
Update on Plant-Insect and Multitrophic Interactions

Consequences of Climate Warming and Altered
Precipitation Patterns for Plant-Insect
and Multitrophic Interactions1

Mary A. Jamieson*, Amy M. Trowbridge, Kenneth F. Raffa, and Richard L. Lindroth

Department of Entomology, University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin 53706 (M.A.J., K.F.R., R.L.L.); and
Yellowstone Ecological Research Center, Bozeman, Montana 59718 (A.M.T.)

Understanding and predicting the impacts of anthro-
pogenically driven climate change on species interactions
and ecosystem processes is a critical scientific and soci-
etal challenge. Climate change has important ecological
consequences for species interactions that occur across
multiple trophic levels. In this Update, we broadly
examine recent literature focused on disentangling the
direct and indirect effects of temperature and water
availability on plants, phytophagous insects, and the
natural enemies of these insects, with special attention
given to forest ecosystems. We highlight the role of
temperature in shaping plant and insect metabolism,
growth, development, and phenology. Additionally,
we address the complexity involved in determining
climate-mediated effects on plant-insect and multi-
trophic level interactions as well as the roles of plant
ecophysiological processes in driving both bottom-up
and top-down controls. Climate warming may exac-
erbate plant susceptibility to attack by some insect
groups, particularly under reduced water availability.
Despite considerable growth in research investigating
the effects of climate change on plants and insects, we
lack a mechanistic understanding of how temperature
and precipitation influence species interactions, par-
ticularly with respect to plant defense traits and insect
outbreaks. Moreover, a systematic literature review
reveals that research efforts to date are highly over-
represented by plant studies and suggests a need for
greater attention to plant-insect and multitrophic level
interactions. Understanding the role of climatic varia-
bility and change on such interactions will provide
further insight into links between abiotic and biotic
drivers of community- and ecosystem-level processes.

Anthropogenic activities have led to rapid and un-
precedented increases in atmospheric carbon dioxide
(CO2) and other greenhouse gases, which in turn have
resulted in numerous observable climatic changes,

such as elevated temperature, increased frequency and
severity of extreme weather events (e.g. heat waves
and droughts), and altered precipitation patterns (e.g.
decreased snow cover) (National Research Council,
2010). Species are responding to these climate change
factors, as demonstrated by shifts in phenology (the
timing of key biological and life history events), bio-
geographic ranges, and ecological interactions (Bale
et al., 2002; Parmesan and Yohe, 2003; Hegland et al.,
2009; Robinson et al., 2012). In this Update, we review
and discuss the consequences of climate change on
plant-insect and multitrophic interactions. Specifically,
we address the direct and indirect effects of climate
warming and altered precipitation patterns on plants,
phytophagous insects, and higher trophic level orga-
nisms. We focus on these two components of climate
change, firstly, because temperature is the abiotic fac-
tor that most directly influences insects (Bale et al.,
2002), and secondly, because water availability plays a
prominent role in mediating plant-insect interactions
(Mattson and Haack, 1987; Huberty and Denno, 2004).
Moreover, heat and drought are often interconnected
climatic stressors. While other global change drivers,
such as elevated CO2 and ozone, also have significant
consequences for plant-insect and multitrophic inter-
actions, those effects are beyond the scope of this
Update and have been have been recently reviewed
elsewhere (e.g. Lindroth, 2010; Robinson et al., 2012).

Over the last century, average global surface air
temperatures have increased by 0.81°C, and climate
models project an additional 1.1°C to 6.4°C increase by
the end of the 21st century, with stronger warming
trends in terrestrial habitats and at higher latitudes (see
National Research Council, 2010 and references therein
for observed and predicted patterns discussed here). In
addition to elevated mean temperatures, climate
models predict an increase in the frequency and
intensity of extreme warming events, such as heat
waves. Beyond these global warming trends, climate
change patterns demonstrate strong seasonal and re-
gional signals. For example, mean winter temperatures
in the Midwest and northern Great Plains of the
United States have increased by 4°C over the past 30
years. Compared with temperature, observations for
precipitation are more variable, demonstrating mean
annual increases as well as decreases at regional scales
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and across seasons. In general, climate model predic-
tions for changes in precipitation are more uncertain
than for temperature. However, some specific projec-
tions related to precipitation are considered to be ro-
bust, including expected increases in the total area of
land affected by drought, the number of dry days
annually, and the risk of drought in snowmelt domi-
nated ecosystems. Globally, the land area affected by
drought has doubled since 1970, according to historical
Palmer Drought Index data. Decreased snowpack is
also a well-established consequence of global climate
change, and many mid- to high-latitude regions are
experiencing earlier snowmelt compared with histori-
cal averages: up to 20 d earlier in the western United
States. Early snowmelt, coupled with warmer summer
temperatures, is predicted to decrease summer water
availability in regions dominated by snowmelt (e.g.
the U.S. Intermountain Region).

The effects of climate change on plants and insects
can be direct, resulting from modifications in climate-
sensitive plant and insect traits, or indirect, resulting
from climate-induced changes in their reciprocal partners
and/or higher trophic level organisms, such as predators,

parasitoids, or pathogens of insects (Fig. 1). We con-
sider both direct and indirect effects here because they
can be difficult to disentangle and because their in-
teractions can be important. The composite effect of
climate change on plants and insects reflects some
combination of individual direct and indirect effects on
interacting species. Thus, in some cases, it is not ap-
propriate to disassociate these effects. In this Update,
we address (1) direct and herbivore-mediated effects
on plants, (2) direct and plant-mediated effects on
herbivores, and (3) effects on higher trophic-level or-
ganisms and multitrophic-level species interactions.
Additionally, we review the state of scientific research
on these topics, highlighting areas of research poorly
represented in the literature and discuss the implica-
tions of climate change effects on species interactions
for large-scale environmental change and ecosystem
feedbacks. In addition to limiting this Update to cli-
mate warming and altered precipitation, we restrict
our discussion to natural systems, with special atten-
tion to forest ecosystems.

