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Abstract: There is a pressing need to conserve plant diversity to prevent extinctions and to enable
sustainable use of plant material by current and future generations. Here, we review the contribution
that living collections and seed banks based in botanic gardens around the world make to wild plant
conservation and to tackling global challenges. We focus in particular on the work of Botanic Gardens
Conservation International and the Millennium Seed Bank of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, with
its associated global Partnership. The advantages and limitations of conservation of plant diversity
as both living material and seed collections are reviewed, and the need for additional research and
conservation measures, such as cryopreservation, to enable the long-term conservation of ‘exceptional
species’ is discussed. We highlight the importance of networks and sharing access to data and plant
material. The skill sets found within botanic gardens and seed banks complement each other and
enable the development of integrated conservation (linking in situ and ex situ efforts). Using a
number of case studies we demonstrate how botanic gardens and seed banks support integrated
conservation and research for agriculture and food security, restoration and reforestation, as well as
supporting local livelihoods.

Keywords: biodiversity; long-term conservation; plant populations; strategic collecting; exceptional
species; collection quality; safety duplication; seed longevity; seed viability; viability monitoring;
integrated conservation

1. Introduction

We are living in a time of unprecedented change. In the past 50 years, the human
population has doubled, while the global economy has quadrupled, and global trade has
increased ten-fold [1]. This has resulted in a concomitant increase in demand for resources
and energy, the consumption of which is having profound impacts on the natural world.
Human economic activities are driving climate change and biodiversity loss, both of which
are mutually reinforcing, further exacerbating the problem [2,3]. In 2020, for the first time,
environmental issues dominated the top five global risks by likelihood, as identified by the
World Economic Forum, with biodiversity loss, climate action failure and extreme weather
also all in the top five risks with greatest impact [4].

Human actions have significantly altered 75% of the land surface of our planet and led
to an increase in the rate of biodiversity loss unparalleled in human history [1]. In relation
to plants, this has resulted in a ~50% reduction in plant biomass relative to pre-human
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levels [5], and to ~40% of plant species being threatened with extinction [6]. Conservation
interventions are urgently required to help reverse these trends and ensure that adequate
plant diversity is available for both current and future generations. All life depends
on plants. We rely on them, and the fungi that support them, for our foods, materials,
medicines, and for regulating, supporting and cultural ecosystem services. The Dasgupta
Review [7] demonstrates how our economies, livelihoods and wellbeing are dependent
on nature, and embedded within nature, and calls for transformative change to put the
sustainable use of nature at the heart of our economies.

In the face of a sixth mass extinction [8], the conservation of plant diversity has
never been more important for the future of the planet and people. Protecting plants in
their natural environment (i.e., in situ conservation) is the primary approach for species
conservation, but as many of the threats to their continued existence (e.g., climate and
land use change, invasive species, pollution) do not respect the boundaries of protected
areas a safety back up is required. Conserving plants away from these threats (i.e., ex
situ conservation), in botanic gardens (as living collections of plants) and seed banks (as
propagules), is crucial if we are to stop and even reverse the extinction trend and preserve
plant diversity for current use and for future generations. Storing representative germplasm
from plants (any part of the plant that can be used to regenerate a new individual) collected
from the wild ex situ facilitates the utilisation of this material for a variety of purposes
without impacting the wild population. So not only does it protect the plant material from
the threats faced in situ, it provides a readily accessible resource for use.

The conservation of living plant material in these human-made repositories has been
practiced for centuries, but in recent decades has greatly expanded and become increasingly
refined. To date, more than 105,600 wild plant species are conserved as seed and/or living
collections in botanic gardens [9]. Their conservation takes the form not only of the living
plant, seed or tissue, but also encompasses the knowledge and data associated with the
individual samples and collections, and the ability to communicate this to a wide variety
of audiences to improve conservation outcomes.

Botanic gardens have a long history of conserving plant diversity through their living
collections. These are generally raised from material collected in the wild (Figure 1), and
often include threatened species. However, the primary method of ex situ conservation
for plant genetic resources today is seed banking (Figure 1). While the function and name
of the seed bank (genebank, germplasm bank, biobank) may vary, the general concept
remains the same—using controlled environments (drying and cooling) to preserve a broad
diversity of plant germplasm for immediate and future use. This methodology underpins
global food security, forestry, horticulture and ecological restoration as well as conservation.
While the scale of the seed bank, the size and diversity of the seed accessions held, the
post-harvest handling and storage procedures employed, and the extent of environmental
controls used may vary, the purpose remains the same—to preserve high-quality, viable
germplasm until required for use [10].

