International symposium on tilapia in aquaculture. Tel Aviv
University, Israel.
FishStat. 2008. Fisheries and aquaculture on-line production statistics. Rome: FAO,
http://www.fao.org/fi/statist/FISOFT/FISHPLUS.asp.
Gaffney, P.M., C.V. Davis, and R.O. Hawes. 1992. Assessment of drift and selection in hatchery populations of
oysters (Crassostrea virgninica). Aquaculture 105: 1–20.
Garrison, T. 2007. Oceanography: an invitation to marine science, 6th edition. Brooks Cole Cengage.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

77

Gjedrem, T. 1993. International selective breeding programs: constraints and future prospects. In K.L. Main and
E. Reynolds, eds., Selective Breeding of Fishes in Asia and the United States. Oceanic Institute.
Gleick, P. 2008. The world’s water 2008–2009: the biennial report on freshwater resources. Island Press.
Glover, K.A., J.B. Taggart, Ø. Skaala, and A.J. Teale. 2004. A study of inadvertent domestication selection
during start-feeding of brown trout families. Journal of Fish Biology 64: 1168–78.
Gourène, B., and J-F. Agnèse. 1995. Différenciation génétique de 20 populations d‘Oreochromis niloticus
(Linnaeus, 1758). In J-F. Agnèse, ed., Comptes rendus de l’atelier biodiversite et aquaculture. Abidjan, Côte
d‘Ivoire: Centre de Recherches Océanographiques.
Guinotte, J.M., and V.J. Fabry. 2008. Ocean acidification and its potential effect on marine ecosystems. Annals
of the New York Academy of Sciences 1134: 320–42.
Hadil, R., and A.C. Gambang. 1999. Resource assessment of the tiger shrimp, Penaeus monodon of Kuala
Baram, Miri-Sarawak. Fisheries Research Institute of Malaysia,
http://www.fri.gov.my/friswak/publication/pmonodon.pdf.
Handisyde, N.T., L.G. Ross, M-C. Badjeck, and E.H. Allison. 2005. The effects of climate change on world
aquaculture: a global perspective. London: UK Department for International Development.
Jhingran, V.G., and R.S.V. Pullin. 1985. A hatchery manual for the common, Chinese and Indian major carps.
Asian Development Bank.
Kapasa, C.K. 1994. The environmental effects of the change from riverine to lacustrine conditions on the fish
populations of Lake Itezhi-Tezhi, Zambia. Doc. CIFA/94/Sem.A-2. Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization.
Kenway, M., M. Macbeth, M. Salmon, C. McPhee, and J. Benzie. 2006. Heritability and genetic correlations of
growth and survival in black tiger prawn Penacus monodon reared in tanks. Aquaculture 259: 138–45.
Khater, A.A., and R.O. Smitherman. 1988. Cold tolerance and growth of three strains of Oreochromis niloticus.
In R.S.V. Pullin et al, eds., Second International Symposium on Tilapia in Aquaculture, ICLARM Conference
Proceedings 15, WorldFish Center, Penang, Malaysia.
Khaw, H.L., R.W. Ponzoni, and M.J.C. Danting. 2008. Estimation of genetic change in the GIFT strain of Nile
tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) by comparing contemporary progeny produced by males born in 1991 or in 2003.
Aquaculture 275: 64–69.
Kirpichnikov, V.S. 1981. Genetic bases of fish selection. New York: Springer-Verlag.
—. 1999. Genetics and breeding of common carp. Paris: Editions INRA.
Klinbunga, S., D.J. Penman, B.J. McAndrew, A. Tassanakajon, and P. Jarayabhand. 1998. Genetic variation,
population differentiation and gene flow of the giant tiger shrimp (Penaeus monodon) inferred from mtDNARFLP data. In T.W. Flegel, ed., Advances in Shrimp Biotechnology. Bangkok: National Center for Genetic
Engineering and Biotechnology.
—, Siludjai, W. Wudthijinda, A. Tassanakajon, P. Jarayabhand and P. Menasveta. 2001. Genetic heterogeneity
of the giant tiger shrimp (Penaeus monodon ) in Thailand revealed by RAPD and mitochondrial DNA RFLP
analyses. Marine Biotechnology 3(5): 1436–2228.
—, R. Preechaphol, S. Thumrungtanakit, R. Leelatanawit, T. Aoki, P. Jarayabhand, and P. Menasveta. 2006.
Genetic diversity of the giant tiger shrimp (Penaeus monodon) in Thailand revealed by PCR-SSCP of
polymorphic EST-derived markers. Biochemical Genetics 44(5/6): 222–36.
Kohlmann, K., P. Kersten, and M. Flajšhans. 2005. Genetic variability of German and foreign common carp
(Cyprinius carpio) populations. Aquaculture 247: 253–66.
Kumar, N., W.S Lakra, K.C. Majumdar, M. Goswami, and K. Ravinder. 2007. Genetic diversity in the Indian