This Update article is not an exhaustive review.
Rather, it aims to provide a broad, hierarchical overview,

Figure 1. Key traits and processes underlying the response of plants, insect herbivores, and higher trophic level organisms to
climate change. Solid arrows represent direct effects of climate change on species traits (in boxes). Dashed arrows represent
indirect effects resulting from altered trophic interactions (traits along arrows). The gray box highlights indirect effects that can
influence species interactions between and across trophic levels. At the organismal level, direct effects are driven by modifi-
cations in climate-sensitive metabolic and physiological processes. At the population level, altered mortality and reproduction
due to climate change can affect population growth and drive evolutionary change. At the community level, shifts in spatial and
temporal distributions of interacting species may alter resource availability and quality for consumers and top-down controls on
plant productivity. In turn, these direct and indirect effects may lead to cascading and feedback effects on ecosystem level traits,
including carbon sequestration and net ecosystem production.
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which highlights some of the observed and potential
ecological consequences of climate warming and
altered precipitation patterns on plant-insect and
multitrophic species interactions. Consistent with the
intended purpose of Update articles to provide a top-
ical summary that is accessible to a broad audience,
including students and researchers, we present an in-
troduction to key traits and processes important for
understanding plant-insect and multitrophic interac-
tions with respect to climate change. Our primary goal
is to identify major pathways and feedbacks by which
trophic interactions can mediate plant and insect re-
sponses to climate warming and altered precipitation,
namely, increased drought frequency and/or intensity.

DIRECT AND HERBIVORE-MEDIATED CLIMATE
CHANGE EFFECTS ON PLANTS

The principal effects of climate warming on plants
include modification of physiological processes, growth,
development, reproduction/mortality, and phenology
(Fig. 1). For example, temperature is a key factor con-
trolling plant phenology, and elevated temperatures are
expected to advance important phenological stages. In
trees, the critical springtime period of budbreak and
leaf expansion is cued by both photoperiod and tem-
perature (van Asch and Visser, 2007). Genetically de-
termined differences in budbreak phenology among
tree species (i.e. early and late developers) are linked
to photoperiod. Within species, however, budbreak
is temperature dependent. Upon receiving sufficient
winter chilling, buds shift from a dormant phase to
a developmental phase, and maturation is strongly
temperature dependent thereafter. Timing of budbreak
is not only a critical developmental trait for plants, but
also an important trait influencing food availability
and quality for a number of phytophagous insects.
The major physiological processes (e.g. respiration

and photosynthesis) influencing plant growth are also
temperature sensitive, but differentially so, both among
species and plant functional groups (Tjoelker et al.,
1999; Hanson et al., 2005; Rennenberg et al., 2006; Wang
et al., 2012). Net photosynthesis (primary production)
typically peaks within the range of normally experi-
enced temperatures (Kirschbaum, 2000; Berggren et al.,
2009), which as described in the following section, is a
key difference with respect to insect herbivores. By
increasing net photosynthesis and extending the grow-
ing season, warmer temperatures tend to accelerate plant
growth. At middle to high latitudes, plant growth rates
generally increase with temperature (Norby and Luo,
2004). Likewise, a meta-analysis of plant response to
experimental warming revealed that productivity in-
creased with temperature, especially in high latitude
sites (Rustad et al., 2001). Growth enhancement may
be reduced, however, if respiration increases more
strongly than does photosynthesis, in particular under
conditions of heat and drought stress (Rennenberg
et al., 2006; Berggren et al., 2009). Moreover, the net
effect of temperature-induced changes in growth also

depends on physiological acclimation, such as tem-
perature acclimation of leaf respiration, which varies
among species and functional groups (Tjoelker et al.,
1999; Hanson et al., 2005; Rennenberg et al., 2006).

Thus, climate warming may result in positive, neg-
ative, or potentially no effect on forest productivity,
depending on individual species responses under dif-
ferent climate change scenarios as well as interacting
climate change factors (Kirschbaum, 2000). In particular,
the effects of warming may differ depending on water
availability. Warming during dry periods exacerbates
drought stress, insect defoliation, and climate-driven
vegetation mortality (Carnicer et al., 2011; McDowell
et al., 2011). Moreover, temperature and precipitation
can interact in complex ways. For example, reduced
snow cover arising from both winter drought and warm
temperatures can result in root freezing during inter-
mittent cold events and subsequent tree mortality due
to water stress during summer (Hennon et al., 2012).
Both the magnitude and timing of changes in temper-
ature and precipitation regimes are critical for plant
growth, reproduction, mortality, and the suitability of
plants as food resources for phytophagous insects.

Temperature influences not only the quantity but
also the quality of primary production. In trees, the
period of leaf flush and expansion is marked by de-
clining foliar nitrogen (protein) and water, concomi-
tant with increasing tannins, terpenoids, and physical
toughness (Hunter and Lechowicz, 1992; Nealis and
Nault, 2005). Thus, warming-accelerated leaf matura-
tion may contract periods of high-quality foliar tissue
availability for herbivores. Temperature also affects
foliar quality independent of effects on leaf develop-
ment rates. A meta-analysis by Zvereva and Kozlov
(2006) revealed that both sugar and starch levels tend
to decline under elevated temperatures, while tissue
nitrogen concentrations are unaffected, on average,
demonstrating that the nutritional quality of plant
tissues for phytophagous insects will likely change
with climate warming. Similarly, water availability
influences plant quality for herbivores and can differ-
entially affect insect feeding guilds (Huberty and Denno,
2004). Drought tends to elevate levels of sugars and
nitrogen in foliage of woody plants (Mattson and
Haack, 1987; Koricheva et al., 1998b). Because warm-
ing climates will increase the frequency and intensity
of drought events, studies evaluating the interactive
effects of temperature and water limitation represent a
critical area of future research.