However, a wide variety of plant diversity, referred to as ‘exceptional species’ [11,12],
cannot be stored for the long-term under conventional seed banking methods (commonly
drying to 15% relative humidity at 15 ◦C, followed by storage at −20 ◦C in airtight con-
tainers). Examples include gametophytes of non-seed-bearing plants (e.g., bryophytes and
pteridophytes), germplasm with desiccation and/or freezing intolerance (e.g., Quercus
seeds), and species with desiccation and freezing tolerant germplasm (both spores and
seeds) that is short-lived under conventional seed bank conditions. Such ‘exceptional
species’ can form a large part of the global flora; for example, it is estimated that at least 8%
of all flora, and 18% of tropical and sub-tropical flora, are likely to have desiccation sensitive
(recalcitrant) seeds [13]. Other options for the conservation of such species include tissue
culture, cryopreservation, nursery-based plant collections and seed orchards (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Decision tree showing conservation options depending on the type of germplasm conserved and some of the
biological traits associated with different germplasm. Short- and medium-term storage options are indicated by dashed
arrows. In vitro collections can be a source of germplasm for living collections (dotted arrow). CR: critically endangered
species, EN: endangered species, VU: vulnerable species as per IUCN Red List. # refers only to desiccation tolerant but
freezing sensitive seeds. 1 [14–17], 2 [12,18], 3 [19], 4 [20].

Botanic Gardens Conservation International (BGCI) was established in 1987 with a
particular focus on identifying threatened species in botanic garden collections and sup-
porting ex situ conservation efforts for these species. There are presently over 3000 botanic
gardens located in 185 countries included in BGCI’s GardenSearch database [21], many of
which are actively engaged in conservation action for threatened plant species. Recently,
efforts have been focused on establishing consortia of gardens with common conservation
interests to establish decentralised metacollections. The increasing use of metacollections
across botanic gardens and arboreta has led to a step change in the importance of these
collections for plant conservation [22,23].

The Millennium Seed Bank (MSB) of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew (Kew), was
established in 2000 building on more than three decades of research at Kew into seed
biology and conservation. The MSB’s mission is safeguarding wild plant diversity and
enabling its sustainable utilisation through global partnership. To this end, the Millennium
Seed Bank Partnership (MSBP), consisting of seed banks associated with botanic gardens,
agricultural, forestry or research institutes, and government organisations around the
world, has been collaboratively conserving native floras. To date, more than 97 countries
and territories and over 250 organisations have been involved. When referring to seed
material collected of wild origin stored within seed banks for long-term conservation, we
use the term ‘accession’. Each accession represents material collected from an individual
population (unless maternal lines are stored individually) at a given time, and multiple
accessions of an individual species may be held.

With the increased focus on plant conservation provided by the Global Strategy for
Plant Conservation (GSPC, 2011–2020), notably Target 8 [24], and the continued call for
plant conservation to support the UN Sustainable Development Goals [25], the number
of botanic gardens working in conservation, and the number of seed banks conserving
wild species has greatly increased. However, there is a disparity between the location of
biodiverse, threatened habitats and the sites of these conservation centres [26]. The policy
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framework provided by the Convention of Biodiversity and its Nagoya Protocol [27] is
crucial for ensuring that plant germplasm collected from the wild and stored, often in
remote locations, is managed and utilised to ensure equitable benefit-sharing.

In this review, we focus on the challenges and prospects facing the long-term conser-
vation of plant diversity in botanic gardens’ living collections and seed banks. Having
evaluated the unique role that both forms of conservation play, we highlight the synergies
afforded when they are co-located in the same botanic garden and the importance of net-
works for enabling plant conservation. We provide examples of how wild plant collections
in both botanic garden living collections and seed banks support plant conservation in
situ in the context of restoration, agriculture, forestry and livelihoods, with a focus on the
challenges and prospects of these programmes in relation to long-term plant conservation
ex situ. We finish by signposting three key areas for future development: funding security
for ex situ collections; exploiting technological advances, specifically to enable the conser-
vation of ‘exceptional species’; and maintaining and developing networks to ensure the
best outcomes for the world’s flora.

