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Table S1: Percentage change in the area of climatically suitable habitat for 17 Australian lizard species under four climate scenarios, for 2030, 1 

2050 and 2070 and time horizons (reference year is 2000). Habitat suitability was modelled at 1 × 1 km resolution using Maxent. 2 

 Hot/wet Warm/dry Hot/similar precipitation Warm/wet 

Species 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Amphibolurus muricatus −20.0 −31.6 −41.8 −24.3 −35.3 −45.5 −39.9 −38.9 −39.5 −13.5 −21.1 −28.6 

Ctenotus taeniolatus −23.4 −28.1 −32.2 −12.1 −13.6 −15.1 −45.6 −28.3 −8.0 −8.3 −2.2 −11.5 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii −23.7 −34.4 −42.3 −27.9 −37.4 −47.8 −32.9 −30.5 −26.5 1.4 13.0 26.2 

Egernia cunninghami −30.7 −41.4 −47.4 −36.7 −44.9 −50.8 −63.3 −46.2 −22.5 −29.5 −30.0 −27.2 

Egernia frerei −38.4 −52.6 −64.5 −45.6 −61.6 −73.4 −46.0 −48.4 −51.3 −0.9 11.1 16.8 

Egernia kingii −32.9 −43.8 −52.5 −29.7 −45.7 −58.0 −33.4 −34.8 −35.6 −0.4 3.4 8.1 

Egernia stokesii −1.5 11.5 61.7 −21.4 −28.8 −35.6 −46.9 −17.4 149.7 −13.2 −8.3 74.0 

Egernia striolata 18.0 4.1 −9.7 −29.7 −19.3 11.1 45.6 27.0 −24.3 12.0 −12.4 −28.7 

Egernia whitii −6.1 11.9 34.4 11.5 26.7 43.6 −12.4 14.4 50.0 11.3 44.3 88.5 

Eulamprus heatwolei −33.6 −50.0 −64.9 −29.3 −46.2 −61.2 −52.6 −57.5 −63.1 −21.2 −31.5 −42.6 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi −54.5 −71.4 −82.7 −48.0 −65.6 −77.0 −76.2 −79.6 −82.6 −38.1 −50.2 −60.7 

Eulamprus leuraensis −70.6 −97.0 −99.9 −62.1 −97.3 −99.9 −90.4 −99.9 −100.0 −27.2 −63.8 −79.5 

Eulamprus quoyii −21.3 −27.6 −32.6 −17.8 −24.5 −29.9 −32.1 −30.4 −28.3 −12.4 −16.2 −20.0 

Eulamprus tympanum −34.4 −56.8 −74.8 −29.1 −49.5 −67.1 −49.5 −62.2 −74.0 −21.0 −36.7 −51.4 

Lampropholis delicata −23.1 −37.4 −50.1 −30.7 −44.9 −58.2 −44.5 −42.6 −42.1 −12.3 −18.5 −25.5 

Lissolepis coventryi 25.6 66.2 106.9 27.5 45.0 58.7 25.5 79.1 135.9 37.2 76.6 119.6 

Varanus varius 19.0 30.1 51.0 −7.3 −4.8 −2.1 −2.8 11.1 32.2 29.6 78.9 127.8 
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Table S2: Percentage of future climatically suitable habitat that overlaps with current suitable habitat for 17 Australian lizard species under four 5 

contrasting but equally plausible climate scenarios (hot/wet; warm/dry; hot/similar precipitation; and warm/wet) at 2030, 2050 and 2070. Habitat 6 

suitability was modelled at 1 × 1 km resolution using Maxent. 7 

 
Hot/wet Warm/dry Hot/similar precipitation Warm/wet 

Species/ Time 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Amphibolurus muricatus 79.9 68.4 58.0 75.6 64.6 54.3 60.1 60.9 60.3 86.3 78.6 71.0 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 76.5 71.0 63.4 84.8 81.0 75.9 54.4 71.2 83.1 85.6 89.8 88.0 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 75.9 65.5 57.4 71.9 62.2 51.5 67.1 69.3 71.3 94.9 92.6 87.3 

