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1 2 Descamps et al. (2021¢)
1 1 Gattlinger and
Lohaus (2019)
1 2 Descamps et al. (2018)
i 3 Takkis et al. (2015)
1 2 Carrion-Tacuri et al. (2012)
Crops il 4 Descamps et al. (2020)
1 2 Muniz et al. (2013)
Percentage
N 63
of cases supporting the model
Nectar sugar content Natural 1 12 Lopez-Atanacio
plant populations etal. (2022)
P 1 Maluf et al. (2022)
1 2 Descamps et al. (2021a)
1 2 Descamps et al. (2021b)
+ 2 Descamps et al. (2021¢c)
1 2 Descamps et al. (2018)
1 2 Mu et al. (2015)
t 3 Takkis et al. (2015)
t 2 Carrion-Tacuri et al. (2012)
Crops 1 12 Clearwater et al. (2021)
il 4 Descamps et al. (2020)
1 2 Enkegaard et al. (2016)
1 2 Muniz et al. (2013)
1 2 Hoover et al. (2012)
Percentage
5 21
of cases supporting the model
Nectar volume Natural 1 3 Moss and Evans (2022)
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d 2 Descamps et al. (2021a)
¢ 2 Descamps et al. (2021b)
1 2 Descamps et al. (2021c)
4 2 Descamps et al. (2018)
1 2 Mu et al. (2015)
i 6 Takkis et al. (2015)
1 2 Carrién-Tacuri et al. (2012)
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1 1 Hoover et al. (2012)
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Crops 1 2 Rutley et al. (2021)
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1 2 Parrotta et al. (2016)
1 8 Li et al. (2015)
1 8 Lora et al. (2012)
i 4 Miiller et al. (2016)
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. 85
of cases supporting the model
Pollen viability Natural il 3 Branch and Sage (2018)
plant populations
i 2 Descamps et al. (2018)
Crops i 2 Tovane and Aronne (2022)
il 13 Xu et al. (2017)
Percentage
N 100
of cases supporting the model
Pollinator visit Natural 1 6 Lopez-Atanacio
plant populations et al. (2022)
i 3 Maluf et al. (2022)
{ 2 Moss and Evans (2022)
3 4 Creux et al. (2021)
1 1 Descamps et al. (2021b)
1 4 Descamps et al. (2018)
il 3 Norgate et al. (2010)
Crops P 34 Muniz et al. (2013)
P t:
ercentage -

of cases supporting the model

Percentage of publications supporting effects size and observed negative or positive trend for pollinator attractors traits and pollinator visits under increasing air temperature treatments. (1)

significative increasing effect, (1) significative decreasing effect, (1) effect remained constant.
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Floral reward trait Moderator
Qr  p-value Qm p-value Qr p-value Qm p-value

Overall 86.4 <0.001 86.4 <0.001

Plant type 1.24 0.536 4.19 0.123
Nectar sugar concentration

Study approach 8.82 0.012 5.87 0.053

Temperature range 239 0.496 223 0.524

Overall 237 <0.001 237 <0.001

Plant type 0.46 0.796 0.32 0.849
Nectar sugar content

Study approach 1.04 0592 1.02 0.600

Temperature range 0.52 0913 0.50 0917

Overall 277 <0.001 277 <0.001

Plant type 317 0.204 14 0.495
Nectar volume

Study approach 358 0.167 1.95 0.376

Temperature range 4.04 0.257 2.14 0.544

Overall 599 <0.001 599 <0.001

Plant type 329 <0.001 12.8 0.002
Pollen germination

Study approach 27.3 <0.001 1028 0.006

Temperature range 314 <0.001 17.5 0.001

Overall 158 <0.001 162 <0.001

Plant type 578 0.055 5.76 0.056
Pollen viability

Study approach - - - -

Temperature range 521 0.074 5.36 0.147

Overall 608 <0.001 576 <0.001

Plant type 113 0.567 172 0.421
Pollinator visits T T T

Study approach 1.14 0.535 0.48 0.785

Temperature range 44 <0.001 56.2 <0.001

Qr values are given for models without data structure (i.e. no moderator). Significant p-values (<0.05) of Qr and Qy are shown in bold.
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