Surprisingly little is known about the impacts of ele-
vated temperature on concentrations of secondary me-
tabolites in plants (Bidart-Bouzat and Imeh-Nathaniel,
2008). According to the growth-differentiation balance
hypothesis (Herms and Mattson, 1992), if resources (e.g.
light and nutrients) are not limiting, warming-accelerated
photosynthesis should contribute to growth rather than
defense, and levels of C-based secondary compounds
should decline. Indeed, levels of phenolic constituents
(e.g. flavonoids and tannins) generally do decline with
warming, but levels of terpenoids typically increase
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(Zvereva and Kozlov, 2006; Bidart-Bouzat and Imeh-
Nathaniel, 2008). In studies that have assessed the effects
of elevated temperature on plant secondary chemistry,
results suggest that the effects may be species and/or
context specific. For example, Kuokkanen et al. (2001)
reported that elevated temperatures decreased levels of
flavonol glycosides and phenolics but did not affect
levels of tannins in silver birch (Betula pendula), whereas
Sallas et al. (2003) found that warming did not affect
phenolics but did increase concentrations of terpenoids
in both spruce (Picea abies) and pine (Pinus sylvestris).
Water availability and drought stress can also influence
levels of plant secondary metabolites, such as cyano-
genic glycosides, glucosinolates, and terpenoids, al-
though changes in these allelochemicals also vary
among species and in different contexts (Mattson and
Haack, 1987; Llusia and Penuelas, 1998; Gutbrodt
et al., 2011). Such variation in phytochemical response
to temperature and water availability makes it difficult
to predict how future climate change scenarios will
alter plant resistance across species and ecosystems.

The direct effects of climate change will influence
not only plant resistance to insect attack, but also plant
tolerance to insect damage. However, very little re-
search has addressed the effects of climate change for
plant tolerance traits (e.g. compensatory growth). Ex-
tensive springtime defoliation of deciduous trees, such as
aspen (Populus tremuloides), reduces subsequent growth
rates (Stevens et al., 2007), but climate change may alter
plant tolerance and performance. For example, Huttunen
et al. (2007) reported that silver birch trees have a high
capacity to tolerate defoliation and that under the
combination of warmer temperatures and elevated
CO2, defoliated trees grew better than undefoliated
controls. Because elevated temperatures both increase
net primary production and extend the growing season,
warmingmay improve the ability of plants to compensate
for defoliation. Alternatively, if warming exacerbates
drought conditions, plants may be less tolerant of her-
bivory. Moreover, the direct and indirect effects of climate
change on insects may affect the type of damage plants
experience via community shifts in dominant herbivore
species or insect feeding guilds as well as changes in the
levels of damage, which could lead to herbivore-mediated
indirect climate change effects on plant tolerance.

DIRECT AND PLANT-MEDIATED CLIMATE CHANGE
EFFECTS ON HERBIVORES

Temperature regulates the metabolism and physiology
of insects; thus, climate warming can directly affect the
development, growth, reproduction, overwinter survival,
behavior, and phenology of phytophagous insects (Fig. 1).
Insect metabolic rates are highly sensitive to temperature,
roughly doubling with an increase of 10°C across the full
range of regularly experienced temperatures (Bale et al.,
2002; Berggren et al., 2009). Accelerated metabolism leads
to higher consumption, growth, and development rates.
Faster development, in turn, may lead to population
increases via reduced generation time and decreased

exposure to natural enemies. Moreover, warmer late-
winter and early-spring temperatures tend to enhance
insect survival (Bale et al., 2002). Already, warming-
induced population outbreaks have been shown to
arise from a combination of accelerated development
and reduced overwintering mortality. For example, re-
cent outbreaks of spruce beetles (Dendroctonus rufipennis)
and mountain pine beetles (Dendroctonus ponderosae) in
western North America have been linked with altered
life cycles, in particular changes in voltinism (number of
annual broods), related to climate warming (Logan
et al., 2003; Powell and Bentz, 2009). In some cases,
once populations increased in response to initial high
temperatures and low precipitation, positive feedbacks
between insect density and host selection behavior
continued to drive the outbreak cycle, even after initial
abiotic releasers returned to normal. Because both re-
cent climate history and predictive climate models
indicate future increases in climatic variability as well
as elevated temperatures, the likelihood of surpassing
critical insect herbivore population thresholds will in-
crease in coming decades (Raffa et al., 2008).

Similar to plants, insect phenology is cued primarily
by photoperiod and temperature (van Asch and Visser,
2007). For phytophagous insects at middle to high lat-
itudes that overwinter in diapause, late-season photo-
period is the major cue for onset of diapause, whereas
early-season temperature is the primary cue for initi-
ation of development (e.g. eclosion). As a consequence,
one of the main effects of climate warming is earlier
emergence and development of these insects. Climate
warming during the last several decades, which is
below projected future rates of change, has already
contributed to phenological advances in many insect
species (Bale et al., 2002; Parmesan and Yohe, 2003).
Because insect metabolism is more sensitive than plant
metabolism to temperature increases, insect development
(and consumption) may respond more strongly and/
or rapidly than plant development (and growth) to
climate warming (Bale et al., 2002; Berggren et al.,
2009; O’Connor, 2009). The disruption of phenological
synchrony between insects and their host plants is
regarded as one of the most important potential con-
sequences of climate change for plant-insect interac-
tions (Bale et al., 2002; Parmesan and Yohe, 2003). This
is especially true for early spring emerging insects,
including some outbreak species such as forest tent
caterpillar (Malacosoma disstria) and spruce budworm
(Choristoneura fumiferana), whose fitness is tightly linked
to phenological synchrony with their host plant (Parry
et al., 1998; Thomson, 2009). Because foliar quality de-
clines with maturation (i.e. nitrogen and water decrease,
while tannins, lignin, and physical toughness increase),
larvae that emerge and feed synchronously with early
phases of leaf flush and expansion often have higher
fitness than those that feed in later phases (Parry et al.,
1998; Jones and Despland, 2006).