Egernia cunninghami 68.3 57.6 48.2 62.4 54.1 47.4 36.6 52.3 67.8 68.9 68.1 68.1 

Egernia frerei 60.6 47.3 35.5 54.4 38.4 26.6 54.0 51.6 48.7 91.3 95.8 92.2 

Egernia kingii 67.1 56.2 45.7 70.2 54.3 42.0 66.5 65.2 64.1 92.5 94.5 93.9 

Egernia stokesii 87.1 87.2 85.6 75.4 66.0 57.6 51.1 65.3 85.4 81.6 80.9 81.5 

Egernia striolata 94.2 88.8 77.4 68.6 75.0 83.2 99.9 83.6 62.5 98.3 80.0 64.0 

Egernia whitii 91.2 93.7 93.7 96.3 95.8 95.1 85.0 92.2 93.7 96.5 96.6 96.3 

Eulamprus heatwolei 66.3 49.7 34.7 70.3 53.3 38.2 47.4 42.2 36.5 78.0 67.7 56.3 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 45.5 28.6 17.3 25.0 34.4 23.0 23.8 20.4 17.4 61.9 49.8 39.3 

Eulamprus leuraensis 30.0 29.8 0.0 37.0 2.6 0.1 9.6 0.1 0.0 63.6 25.4 6.3 

Eulamprus quoyii 78.7 72.0 67.4 81.8 75.5 70.1 67.9 69.6 71.7 87.0 83.5 80.0 

Eulamprus tympanum 65.6 43.2 25.2 70.8 50.5 32.9 50.5 37.8 26.0 78.5 62.8 47.7 

Lampropholis delicata 76.7 62.4 49.7 69.3 55.0 41.6 55.4 57.2 57.7 87.3 81.2 74.1 

Lissolepis coventryi 98.9 99.1 98.7 99.5 98.5 97.4 98.9 99.7 99.9 99.1 98.7 98.1 

Varanus varius 95.8 92.3 87.2 85.5 81.6 77.0 90.9 89.4 86.2 99.9 98.4 94.9 
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Table S3: Percentage change in climatically suitable habitat within Protected Areas for 17 Australian lizard species under four contrasting but 10 

equally plausible climate scenarios (hot/wet; warm/dry; hot/similar precipitation; and warm/wet) at 2030, 2050 and 2070 (reference year is 11 

2000). Habitat suitability was modelled at 1 × 1 km resolution using Maxent. 12 

 Hot/wet Warm/dry Hot/similar precipitation Warm/wet 

Species 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Amphibolurus muricatus −7.9 −16.1 −25.2 −10.5 −18.4 −26.7 −19.4 −20.2 −22.6 −5.1 −84.9 −12.5 

Ctenotus taeniolatus −19.5 −21.7 −24.4 −6.9 −4.4 −3.1 −43.5 −21.5 −1.8 −6.4 −6.0 −15.0 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii −21.4 −27.7 −35.9 −20.9 −29.9 −40.5 −32.5 −27.1 −20.7 −0.4 15.9 33.6 

Egernia cunninghami −25.0 −29.1 −33.2 −22.9 −27.1 −32.9 −54.7 −29.2 −9.0 −20.9 −18.6 −16.0 

Egernia frerei −30.5 −43.9 −56.7 −36.5 −54.2 −68.3 −39.1 −42.2 −45.6 0.5 7.1 9.3 

Egernia kingii −32.2 −41.7 −49.2 −24.2 −38.2 −50.7 −34.3 −33.8 −33.1 −7.0 −2.8 2.4 

Egernia stokesii −0.8 −0.4 100.0 −3.5 −3.8 −3.2 −44.8 −21.9 299.7 −21.0 −2.8 −284.8 

Egernia striolata 38.9 30.8 23.3 −31.7 −22.1 43.4 69.3 38.7 15.6 18.3 6.4 −3.5 

Egernia whitii −13.7 −7.3 1.7 −2.3 4.7 13.6 −25.4 −10.4 9.7 1.4 19.8 42.3 

Eulamprus heatwolei −28.0 −41.5 −54.7 −22.5 −36.7 −50.6 −45.5 −48.4 −53.1 −16.8 −24.5 −33.8 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi −43.4 −60.4 −74.0 −36.9 −53.8 −66.6 −70.5 −72.9 −75.6 −29.0 −39.4 −49.0 