2. Ex Situ Conservation
2.1. Botanic Gardens

The practice of cultivating plants in specialised gardens has been around for thousands
of years. However, the first ‘true’ botanic gardens with an underlying scientific foundation
were the physic gardens of Italy created in the 16th century [28]. These gardens were purely
for the study of the healing properties of medicinal plants and by the end of the century
had spread to universities and apothecaries throughout Europe [28].

Botanic gardens experienced a change in usage during the 17th and 18th centuries.
This was the age of exploration and the beginnings of international plant trade. Gardens
such as Kew and the Real Jardín Botánico de Madrid were set up to try and cultivate ‘new’
species that were being brought back from expeditions to the tropics. Not only did these
gardens promote and encourage botanical exploration, but they also helped found new
gardens in the tropical regions to help cultivate these newly ‘discovered’ plant species, as
well as providing a garden environment that ex-patriots recognised from home. During
the 19th and 20th century, municipal and civic gardens were created around the world.
However, many of these gardens were pleasure gardens with very few of them having any
scientific programmes. Meanwhile, especially amongst university gardens and building
on the work started by Linnaeus in the 18th century, collecting, naming and describing
plant diversity became a major focus of activity and their diverse living and herbarium
collections supported the teaching and practice of taxonomy.

In the last 50 years, there has been an exceptional growth in the establishment of
botanic gardens, with 60% of the gardens in existence today being established since the
mid-20th century [29]. This growth has been particularly notable in China, where new
gardens are being developed across the country with the aim of using local plant diversity
to support economic development. Similarly, Indonesia plans to have a botanic garden in
every province to function as a botanic resource centre to support conservation and sus-
tainable development. Around the world, botanic gardens have seen a revival as scientific
institutions due to the emergence of the conservation movement and the recognition of the
importance, not only of their diverse collections, but also of the taxonomic and horticultural
knowledge they possess, vital for the conservation, management and restoration of plant
diversity. A botanic garden today can be defined as “an institution holding documented
collections of living plants for the purposes of scientific research, conservation, display and
education” [30].

BGCI underpins its work with three databases. The first, GardenSearch [21], is a
directory of the world’s botanic gardens compiling information on their location and
facilities, while PlantSearch [9] documents the plant collections held by these gardens.
In order to identify threatened species in collections, BGCI has also developed a third
database—ThreatSearch [31], which lists global, regional and national red list assessments
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for plants from a range of sources. It is the most comprehensive database of conservation
assessments of plants.

At the present time, GardenSearch includes details on 3715 botanical institutions, of
which 3038 are botanic gardens (the remainder being a combination of seed banks (many
of which are located within or connected to botanic gardens and maintain seed accessions
of wild plant diversity (e.g., Kew’s MSB, which has its own listing), zoos and private
collections). Over 350 of the botanic gardens listed in GardenSearch have established
seed banks for the conservation of wild plant species [32]. PlantSearch presently contains
1,559,119 records, representing 634,235 taxa (species, varieties, sub-species and cultivars)
held by 1186 institutions. An analysis of these records (excluding cultivars) carried out by
Mounce et al. in 2017 [26], revealed that the global network of botanic gardens houses over
100,000 species of the 350,699 accepted plant species on The Plant List in 2013 [33]. These
species are from nearly 10,000 genera, representing 30% of global plant species diversity,
and over 41% of known threatened species. The botanic garden network is also rich in
expertise, with more than 60,000 botanical specialists employed, covering plant sciences,
taxonomy, education and specialist horticulture [34].

Most of the plant diversity held by botanic gardens exists in their living collections and
not all of this diversity is being maintained for conservation purposes. Research, display,
education and public outreach are also important functions of botanic gardens that are
supported by the living collections. It is estimated that, globally, some 750 million people
visit botanic gardens annually [34]. Therefore, as well as being important for conservation,
the living collections of botanic gardens provide an important resource for educating
and informing the public about the importance of conservation issues. Species that have
memorable economic, ecological, or cultural stories are particularly useful in this regard,
and help botanic gardens combat plant blindness [35].