Climate warming and drought may also indirectly
influence phytophagous insects via changes in food
quality, including nutritional and defensive traits that
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occur independently of phenology. As previously de-
scribed, warming tends to reduce levels of phenolics but
increase levels of terpenoids in plant foliage (Zvereva
and Kozlov, 2006; Bidart-Bouzat and Imeh-Nathaniel,
2008). Likewise, drought can also increase and/or de-
crease terpenoids (e.g. Mattson and Haack, 1987; Llusia
and Penuelas, 1998), glucosinolates (e.g. Gutbrodt et al.,
2011), and other groups of defense compounds. Thus,
warming and decreased water availability may alter the
dynamics of plant-insect interactions that are influenced
by levels of foliar chemical constituents; for example,
phenolic glycosides affect gypsy moths (Lymantria
dispar) feeding on aspen (Donaldson and Lindroth,
2007), terpenoids affect spruce budworms on Douglas
fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii; Nealis and Nault, 2005), and
glucosinolates affect cotton leafworms (Spodoperta lit-
toralis) on garlic mustard (Alliaria petiolata; Gutbrodt
et al., 2011). The consequences of warming and drought
stress on host plant quality will likely influence the per-
formance of herbivorous insects, although the magnitude
and direction of responses will vary among specialists
versus generalists, feeding guilds, and insect species
(Koricheva et al., 1998a; Huberty and Denno, 2004;
Gutbrodt et al., 2011). Furthermore, the direct and plant-
mediated effects of climate change on insect growth and
development will alter exposure to and defense against
natural enemies (predators, parasitoids, and pathogens).
Compared with plants and insect herbivores, these nat-
ural enemies may exhibit differential rates (e.g. growth,
consumption, and development) of change in response to
climate warming and altered precipitation regimes.

CLIMATE CHANGE AND MULTITROPHIC LEVEL
SPECIES INTERACTIONS

Despite the large body of literature describing the ef-
fects of climate warming on plant and insect physiological
processes, performance, and phenology, research on
climate change effects on higher trophic level orga-
nisms and multitrophic interactions is sparse (see fol-
lowing section). This lack of information is due in part
to the difficulty and logistical challenges of assessing
mechanisms underlying multicomponent indirect ef-
fects as well as the influence of external controls, such
as temperature, on interactive effects across trophic
levels. Nevertheless, phytophagous insects are regu-
lated by a suite of top-down (e.g. natural enemies) and
bottom-up (e.g. host plant availability and quality)
controls. Both forces interact to affect insect behavior,
performance, and population dynamics (Berryman,
1996; Kidd and Jervis, 1997; Awmack and Leather,
2002). Moreover, climate-mediated effects on higher
trophic level organisms can influence plant perfor-
mance and ecosystem productivity via trophic cas-
cades; for example, the direct negative effects of
parasitoids and other predators on herbivores can lead
to indirect positive effects on plants.
Natural enemies (e.g. predators, parasitoids, and

pathogens) exert significant control over the popula-
tion densities of insect herbivores and outbreak species

(Berryman, 1996; Kidd and Jervis, 1997; Kapari et al.,
2006). Climate change may have important direct and
indirect effects on the performance, phenology, be-
havior, and fitness of these higher trophic level orga-
nisms (Fig. 1). For example, elevated temperatures
may increase parasitoid vital rates, such as metabolic
and developmental rates (Hance et al., 2007), similar to
phytophagous insects, potentially resulting in a greater
number of generations per year. Also, temperature and
water availability can influence entomopathogens,
such as the fungal pathogen Entomophaga maimaiga,
which is an important biotic agent regulating gypsy
moth populations (Siegert et al., 2009). At higher tro-
phic levels, rates of change and magnitude of response
may differ compared with host insect species due to
variation in plasticity of traits, such as voltinism, or
differences in thermal preference-performance rela-
tionships (Hance et al., 2007). For example, Barton
(2010) showed a decrease in spatial overlap between
predatory spiders and grasshopper prey as a result of
differential responses to warming, which allowed
herbivorous grasshoppers to increase feeding time.

Food availability and quality for higher trophic level
organisms is dependent on host insect response to
climate change, which in turn may be affected by host
plant response. Thus, elevated temperatures and al-
tered precipitation regimes could disrupt multitrophic
interactions, potentially releasing herbivore populations
in systems where tripartite phenological synchronies
become disassociated. Additionally, climate-induced
changes in host plant nutritional and defensive chem-
istry can alter insect herbivore developmental rates and
elemental tissue composition (e.g. nitrogen or toxins),
thereby affecting the availability and quality of food
resources for parasitoids and other predators (Mattson
and Haack, 1987; Berryman, 1996; Ode, 2006). More-
over, in some cases, the nutritional ecology of insect
herbivores is mediated by their associations with mi-
crobial symbionts, and the relative abundance of
symbiotic species can be influenced by temperature
(Six and Bentz, 2007).

Parasitoids and predators rely on unique blends of
damage-induced plant volatile organic compounds
(VOCs) to efficiently locate their host insects. These
compounds are considered to be indirect plant de-
fenses, and emissions of VOCs often increase in re-
sponse to a number of biotic and abiotic stressors
(Holopainen and Gershenzon, 2010). In response to
damage caused by insects, plants can up-regulate the
synthesis of secondary metabolites and/or elicit release
of VOCs, which is considered one form of induced plant
resistance. Such induced defenses can alter future her-
bivory, and potentially subsequent outbreaks, via direct
and indirect effects on insect herbivore and/or natural
enemy populations. Under elevated temperatures, plant
volatile compounds can also experience higher levels
of biosynthesis and larger emission rates (Niinemets
et al., 2004; Holopainen and Gershenzon, 2010). How-
ever, the effects of climate warming on the quantity and
quality of VOC production and emissions (i.e. plant
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chemical signaling) depends on the combined effects of
abiotic and biotic factors, including (1) interactions
among climate change factors (e.g. water availability),
(2) plant traits (e.g. carbon assimilation rates), and (3)
herbivore attack (e.g. type and amount of damage).
Thus, while emission rates are expected to increase
under climate warming, drought, for example, may
reduce emissions through ecophysiological controls
(Llusia and Penuelas, 1998; Yuan et al., 2009). Ulti-
mately, climate-induced changes in VOC production
and emissions may influence parasitoid and predator
recruitment as well as top-down controls on herbivore
population densities.