Eulamprus leuraensis −60.6 −94.5 −99.9 −59.0 −95.2 −99.8 −88.1 −99.8 −100.0 −35.6 −67.0 −73.8 

Eulamprus quoyii −10.6 −16.6 −21.3 −10.3 −15.2 −18.9 −18.9 −17.9 −17.4 −7.7 −10.2 −12.6 

Eulamprus tympanum −26.1 −43.3 −59.7 −22.6 −38.8 −53.2 −45.8 −53.5 −61.8 −12.2 −21.5 −31.3 

Lampropholis delicata −12.3 −22.3 −34.0 −18.2 −29.4 −42.4 −34.1 −30.0 −28.5 −6.8 −8.4 −12.4 

Lissolepis coventryi 20.7 43.1 68.1 18.4 28.5 35.4 17.9 48.1 81.1 26.5 50.9 82.1 

Varanus varius 13.6 28.4 43.0 −0.4 −10.1 −19.4 0.7 20.7 39.3 21.2 −50.3 −73.2 
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Table S4: Sensitivity traits for 17 Australian lizard species. CTmax/median temp represents physiological thermal tolerance, calculated as the ratio 15 

of critical maximum temperature (CTmax) to the median temperature across the species’ range. Geographic range size is the number (N) of 100 × 16 

100 km grid cells that contain occurrence records: Large is N ≥ 50; Moderate is 25 ≤ N < 50; Small is N < 25. Habitat requirements: Specialists 17 

are species that are restricted to only one habitat type; Generalists occur in more than three habitat types. Dietary requirements: Specialists are 18 

species that are restricted to a particular food item; Generalists exploit a wide variety of food items. Climate zone: Multiregional species occur 19 

within more than three climate regions; Moderate occur within two to three climate regions; Narrow occur in only one climate region. 20 

SPECIES 
Ctmax/median 

temp 

Geographic 

range size 

Habitat 

requirement 

Dietary 

requirement 

Climatic 

zone 

Reproduction 

rate 

Reproduction 

mode 

Amphibolurus muricatus 1.54 Large (99) Specialist Generalist Multiregion Annual Oviparous 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 1.40 Moderate (42) Specialist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 1.51 Large (53) Generalist Specialist Moderate Annual Viviparous 

Egernia cunninghami 1.53 Large (50) Generalist Generalist Moderate Annual Viviparous 

Egernia frerei 1.40 Moderate (26) Specialist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Egernia kingii 1.22 Large (152) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Egernia stokesii 1.15 Moderate (36) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Egernia striolata 1.34 Large 167) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Egernia whitii 1.60 Small (20) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Eulamprus heatwolei 1.58 Moderate (43) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 1.78 Small (8) Specialist Generalist Moderate Annual Viviparous 

Eulamprus leuraensis 1.62 Small (2) Specialist Generalist very Narrow Annual Viviparous 

Eulamprus quoyii 1.44 Large (250) Specialist Generalist Multiregion Biannual Viviparous 

Eulamprus tympanum 1.62 Small (22) Generalist Generalist Moderate Annual Viviparous 

Lampropholis delicata 1.39 Large (127) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Viviparous 



Lissolepis coventryi 1.58 Small (13) Specialist Generalist Narrow Annual Viviparous 

Varanus varius 1.52 Large (53) Generalist Generalist Multiregion Annual Oviparous 
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Table S4: Continued 22 

Species 
Mean 

Clutch size 

Offspring 

survival 

Maturation 

length (years) 

Life span 

(years) 
References 

Amphibolurus muricatus 6 <50% 1 to 2 > 10 1, 2 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 10 <50% 1 to 2 4 to 6 1, 3, 4 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 20 <50% 2 > 10 1, 3, 4 

