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Introduction Methods
* There Is a general consensus that climate change in the southwestern | « Plots were established in 2002, thinned in 2004, and prescribed burned in 2007 and 2008.
United States will result in the region becoming warmer and drier » 4 replicate blocks with 3 randomly assigned treatments (1=control, 2=thin/burn, 3=burn only) N=12 units.
throughout the 215t century (Darmenova, 2013). * [n each unit, 20 plots were established with a plot center on a 60 m grid. Five of the 20 plots were randomly chosen
 Studies suggest more aggressive thinning treatments may Increase (12 units x 5 plots = 60 plots).
fire resistance and provide greater resilience to future climate-related =« In each study plot, 1 glycol trap was placed 5, 10, & 25m away from plot center on both sides of the transect for a
stress (Kerhoulas, 2013). total of 6 traps per plot (6 traps/plot x 5 plots/unit) = 30 traps/unit.
 For this study, we focused on a warm, dry mixed conifer forest stand « Traps included blue, yellow, green, and purple 473ml plastic cups, filled 1/4 of the way with a 50% water/glycol
In southwestern Colorado. solution and set ~0.3 m above the ground using 2.5 cm PVC tubing. Cup colors were randomly placed.
 Forest restoration treatments may be beneficial for pollinator-plant * Traps were placed and allowed to collect pollinators for 5 days.

relationships by altering understory vegetation and habitat (Nyoka, * Traps were established 3 times during the growing season (early July, late July and late August).
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. . s ] | ’ Figure 4: Example of Figure 5: Images of plot 4-2-5. A) glycol trap transect with blue cup, B) black
 Pollinators of most forest systems are dominated by a mixture of bee separated and labeled (i.e. collection date, location, etc.). alycol trap (TR bear cub assisting with pollinator collection.
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Table 1: Mean (= SEM) forest stand characteristics by treatment. N=4. Different letters indicate significance at L
< 0.05 using one-way ANOVA. Data from Stoddard et al. 2015. e Y o %ok AC kn OWI ed g e m e ntS
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Burn Only 40.31 (0.6) c (5486.0) a Figure 9: The four most abundant Hymenoptera families (left) and the two most abundant Diptera families (right) found at the study site.