Generalist and specialist insect herbivores have adap-
ted mechanisms to metabolize, detoxify, and, in some
cases, sequester defense compounds found in plant
tissues (Nishida, 2002; Schoonhoven et al., 2005). The
energetic costs associated with processing these sec-
ondary compounds can reduce resources available
for other biological functions, including reproduction,
growth, and immune response (Awmack and Leather,
2002; Nishida, 2002; Schoonhoven et al., 2005). Thus,
the direct effects of climate change on plants may lead
to indirect effects on insect herbivores as well as higher
trophic levels. In particular, insect herbivores that se-
quester plant compounds for their own protection
against natural enemies (Nishida, 2002) may be af-
fected by such indirect effects. For these species, host
plant chemistry can affect the levels of defenses se-
questered (e.g. Jamieson and Bowers, 2012), which can
influence palatability to predators (e.g. Camara, 1997)
and susceptibility to parasitism (e.g. Smilanich et al.,
2009). For higher trophic level organisms, indirect ef-
fects of climate change may become attenuated or
amplified through the food chain, making multitrophic
species interactions even more complex and less trac-
table than plant-insect interactions. Few studies have
synthesized the effects of temperature and water avail-
ability on multitrophic interactions from both bottom-
up and top-down perspectives.

STATE OF THE FIELD: RESEARCH BIASES AND GAPS

To review research progress, biases, and gaps in
knowledge, we conducted a series of Web of Knowl-
edge searches to identify and characterize patterns in
the number of studies published on the topics dis-
cussed in this Update (Fig. 2). Scientific literature ex-
amining the effects of climate warming on plants and
insects has increased exponentially since the 1980s,
with approximately 20,000 publications to date (not
exclusive to natural or forest ecosystems). Because
searches that retrieve more than 5,000 results yield
approximate rather than the actual number of publi-
cations, we choose to limit our search by focusing on
the effects of climate warming on plant, insect, and
natural enemy development, growth, or phenology
(see Fig. 2 for methods). We selected these search terms
(i.e. development, growth, or phenology) because they

are relevant traits for species across trophic levels. The
most significant finding of our literature search was the
strong bias toward research on plants, which accounted
for more than 85% of all publications identified using
our search terms.

Although research investigating climate-warming
effects on plants and insects first emerged in the field
of agricultural ecology, growth in publications does
not appear to be driven by agroecology, as only a small
fraction (,20%) of the studies identified were based in
agricultural systems. Increases in publication rates have
occurred primarily in the last decade, ranging from a 6-
to 9-fold increase across trophic levels (Fig. 2A). The
number of studies on insects (all taxonomic and func-
tional groups) pales in comparison to the number on
plants, which is a notable difference considering insects
represent a greater contribution to biodiversity (more
than 3 times the number of species) compared with
plants. Moreover, in spite of the well-established eco-
logical and economic importance of insect herbivores,
research specifically recognizing this functional group
represents a small subset of the cumulative number of
studies on insects (241 of the 935). Overall, research on
plants, alone, is nearly 10 times greater than on plant-
insect interactions, which in turn is approximately 10
times greater than on higher trophic level organisms
and/or multitrophic interactions (Fig. 2B).

Despite overall growth in research examining biotic
effects of climate warming, there is a gap in knowledge
regarding the consequences of climate change for spe-
cies interactions across trophic levels, including plant-
insect and multitrophic level interactions. Considering
the importance of top-down controls for plant and in-
sect performance and population dynamics as well as
ecosystem productivity, it is important to understand
how climate change may affect these types of species
interactions. In particular, we propose that research on
plant defense strategies (i.e. both resistance and toler-
ance traits) and the role of these traits in mediating
plant-insect and multitrophic level interactions should
be a priority area of future studies, especially given the
potential for insect pest and outbreak species to drive
large-scale ecological and environmental change in re-
sponse to climate change.

LARGE-SCALE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE AND
ECOSYSTEM FEEDBACKS

Some phytophagous insect pests will likely increase in
abundance due to accelerated development, increased
reproduction, and decreased overwinter mortality with
climate warming, which may lead to higher levels of
host plant damage. As indicated in the preceding text,
however, individual plant and insect species may re-
spond differently. For example, Roy et al. (2004) reported
variable responses of herbivores and plant pathogens
in response to warming, which led to differing damage
patterns among host plant species. Complex interactions
between the changing thermal environment and the
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ecology of individual species may result in future sce-
narios where host plants are exposed to novel pests, a
situation that often favors outbreaks and large-scale en-
vironmental change (Roy et al., 2004). Although plants
have evolved defenses against insect herbivores, some
insects, in particular some outbreak species, have simi-
larly evolved strategies that overwhelm these plant de-
fenses. For example, well-timed simultaneous emergence
of herbivores, such as mountain pine beetles (Den-
droctonus ponderosae), can facilitate mass attacks needed
to weaken host plant defenses, while also avoiding ex-
posure of susceptible insect stages to cold temperatures
(e.g. adaptive seasonality; Powell and Logan, 2005).
Climate change, in particular increased drought fre-

quency, can influence plant damage by insect herbi-
vores, via changes in plant water status and physiology
(McDowell et al., 2011). For example, drought stress has
been shown to reduce tree resistance to bark beetle in-
festation in spruce and pine (Cobb et al., 1997; Berg et al.,
2006) and increase insect defoliation on a large-scale
community-wide level in temperate forest ecosystems
(e.g. Carnicer et al., 2011). The fundamental mechanisms
underlying plant susceptibility to insect attack and mor-
tality during drought, however, remain poorly under-
stood (McDowell et al., 2011). A number of hypotheses
have emerged to explain how drought induces broad-
scale vegetation mortality, including that water stress
causes plants to become carbon deficient due to met-
abolic limitations, reducing tolerance and resistance to
pest damage (McDowell et al., 2011). Even when water

is not limiting, rising temperatures can affect plant
water status by increasing the vapor pressure deficit
and decreasing stomatal conductance (Kirschbaum,
2000; Hanson et al., 2005; Adams et al., 2009), which
may ultimately decrease labile carbon storage, secondary
metabolism, and plant resistance. Likewise, interactions
between precipitation and temperature can increase plant
susceptibility to insect attack, such as when temperature
increases drought stress or when lack of snow cover
extends root dormancy and decreases or delays early-
season resin flow in trees (Raffa et al., 2008).