Egernia cunninghami 6 <50% 5 > 10 1, 3–8 

Egernia frerei 7 <50% 4 > 10 3, 4, 9 

Egernia kingii 6 <50% 3 > 10 1, 3, 4, 10 

Egernia stokesii 5 <50% 5 > 10 1–4 

Egernia striolata 3 <50% 2 to 3 8 to 10 1, 3, 4 

Egernia whitii 3 <50% 2 to 3 >8.5 1, 3, 4     

Eulamprus heatwolei 4 <50% 2 to 3 > 10 1, 3, 4     

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 3 <50% 2 to 3 > 10 1, 3, 4     

Eulamprus leuraensis 3 <50% 3 > 10 1, 3, 4, 9, 11 

Eulamprus quoyii 4 <50% 2 to 3 > 10 1, 3, 4, 9 

Eulamprus tympanum 3 <50% 2 to 3 > 10 1, 3, 4, 9, 12 

Lampropholis delicata 4 <50% 2 8 to 10 1, 4 

Lissolepis coventryi 3 <50% 2 > 8 1, 3, 4, 13 

Varanus varius 9 <50% 3 to 4 > 10 1, 2 
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Table S5: Adaptive capacity traits for 17 Australian lizard species sourced from the published literature. Body size was used as proxy for dispersal 25 

capacity. In general, species with relatively large body size are presumed to have higher dispersal rate. Also, species with higher neutral genetic 26 

diversity are presumed to have relatively higher adaptive potential. 27 

SPECIES 
Body size  

(SVL in mm) 

Genetic diversity 

(mean He) 
Habitat fragmentation Microhabitat buffer References 

Amphibolurus muricatus 39–125 0.856 (0.232–0.964) >50% OR, OL 1, 14–18 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 80 0.8138 (0.649–0.887) >50% UL, UR 14, 19, 20, 21 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 255 0.817 (0.54–0.95) >50% UL, UR 19, 22 

Egernia cunninghami 230–250 0.862 (0.516–0.955) >50% UR, UL 6, 7, 14, 23 

Egernia frerei 180–200 0.66 10–50% UL 3, 19, 24 

Egernia kingii 200–230 0.798 >50% UR, BW 3, 19 

Egernia stokesii 155–190 0.68 (0.1–0.9) >50% UR, BW, TH 25, 26 

Egernia striolata 100–199 0.875 (0.763–0.915) >50% UR, UL 19, 27, 28 

Egernia whitii 75–110 0.9145 (0.874–0.933) >50% UR 3, 14, 19, 29, 30 

Eulamprus heatwolei 80 0.68 (0.314–0.909) >50% UR 19, 23, 31 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 80 0.643 (0.271–0.898) >50% UR, BW 19, 32 

Eulamprus leuraensis 80–85 0.7 (0.32–0.81) >50% DGT 19, 33 

Eulamprus quoyii 90–118 0.674 10–50% UR, UL 14, 19, 34 

Eulamprus tympanum 80–96 0.674 >50% UR, UL 19, 23, 35 

Lampropholis delicata 34–46 0.701 (0.114–0.959) >50% LL, UB, UR 14, 19, 36 

Lissolepis coventryi 100–130 0.668 (0.216–0.817) >50% UL, BW, UR 1, 13 

Varanus varius 200–2000 0.934 (0.882–0.963) >50% LL, OR 14, 37, 38 
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Table S6: Unweighted (I) and weighted (II) vulnerability scores for 17 Australian lizards under projected climate change by 2030, 2050 and 2070. 30 

Vulnerability was assessed using four contrasting future climate scenarios that are equally plausible: hot/wet; warm/dry; hot/similar precipitation; 31 

and warm/wet. Analysis was performed using all three elements of vulnerability (ESA; exposure, sensitivity and adaptive capacity) and using 32 

exposure and sensitivity only (ES). Score > 0.67 is high, from 0.33 to 0.67 is moderate and < 0.33 is low.  33 

Hot/wet 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Species ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES II ESA II ES II ESA II ES II ESA II 

Amphibolurus muricatus 0.51 0.48 0.56 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.47 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 0.58 0.5 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.43 0.34 0.43 0.34 0.43 0.34 

Egernia cunninghami 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.61 0.46 0.41 0.33 0.41 0.33 0.45 0.36 

Egernia frerei 0.58 0.47 0.69 0.54 0.75 0.58 0.50 0.47 0.64 0.57 0.66 0.58 

Egernia kingii 0.55 0.45 0.55 0.45 0.66 0.52 0.44 0.40 0.44 0.40 0.57 0.48 

Egernia stokesii 0.51 0.45 0.45 0.41 0.51 0.45 0.41 0.43 0.37 0.40 0.41 0.43 

Egernia striolata 0.49 0.41 0.44 0.38 0.44 0.38 0.38 0.36 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 

