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Take home message

The shifting climate is expected to become an important
driver of species extinction and redistribution.

The study suggests that
TVAs can be adjusted to
include additional drivers
and species. Surveillance
institutes should consider
using these assessments
to enhance wildlife-borne
disease surveillance.

Two species were
highly vulnerable to
climate change in
the Netherlands
(whiskered myotis,
garden dormouse).

General wildlife health surveillance is based on the voluntary

reporting/collection of dead wild animal specimens.

* Questionable whether this approach covers the whole of the
Netherlands, all the relevant wildlife species, and all (potential)
zoonotic agents.

* Trait-based vulnerability assessments (TVAs) could be used to
refine conservation/surveillance strategies.

TVAs assume that the capability to deal with the impact of a threat i S NN VT : Res U I-I-s

Species vulnerable
to climate change
are relatively poorly
represented in the
DWHC database.

IS dependent on the level of exposure to the threat and on species’
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ecological traits (sensitivity, adaptive capacity) Low adaptive capacity only 4 (6.8%)
Figure 1. TVA framework Exposed only 8 (13.6%)
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Carnivora Chiroptera Lagomorpha 010203040
Cetartiodactyla Eulipotyphla Rodentia
Figure 4. Number of mammalian carcasses per year per order (Figure 4A),
and per location (Figure 4B).
Dataset DWHC (January 2008 and August 2022).
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Figure 5. The number of species per order per vulnerability category (Figure
5A), and the cumulative number of records per order within the DWHC
database (Figure 5B)
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