Climate-plant-insect relationships have important
implications for biogeochemical cycling, biosphere-
atmosphere interactions, and global carbon, water, and
energy budgets (Adams et al., 2009; McDowell et al.,
2011). Globally, a number of woody plant species have
experienced extensive die-offs as a result of drought,
warmer temperatures, and/or the presence of insect
pests and pathogens (Logan et al., 2003; Carnicer et al.,
2011; McDowell et al., 2011). Moreover, a number of
studies indicate that the frequency and severity of
outbreaks by some forest pests will intensify in re-
sponse to predicted climate change (Logan et al., 2003;
Hicke et al., 2006). Forest ecosystems support interactions
that occur across trophic levels, and predicted global
environmental change may amplify pest outbreaks and
associated natural disturbances, which can lead to
large-scale community shifts, environmental change,
and ecosystem feedbacks (Raffa et al., 2008). For
example, climate-released outbreaks of mountain pine

Figure 2. Overview of literature examining effects of climate warming on plants, insects, and higher trophic level organisms. A,
Cumulative number of studies (log scale) from 1980 to 2012 located using Web of Knowledge. Common topic and boolean
search terms included (“climate change” or “global change”) and (temperature or warming) and (growth or development or
phenology). Unique search terms for individual trophic categories (graphed lines) included (1) plant (not insect), (2) insect, (3)
insect and (herbiv* or outbreak), (4) insect and (parasit* or predator* or tritrophic or multitrophic). B, Comparison of studies on
(1) plants, (2) plant-insect interactions, and (3) higher trophic or multitrophic level interactions. Search terms were the same as
those used in A, excluding the section representing plant-insect interactions, which involved search terms insect and plant. All
searches were conducted August 15, 2012 using Web of Knowledge at the University of Wisconsin.
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beetle can reduce carbon sequestration and alter other
ecosystem processes (Kurz et al., 2008; McDowell et al.,
2011), both of which can increase the likelihood of
subsequent outbreaks. Research investigating the con-
sequences and feedbacks of climatic variability on
plant-insect interactions at multiple levels of ecological
organization, from community dynamics to ecosystem
functioning, is needed to better predict large-scale en-
vironmental responses to climate change.

CONCLUSION

In general, we have discussed climate warming and
altered precipitation patterns from a broad perspective
in this Update. Predicting how these climate factors
will change in the future and interact to influence
ecological interactions is complex and requires more
precise approaches. For example, future studies should
attempt to resolve the relative influence of seasonal
changes (e.g. summer versus winter) within a local and
regional context, as temperature and water availability
act at these temporal and spatial scales to influence the
physiology, growth, development, and phenology of
organisms and ecological interactions among species.
Likewise, researchers should consider local and re-
gional climate projections, rather than global change
predictions, when developing hypotheses and making
climate-based predictions. For instance, while some
northern latitudes are expected to experience greater
annual precipitation, summer water availability may
decrease in snowmelt-dominated systems. Moreover,
such changes in precipitation may be more important
for plants compared with phytophagous insects or
their natural enemies. Examination of the historic role
of climate variability on the physiology and life history
strategies of organisms as well as the ecology of species
interactions can help elucidate mechanisms underlying
species’ responses to future climate change.

In addition to elevated temperature and altered pre-
cipitation patterns, a number of other human-caused
global environmental change factors, including increased
ambient CO2 and ozone levels, nitrogen inputs, biological
invasions, land-use change, and habitat fragmentation,
will also play important roles in shaping plant-insect and
multitrophic interactions. Disentangling the complex
interactions among these global environmental changes
represents one of the greatest challenges for ecologists.
A number of approaches exist for tackling this chal-
lenge, such as manipulative field or laboratory-based
experiments, simulation or theoretical modeling, and
examination of response patterns through correlative
and/or observational studies. Of course, each method
has unique strengths and limitations. For example, mani-
pulative warming experiments may underestimate phe-
nological response to climate change (Wolkovich et al.,
2012) and necessarily exclude some variables to assure
adequate replication. Nevertheless, these experiments
provide the greatest power for determining mechanisms
(e.g. metabolic and physiological processes) underlying

species’ responses. Observational studies, in contrast, are
well suited for detecting broad patterns and multifaceted
relationships but are prone to spurious correlations or can
miss important drivers, especially in systems in which
critical thresholds separate regimes with inherently
different dynamics (Raffa et al., 2008). These different re-
search strategies are complementary, and system-specific
combinations of approaches will be needed to improve
our understanding of how climate change will affect
species interactions in environments of the future.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank two anonymous reviewers for thoughtful comments and sug-
gestions for improving this article.

Received August 29, 2012; accepted October 3, 2012; published October 5,
2012.

LITERATURE CITED

Adams HD, Guardiola-Claramonte M, Barron-Gafford GA, Villegas JC,
Breshears DD, Zou CB, Troch PA, Huxman TE (2009) Temperature
sensitivity of drought-induced tree mortality portends increased re-
gional die-off under global-change-type drought. Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA 106: 7063–7066

Awmack CS, Leather SR (2002) Host plant quality and fecundity in her-
bivorous insects. Annu Rev Entomol 47: 817–844

Bale JS, Masters GJ, Hodkinson ID, Awmack C, Bezemer TM, Brown VK,
Butterfield J, Buse A, Coulson JC, Farrar J, et al (2002) Herbivory in
global climate change research: direct effects of rising temperature on
insect herbivores. Glob Change Biol 8: 1–16

Barton BT (2010) Climate warming and predation risk during herbivore
ontogeny. Ecology 91: 2811–2818