78

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

population of Penaeus monodon (Fabricius, 1798) as revealed by mtDNA sequence analysis. Aquaculture
Research 38(8): 862–69.
Lapègue, S., and P. Boudry. 2006. Oyster population genetics: tracing introductions and understanding natural
populations. Proceedings of the World Aquaculture Society, http://www.ifremer.fr/docelec/doc/2006/acte3475.pdf.
Launey, S., and D. Hedgecock. 2001. High genetic load in the Pacific oyster Crassostrea gigas. Genetics 159:
255–65.
Lévêque, C. 1997. Biodiversity dynamics and conservation: the freshwater fish of tropical Africa. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.
Lever, C. 1996. Naturalized fishes of the world. London: Academic Press.
Lewis, D.S.C. 1974. The effects of the formation of Lake Kainji (Nigeria) upon the indigenous fish population.
Hydrobiologia 45(2/3): 281–301.
Lynch, M., and B. Walsh. 1998. Genetics and analysis of quantitative traits. Sinauer, Sunderland, MA: Sinauer
Associates.
Main, K.L., and E. Reynolds. 1993. Selective breeding of fishes in Asia and the United States. Oceanic Institute.
McCarthy, I.D., J.A. Sánchez, and G. Blanco. 2003. Allozyme heterozygosity, date of first feeding and life
history strategy in Atlantic salmon. Journal of Fish Biology 62: 341–357.
McGinnity, P., P. Prodőhl, and A. Ferguson. 2003. Fitness reduction and potential extinction of wild populations
of Atlantic salmon, Salmo salar, as a result of interaction with escaped farm salmon. Proceedings of the Royal
Society of London 270: 2443–450.
Molden, D., ed. 2007. Water for food, water for life. London: Earthscan.
Nyingi, D.W. 2007. Différenciation morphpologique et genetique du tilapia du Nil Oreochromis niloticus
(Linnaeus, 1758) en Afrique: Phylogéographie, hybridations et structures métapopulatiionelles. Ph.D. thesis,
University of Montpellier, France.
Orlov, A.V., Y.V. Gerasimov, and O.M. Lapshin. 2006. The feeding behaviour of cultured and wild Atlantic
salmon, Salmo salar L. in the Louvenga River, Kola Peninsula, Russia. ICES Journal of Marine Science 63:
1297–303.
Penman, D.J., MV. Gupta, and M. Dey, eds. 2005. Carp genetic resources for aquaculture in Asia. Technical
Report 65, WorldFish Center, Penang, Malaysia.
Peterson, M. 2002. Wild shrimp seed collection of Penaeus monodon in Godavari estuary, Andhra Pradesh,
India. Minor Field Study 74. Committee of Tropical Ecology, Uppsala University, Sweden.
Petr, T. 1967. Fish population changes in the Volta Lake in Ghana during its first sixteen months. Hydrobiologia
30: 193–220.
—. 1968. Distribution, abundance and food of commercial fish in the Black Volta and the Volta man-made lake
in Ghana during its first period of filling (1964–1966). I. Mormyridae. Hydrobiologia 32: 417–48.
—, ed. 1998. Inland fishery enhancements. Fisheries Technical Paper 374, FAO.
Pillay, T.V.R., and M.N. Kutty. 2005. Aquaculture principles and practices, 2nd edition. Blackwell Scientific.
Pullin, R.S.V., ed. 1988. Tilapia genetic resources for aquaculture. ICLARM Conference Proceedings 16,
WorldFish Center, Penang, Malaysia.