Egernia whitii 0.57 0.49 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.45 0.36 0.39 0.36 0.39 

Eulamprus heatwolei 0.55 0.51 0.66 0.58 0.72 0.62 0.41 0.47 0.56 0.57 0.58 0.58 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 0.72 0.62 0.78 0.66 0.78 0.66 0.67 0.64 0.71 0.67 0.69 0.66 

Eulamprus leuraensis 0.79 0.67 0.79 0.67 0.79 0.67 0.74 0.69 0.74 0.69 0.72 0.68 

Eulamprus quoyii 0.58 0.5 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 

Eulamprus tympanum 0.58 0.53 0.69 0.60 0.75 0.64 0.47 0.51 0.62 0.60 0.64 0.62 

Lampropholis delicata 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.62 0.55 0.43 0.48 0.43 0.48 0.51 0.54 

Lissolepis coventryi 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 

Varanus varius 0.47 0.4 0.47 0.40 0.47 0.40 0.35 0.29 0.35 0.29 0.35 0.29 



Table S6: Continued 34 

Warm/dry 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Species ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES II ESA II ES II ESA II ES II ESA II 

Amphibolurus muricatus 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.47 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.46 0.45 0.46 0.45 0.46 0.45 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.43 0.34 0.43 0.34 0.43 0.34 

Egernia cunninghami 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.66 0.50 0.41 0.33 0.41 0.33 0.55 0.42 

Egernia frerei 0.58 0.47 0.64 0.51 0.75 0.58 0.50 0.47 0.56 0.51 0.69 0.60 

Egernia kingii 0.55 0.45 0.55 0.45 0.72 0.56 0.44 0.40 0.44 0.40 0.63 0.52 

Egernia stokesii 0.51 0.45 0.51 0.45 0.51 0.45 0.41 0.43 0.41 0.43 0.41 0.43 

Egernia striolata 0.49 0.41 0.55 0.45 0.44 0.38 0.38 0.36 0.42 0.39 0.34 0.34 

Egernia whitii 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.41 0.36 0.39 0.36 0.39 0.36 0.39 

Eulamprus heatwolei 0.55 0.51 0.55 0.51 0.72 0.62 0.41 0.47 0.41 0.47 0.60 0.59 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 0.67 0.58 0.78 0.66 0.78 0.66 0.59 0.59 0.71 0.67 0.71 0.67 

Eulamprus leuraensis 0.79 0.67 0.85 0.70 0.85 0.70 0.74 0.69 0.85 0.76 0.85 0.76 

Eulamprus quoyii 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 

Eulamprus tympanum 0.58 0.53 0.58 0.53 0.75 0.64 0.47 0.51 0.47 0.51 0.62 0.60 

Lampropholis delicata 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.68 0.59 0.43 0.48 0.43 0.48 0.53 0.55 

Lissolepis coventryi 0.59 0.50 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.52 0.51 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 

Varanus varius 0.47 0.40 0.53 0.43 0.53 0.43 0.35 0.29 0.39 0.32 0.39 0.32 
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Table S6: Continued 37 

Hot/similar precipitation 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Species ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES II ESA II ES II ESA II ES II ESA II 

Amphibolurus muricatus 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.47 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.47 0.42 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.41 0.42 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.43 0.34 0.43 0.34 0.43 0.34 

Egernia cunninghami 0.72 0.53 0.55 0.42 0.49 0.39 0.60 0.45 0.41 0.33 0.37 0.30 

Egernia frerei 0.58 0.47 0.58 0.47 0.69 0.54 0.50 0.47 0.50 0.47 0.64 0.57 

Egernia kingii 0.55 0.45 0.55 0.45 0.55 0.45 0.44 0.40 0.44 0.40 0.44 0.40 

Egernia stokesii 0.57 0.49 0.57 0.49 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.46 0.45 0.46 0.37 0.40 

Egernia striolata 0.44 0.38 0.44 0.38 0.49 0.41 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.38 0.36 

Egernia whitii 0.57 0.49 0.51 0.45 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.45 0.41 0.42 0.36 0.39 