Berg EE, David Henry J, Fastie CL, De Volder AD, Matsuoka SM (2006)
Spruce beetle outbreaks on the Kenai Peninsula, Alaska, and Kluane
National Park and Reserve, Yukon Territory: Relationship to summer
temperatures and regional differences in disturbance regimes. For Ecol
Manage 227: 219

Berggren A, Björkman C, Bylund H, Ayres MP (2009) The distribution and
abundance of animal populations in a climate of uncertainty. Oikos 118:
1121–1126

Berryman AA (1996) What causes population cycles of forest Lepidoptera?
Trends Ecol Evol 11: 28–32

Bidart-Bouzat MG, Imeh-Nathaniel A (2008) Global change effects on
plant chemical defenses against insect herbivores. J Integr Plant Biol 50:
1339–1354

Camara MD (1997) Predator responses to sequestered plant toxins in
Buckeye caterpillars: are tritrophic interactions locally variable? J Chem
Ecol 23: 2093–2106

Carnicer J, Coll M, Ninyerola M, Pons X, Sánchez G, Peñuelas J (2011)
Widespread crown condition decline, food web disruption, and ampli-
fied tree mortality with increased climate change-type drought. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 108: 1474–1478

Cobb NS, Mopper S, Gehring CA, Caouette M, Christensen KM,
Whitham TG (1997) Increased moth herbivory associated with envi-
ronmental stress of pinyon pine at local and regional levels. Oecologia
109: 389

Donaldson JR, Lindroth RL (2007) Genetics, environment, and their in-
teraction determine efficacy of chemical defense in trembling aspen.
Ecology 88: 729–739

Gutbrodt B, Mody K, Dorn S (2011) Drought changes plant chemistry and
causes contrasting responses in lepidopteran herbivores. Oikos 120:
1732–1740

Hance T, van Baaren J, Vernon P, Boivin G (2007) Impact of extreme
temperatures on parasitoids in a climate change perspective. Annu Rev
Entomol 52: 107–126

Hanson PJ, Wullschleger SD, Norby RJ, Tschaplinski TJ, Gunderson CA
(2005) Importance of changing CO2, temperature, precipitation, and ozone on

1726 Plant Physiol. Vol. 160, 2012

Jamieson et al.



carbon and water cycles of an upland-oak forest: incorporating experimental
results into model simulations. Glob Change Biol 11: 1402–1423

Herms DA, Mattson WJ (1992) The dilemma of plants - to grow or defend.
Q Rev Biol 67: 283–335

Hegland SJ, Nielsen A, Lázaro A, Bjerknes AL, Totland O (2009) How does
climate warming affect plant-pollinator interactions? Ecol Lett 12: 184–195

Hennon PE, D’Amore DV, Schaberg PG, Wittwer DT, Shanley CS (2012)
Shifting climate, altered niche, and a dynamic conservation strategy for yel-
low cedar in the north Pacific coastal rainforest. Bioscience 62: 147–158

Hicke JA, Logan JA, Powell J, Ojima DS (2006) Changing temperatures influ-
ence suitability for modeled mountain pine beetle (Dendroctonus ponderosae)
outbreaks in the western United States. J Geophys Res 111: G02019

Holopainen JK, Gershenzon J (2010) Multiple stress factors and the
emission of plant VOCs. Trends Plant Sci 15: 176–184

Huberty AF, Denno RF (2004) Plant water stress and its consequences for
herbivorous insects: A new synthesis. Ecology 85: 1383–1398

Hunter AF, Lechowicz MJ (1992) Foliage quality changes during canopy
development of some northern hardwood trees. Oecologia 89: 316–323

Huttunen L, Niemelä P, Peltola H, Heiska S, Rousi M, Kellomäki S (2007)
Is a defoliated silver birch seedling able to overcompensate the growth
under changing climate? Environ Exp Bot 60: 227–238

Jamieson MA, Bowers MD (2012) Plant-mediated effects of soil nitrogen
enrichment on a chemically defended specialist herbivore, Calophasia
lunula. Ecol Entomol 37: 300–308

Jones BC, Despland E (2006) Effects of synchronization with host plant
phenology occur early in the larval development of a spring folivore.
Can J Zool 84: 628–633

Kapari L, Haukioja E, Rantala MJ, Ruuhola T (2006) Defoliating insect
immune defense interacts with induced plant defense during a popu-
lation outbreak. Ecology 87: 291–296

Kidd NAC, Jervis MA (1997) The Impact of Parasitoids and Predators on
Forest Insect Populations. Chapman & Hall, London

Kirschbaum MUF (2000) Forest growth and species distribution in a
changing climate. Tree Physiol 20: 309–322

Koricheva J, Larsson S, Haukioja E (1998a) Insect performance on experimen-
tally stressed woody plants: a meta-analysis. Annu Rev Entomol 43: 195–216

Koricheva J, Larsson S, Haukioja E, Keinänen M (1998b) Regulation of
woody plant secondary metabolism by resource availability: hypothesis
testing by means of meta- analysis. Oikos 83: 212–226

Kuokkanen K, Julkunen-Tiitto R, Keinänen M, Niemelä P, Tahvanainen
J (2001) The effect of elevated CO2 and temperature on the secondary
chemistry of Betula pendula seedlings. Trees (Berl West) 15: 378–384

Kurz WA, Dymond CC, Stinson G, Rampley GJ, Neilson ET, Carroll AL,
Ebata T, Safranyik L (2008) Mountain pine beetle and forest carbon
feedback to climate change. Nature 452: 987–990

Lindroth RL (2010) Impacts of elevated atmospheric CO2 and O3 on forests: phy-
tochemistry, trophic interactions, and ecosystem dynamics. J Chem Ecol 36: 2–21

Logan JA, Regniere J, Powell JA (2003) Assessing the impacts of global
warming on forest pest dynamics. Front Ecol Environ 1: 130–137

Llusia J, Penuelas J (1998) Changes in terpene content and emission in
potted Mediterranean woody plants under severe drought. Can J Bot 76:
1366–1373

Mattson WJ, Haack RA (1987) The role of drought in outbreaks of plant-
eating insects. Bioscience 37: 110–118