As well as focusing on wild species, there are numerous examples where conservation
by botanic gardens plays an important complementary role to that of the agricultural
and forestry sectors [34]. For example, important collections of non-timber trees, such as
fruit and nut species, exist in botanic gardens, and these might otherwise ‘fall through
the cracks’ of plant conservation [36]. Examples include the breadfruit collection at the
National Tropical Botanic Garden in Hawaii and the tropical fruit collection at Fairchild
Tropical Botanic Garden in Florida.

Metacollections—Enhancing the Conservation Value of Living Collections

Some endangered plants are considered ‘exceptional species’ and do not store well in
seed banks. Conservation efforts therefore rely heavily on living plant collections. Such
collections need to include a high level of genetic diversity to ensure that the species
can adapt and survive in the face of future changing environmental pressures. Curating
a genetically diverse seed bank collection is relatively easy and affordable, but much
more challenging for living plant collections. Balancing space and cost limitations while
maximizing the number of individuals an institution can sustainably curate in its living
plant collection is critical. The number of individual plants that are needed to capture a
population’s genetic diversity varies considerably from species to species. This is illustrated
by recent work on palms and cycads at the Montgomery Botanical Center [37]. For instance,
for the rare Key Thatch Palm, Leucothrinax morrisii, curating 15 individuals can conserve
as much as 83% of a population’s genetic diversity [38]. However, for the rare Sinkhole
Cycad, Zamia decumbens, curating 30 individuals only conserves about 35% of the species’
genetic diversity. It may take more than 205 individuals to capture 77% of known genetic
diversity for this cycad [39].

Given that any number of botanic gardens may hold collections of the same species,
the conservation value of such collections can be considerably enhanced by combining
these holdings into a network of collections—or a metacollection [40]. Metacollections are
envisioned as common resources held by separate institutions but stewarded collabora-
tively for research and conservation purposes [22,23]. Networking multiple collections
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into a single metacollection increases potential coverage within a taxonomic group, allows
broader access to greater diversity, dilutes risk of loss, and can reduce maintenance costs
by reducing duplication and redundancy across collections. Like any collection, a meta-
collection can be of any scope or taxonomic level; however, the approach is particularly
useful in the case of taxa that are only represented by a few individuals per garden—such
as many tree taxa. The metacollection strategy was adopted by zoos over 40 years ago
and is now embodied in the successful species management programmes for zoo animals.
Gardens have been less formalised in networking plant genetic resources, but adapting zoo
methods for plant collections is now yielding some important advances [41]. Established
examples of botanical metacollections include the American Public Gardens Association’s
Multisite Collections [42], BGCI’s Global Conservation Consortia [43] and the Center for
Plant Conservation (CPC) National Collection [44].

As well as promoting the conservation value of living collections through the metacol-
lection approach, in recent years BGCI has been active in supporting and encouraging the
establishment of seed banks in botanic gardens as a complement to living collections to
ensure the long-term conservation of native plant diversity. Such initiatives include the
Global Seed Conservation Challenge (described below), training and capacity building
activities and the provision of small grants for seed banking. The on-going development of
an accession-level module as part of the PlantSearch database is also aimed at supporting a
more cost-effective and coordinated approach to the conservation of threatened species
across the botanic garden community.

2.2. Seed Banks

In addition to the >350 wild plant seed banks established by botanic gardens [21],
between 710 and 1750 genebanks exist, and maintain between 5.4 and 7.4 million accessions
of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture, as seed, in vitro, DNA and cryopre-
served collections [45,46]. Out of all these banks, two prominent examples are the Kew’s
MSB (UK), and the Global Seed Vault (Svalbard, Norway); both exceptional in the extent
of their international nature. The former is the world’s largest repository of wild plant
genetic diversity, storing almost 997,000 accessions representing over 40,000 species, while
the latter holds the world’s most diverse collection of food crop seeds with over 1.1 million
seed accessions of around 4000 species. While many types of seed banks exist, for the
purposes of this review we are focusing on those banking seeds collected from wild plant
populations for long-term conservation, using the MSB and its global partnership, the
MSBP, together with other seed banks in the BGCI network as our examples.