Eulamprus heatwolei 0.66 0.58 0.66 0.58 0.72 0.62 0.56 0.57 0.56 0.57 0.60 0.59 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 0.78 0.66 0.78 0.66 0.78 0.66 0.71 0.67 0.71 0.67 0.71 0.67 

Eulamprus leuraensis 0.85 0.70 0.85 0.70 0.85 0.70 0.85 0.76 0.85 0.76 0.85 0.76 

Eulamprus quoyii 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 

Eulamprus tympanum 0.58 0.53 0.75 0.64 0.75 0.64 0.47 0.51 0.66 0.63 0.66 0.63 

Lampropholis delicata 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.57 0.52 0.43 0.48 0.43 0.48 0.43 0.48 

Lissolepis coventryi 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 

Varanus varius 0.47 0.40 0.47 0.40 0.47 0.40 0.35 0.29 0.35 0.29 0.35 0.29 
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Table S6: Continued 40 

Warm/wet 2030 2050 2070 2030 2050 2070 

Species ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES I ESA I ES II ESA II ES II ESA II ES II ESA II 

Amphibolurus muricatus 0.51 0.48 0.62 0.55 0.57 0.52 0.42 0.44 0.50 0.50 0.46 0.47 

Ctenotus taeniolatus 0.47 0.42 0.47 0.42 0.57 0.49 0.41 0.42 0.41 0.42 0.50 0.48 

Cyclodomorphus gerrardii 0.44 0.35 0.44 0.35 0.45 0.36 0.35 0.29 0.35 0.29 0.35 0.29 

Egernia cunninghami 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.55 0.42 0.41 0.33 0.41 0.33 0.41 0.33 

Egernia frerei 0.47 0.40 0.47 0.40 0.48 0.41 0.41 0.42 0.41 0.42 0.41 0.42 

Egernia kingii 0.44 0.38 0.44 0.38 0.44 0.38 0.36 0.34 0.36 0.34 0.36 0.34 

Egernia stokesii 0.57 0.49 0.45 0.41 0.44 0.40 0.45 0.46 0.37 0.40 0.37 0.40 

Egernia striolata 0.44 0.38 0.49 0.41 0.49 0.41 0.34 0.34 0.38 0.36 0.38 0.36 

Egernia whitii 0.45 0.41 0.45 0.41 0.42 0.39 0.36 0.39 0.36 0.39 0.36 0.39 

Eulamprus heatwolei 0.55 0.51 0.55 0.51 0.54 0.50 0.41 0.47 0.41 0.47 0.41 0.47 

Eulamprus kosciuskoi 0.61 0.55 0.72 0.62 0.72 0.62 0.53 0.55 0.67 0.64 0.67 0.64 

Eulamprus leuraensis 0.63 0.56 0.79 0.67 0.85 0.70 0.56 0.57 0.74 0.69 0.85 0.76 

Eulamprus quoyii 0.53 0.46 0.58 0.50 0.58 0.50 0.44 0.47 0.48 0.50 0.48 0.50 

Eulamprus tympanum 0.58 0.53 0.58 0.53 0.68 0.59 0.47 0.51 0.47 0.51 0.62 0.60 

Lampropholis delicata 0.51 0.48 0.51 0.48 0.57 0.52 0.39 0.45 0.39 0.45 0.43 0.48 

Lissolepis coventryi 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 

Varanus varius 0.47 0.40 0.53 0.43 0.58 0.47 0.35 0.29 0.39 0.32 0.44 0.35 

41 



42 

Figure S1: Weighted and unweighted exposure scores for 17 Australian lizards under projected 43 

climate change at 2030. Exposure was assessed using four contrasting future climate scenarios 44 

that are equally plausible: hot/wet; warm/dry; hot/similar precipitation; and warm/wet. Score 45 

> 0.67 is high, from 0.33 to 0.67 is moderate and < 0.33 is low.  46 

 47 



 48 

Figure S2: Weighted and unweighted exposure scores for 17 Australian lizards under projected 49 

climate change at 2070. Exposure was assessed using four contrasting future climate scenarios 50 

that are equally plausible: hot/wet; warm/dry; hot/similar precipitation; and warm/wet 51 

scenarios. Score > 0.67 is high, from 0.33 to 0.67 is moderate and < 0.33 is low.  52 

 53 

 54 
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