McDowell NG, Beerling DJ, Breshears DD, Fisher RA, Raffa KF, Stitt M
(2011) The interdependence of mechanisms underlying climate-driven
vegetation mortality. Trends Ecol Evol 26: 523–532

National Research Council (2010) Advancing the Science of Climate
Change. The National Academies Press, Washington, DC

Niinemets U, Loreto F, Reichstein M (2004) Physiological and physico-
chemical controls on foliar volatile organic compound emissions. Trends
Plant Sci 9: 180–186

Norby RJ, Luo YQ (2004) Evaluating ecosystem responses to rising atmo-
spheric CO2 and global warming in a multi-factor world. New Phytol
162: 281–293

Nealis VG, Nault JR (2005) Seasonal changes in foliar terpenes indicate
suitability of Douglas-fir buds for western spruce budworm. J Chem
Ecol 31: 683–696

Nishida R (2002) Sequestration of defensive substances from plants by
Lepidoptera. Annu Rev Entomol 47: 57–92

O’Connor MI (2009) Warming strengthens an herbivore-plant interaction.
Ecology 90: 388–398

Ode PJ (2006) Plant chemistry and natural enemy fitness: effects on her-
bivore and natural enemy interactions. Annu Rev Entomol 51: 163–185

Parmesan C, Yohe G (2003) A globally coherent fingerprint of climate
change impacts across natural systems. Nature 421: 37–42

Parry D, Spence JR, Volney WJA (1998) Budbreak phenology and natural
enemies mediate survival of first-instar forest tent caterpillar (Lepi-
doptera: Lasiocampidae). Environ Entomol 27: 1368–1374

Powell JA, Bentz BJ (2009) Connecting phenological predictions with
population growth rates for mountain pine beetle, an outbreak insect.
Landsc Ecol 24: 657–672

Powell JA, Logan JA (2005) Insect seasonality: circle map analysis of
temperature-driven life cycles. Theor Popul Biol 67: 161–179

Raffa KF, Aukema BH, Bentz BJ, Carroll AL, Hicke JA, Turner MG,
Romme WH (2008) Cross-scale drivers of natural disturbances prone to
anthropogenic amplification: The dynamics of bark beetle eruptions.
Bioscience 58: 501–517

Rennenberg H, Loreto F, Polle A, Brilli F, Fares S, Beniwal RS, Gessler A
(2006) Physiological responses of forest trees to heat and drought. Plant
Biol (Stuttg) 8: 556–571

Robinson EA, Ryan GD, Newman JA (2012) A meta-analytical review of
the effects of elevated CO2 on plant-arthropod interactions highlights
the importance of interacting environmental and biological variables.
New Phytol 194: 321–336

Roy BA, Gusewell S, Harte J (2004) Response of plant pathogens and
herbivores to a warming experiment. Ecology 85: 2570–2581

Rustad LE, Campbell JL, Marion GM, Norby RJ, Mitchell MJ, Hartley AE,
Cornelissen JHC, Gurevitch J (2001) A meta-analysis of the response of
soil respiration, net nitrogen mineralization, and aboveground plant
growth to experimental ecosystem warming. Oecologia 126: 543–562

Sallas L, Luomala EM, Ultriainen J, Kainulainen P, Holopainen JK (2003)
Contrasting effects of elevated carbon dioxide concentration and tem-
perature on Rubisco activity, chlorophyll fluorescence, needle ultra-
structure and secondary metabolites in conifer seedlings. Tree Physiol
23: 97–108

Schoonhoven LM, Loon JJA, Dicke M (2005) Insect-Plant Biology. Oxford
University Press, Oxford, UK

Siegert NW, McCullough DG, Venette RC, Hajek AE, Andresen JA (2009)
Assessing the climatic potential for epizootics of the gypsy moth fungal
pathogen Entomophaga maimaiga in the North Central United States. Can
J For Res 39: 1958–1970

Smilanich AM, Dyer LA, Gentry GL (2009) The insect immune response
and other putative defenses as effective predictors of parasitism. Ecol-
ogy 90: 1434–1440

Six DL, Bentz BJ (2007) Temperature determines symbiont abundance in a
multipartite bark beetle-fungus ectosymbiosis. Microb Ecol 54: 112–118

Stevens MT, Waller DM, Lindroth RL (2007) Resistance and tolerance in
Populus tremuloides: genetic variation, costs, and environmental depen-
dency. Evol Ecol 21: 829–847

Thomson AJ (2009) Relationship of spruce budworm (Choristoneura fumi-
ferana) emergence and balsam fir (Abies balsamea) bud flush to climate
indices. Forest Chron 85: 625–630

Tjoelker MG, Oleksyn J, Reich PB (1999) Acclimation of respiration to
temperature and CO2 in seedlings of boreal tree species in relation to
plant size and relative growth rate. Glob Change Biol 5: 679–691

van Asch M, Visser ME (2007) Phenology of forest caterpillars and their
host trees: the importance of synchrony. Annu Rev Entomol 52: 37–55

Wang D, Heckathorn SA, Wang XZ, Philpott SM (2012) A meta-analysis of
plant physiological and growth responses to temperature and elevated
CO2. Oecologia 169: 1–13

Wolkovich EM, Cook BI, Allen JM, Crimmins TM, Betancourt JL, Travers
SE, Pau S, Regetz J, Davies TJ, Kraft NJB, et al (2012) Warming ex-
periments underpredict plant phenological responses to climate change.
Nature 485: 494–497

Yuan JS, Himanen SJ, Holopainen JK, Chen F, Stewart CN Jr (2009)
Smelling global climate change: mitigation of function for plant volatile
organic compounds. Trends Ecol Evol 24: 323–331

Zvereva EL, Kozlov MV (2006) Consequences of simultaneous elevation of
carbon dioxide and temperature for plant-herbivore interactions: a
meta-analysis. Glob Change Biol 12: 27–41

Plant Physiol. Vol. 160, 2012 1727

Climate Change and Species Interactions


