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Background Results Discussion
* Global patterns of mammalian species richness oo jzz jzz * Temperature seasonality and net primary
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geographic constraints 180 I g g strongest predictors of mammalian species
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mammalian diversity and differ in key traits 1gure 1. Global distribution of terrestrial mammalian 1gure 4. Total mammal species richness decrease zxiv1 hkely reﬂectmg broad-scale spatlal patterns
: o ) : species richness. temperature seasonality and increased with NPP (Q?= 0.136). h han di hani
(e.g., dispersal ability, life history) rather than direct mechanisms
+ We evaluated how climatic and geographic * Lower model performance for total
variables predict species richness for terrestrial J— mammals and bats suggests that additional
mammals in total, rodents, and bats Tempersie 100 - 100 - factors (e.g., historical or biogeographic
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* Hypothesis: NPP will be the most important
predictor of richness, but secondary drivers will
differ among groups
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» Overall, energy availability (NPP) and
climate both play important roles, but their
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