BACKGROUND STUDY PAPER NO. 48

79

—, and J.B. Capili. 1988. Genetic improvement of tilapias: problems and prospects. In R.S.V. Pullin et al., eds.,
Second International Symposium on Tilapia in Aquaculture, ICLARM Conference Proceedings 15, WorldFish
Center, Penang, Malaysia.
Roberge, C., S. Einum, H. Guderley, and L. Bernatchez. 2006. Rapid parallel evolutionary changes of gene
transcription profiles in farmed Atlantic salmon. Molecular Ecology 15: 9–20.
Seyoum, S., and I. Kornfield. 1992. Identification of the subspecies of Oreochromis niloticus (Pisces: Cichlidae),
with a description of a new subspecies. Canadian Journal of Zoology 70: 2161–65.
Silvano, R.A.M., and A. Begossi. 1998. The artisanal fishery of the River Piraciaba (São Paulo, Brazil): fish
landing composition and environmental alterations. Italian Journal of Zoology 65 (supplement): 527–31.
Smith, M.A.K., and F. Jiffry. 1986. Reproductive strategy of Labeo dussemerii and implications of hydroelectric
and irrigation projects on the Mahaweli Ganga, Sri Lanka. In J.L. Maclean, L.B. Dizon and L.V. Hosillos, eds.,
The First Asian Fisheries Forum. Manila, Philippines: Asian Fisheries Society.
Songore, N. 2002. Fish diversity development in Lake Kariba Zimbabwe 1960—2001. M.Phil. thesis,
Department of Fisheries and Marine Biology, University of Bergen, Norway.
Supan, J., and C. Wilson. 1993. Oyster seed alternatives for Louisiana. World Aquaculture 24(4): 79–82.
Thodesen, J., and T. Gjedrem. 2006. Breeding programs on Atlantic salmon in Norway—lessons learned. In
R.W. Ponzoni, B.O. Acosta, and A.G. Ponniah, eds., Development of Aquatic Animal Genetic Improvement
Programs: Current Status and Action Plans. Conf. Proc. 73. WorldFish Centre.
Thrower, F.P., J.J. Hard, and J.E. Joyce. 2004. Genetic architecture of growth and early life-history transitions in
anadromous and derived freshwater populations of steelhead. Journal of Fish Biology 65 (Supplement A): 286–
307.
Thys van den Audenaerde, D.F.E. 1988. Natural distribution of tilapias and its consequences for the possible
protection of genetic resources. In R.S.V. Pullin, ed., Tilapia Genetic Resources for Aquaculture. ICLARM
Conference Proceedings 16, Penang, Malaysia: WorldFish Center.
Trewavas, E. 1983. Tilapiine fishes of the genera Sarotherodon, Oreochromis and Danakilia. London: British
Museum of Natural History.
Watson, R. 1999. Salmon, trout and charr of the world. London: Swan Hill Press.
Wohlfarth, G.W., and G. Hulata. 1983. Applied genetics of tilapias. ICLARM Studies and Reviews 6, WorldFish
Centre.
World Commission on Dams. 2000. Dams and development: a new framework for decision-making. Rome:
United Nations Environment Program.
Xu, Z., J.H. Primavera, L.D. De La Pena, P. Pettit, J. Belak, and A. Alcivar-Warren. 2001. Genetic diversity of
wild and cultured Black Tiger Shrimp (Penaeus monodon) in the Philippines using microsatellites.
Aquaculture 199 (1–2): 13–40.
You, E.M., T.S. Chiu, K.F. Liu, A. Tassanakajon, S. Klinbunga, K. Triwitayakorn, L.D. de la Peña, Y. Li, and
H.T. Yu. 2008. Microsatellite and mitochondrial haplotype diversity reveals population differentiation in the
tiger shrimp (Penaeus monodon) in the Indo-Pacific region. Animal Genetics 39(3): 267–77.
Youngson, A.F., A. Dosdat, M. Saroglia, and W.C. Jordan. 2001. Genetic interactions between marine finfish
species in European aquaculture and wild conspecifics. Journal of Applied Ichthyology 17: 153–62.