2.2.1. Botanic Garden Seed Banks

Of the botanic gardens listing seed banks as part of their facilities in GardenSearch,
the majority are located in the global north, particularly in Europe and North America.
Interest in using seed banks to conserve wild plants is relatively recent. Spain was one of
the first countries to focus on collection of wild flora, creating its seed bank in 1966, at the
Department of Plant Biology of the Polytechnical University in Madrid. Several Spanish
botanic gardens then created seed banks focused on conserving wild flora in the regions in
which they were based. Together, 10 of these seed banks formed the Spanish Network of
genebanks for wild plants (Red Española de Bancos de Germoplasma de Plantas Silvestres)
in 2002 [47].

The number of seed banks in botanic gardens has doubled in the last 20 years and now
the botanic garden community has some of the largest and most sophisticated seed banks
in the world. As well as the MSB, such seed banks include the Germplasm Bank of Wild
Species, located at the Kunming Institute of Botany in China which presently conserves over
11,000 species, and the Australian PlantBank that holds more than 12,000 seed accessions
from almost 5300 plant species—437 of which are threatened species (G. Errington pers.
comm.) (Figure 2). Of the records in PlantSearch, seed bank accessions represent 67,270 taxa
in at least 100,218 accessions held in over 80 institutions. An analysis of seed bank data
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from PlantSearch and ThreatSearch [31] indicates that less than 10% of taxa in seed bank
collections are globally threatened.

Figure 2. Seed collection holdings of the largest ten wild plant seed banks by the number of taxa stored based on PlantSearch
data. Threatened taxa includes species categorised as threatened (including global, regional and national assessments) from
data in ThreatSearch.

The skill sets developed in botanic gardens for the management of living collections
and seed bank collections complement one another, and, together with the taxonomic
skills of herbarium staff, provide the knowledge required for successful long-term ex
situ conservation of plants. Excellent taxonomic and identification skills ensure that the
correct plant material is sought and stored. Understanding of phenology and seed biology
increases the success of fieldwork and storage. Propagation, both laboratory and nursery
based, is vital for turning seeds back into plants that can be used. In addition, the education
and outreach roles of botanic gardens enable the stories relating to the plants conserved,
and the need for conservation itself, to be communicated to the public. It is not surprising,
therefore, that the number of wild plant seed banks located in botanic gardens has seen a
dramatic increase in recent years.

Various manuals and guidelines have been created by the botanic garden seed bank
community to ensure the quality of seed bank collections. An important aspect of the
expansion of conservation efforts in Australia, is the progressive development of a suite
of guidelines that capture the latest science and practice for seed banking and associated
conservation activities—the Australian Germplasm Guidelines [48]. The publication is a
collaboration of over 70 seed banks, botanic gardens and other organisations throughout
Australia providing expertise in planning, collecting and management. The knowledge and
skills shared in these guidelines are largely underpinned by contributions from Australian
botanic gardens staff and their international collaborators. Of particular note in the latest
edition is the expansion in information and techniques available for conservation of ‘excep-
tional species’ [12]. A major step forward is that requirements to conserve these species
ex situ are being progressively understood and workflows have been developed to assist
the fast-tracking of conservation efforts. This includes the latest techniques for selection
of appropriate germplasm to conserve ex situ, an important step for the success of ex situ
conservation of ‘exceptional species’ which require significant research effort [49]. At the
regional level, the European Native Seed Conservation Network (ENSCONET), a consor-
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tium of organisations interested in native species conservation, created seed collecting and
processing manuals for practitioners, available in nine European languages [50,51].

2.2.2. The Millennium Seed Bank

The advantages of seed banking for the long-term preservation of wild plant diversity
include the ability to store a wide range of genetic diversity in the form of seed accessions
from populations, in a relatively small space (~40,000 species stored in 300 m2 at the
MSB) and at a relatively low cost compared to other ex situ options (e.g., in vitro, field
genebanks, etc.). Holding well documented collections also enables the current and future
use of this germplasm resource.

Kew has been working in seed banking since the 1970s, developing a seed banking
programme for UK native species in the 1990s, and increasing its support of international
plant conservation through seed banking since the 1990s. All the partners who have
worked with the MSB since 2000, forming the MSBP, enter access and benefit sharing
agreements with Kew to ensure equitable sharing of benefits and prior informed consent
(PIC) relating to use of materials stored at MSB. They receive on-going support from the
MSB in relation to development of seed banking facilities in their countries, training in
seed conservation techniques, and in targeting and banking their most important parts
of their floras. Many also undertake joint research programmes with Kew. The MSB
works with a range of seed banking institutes, from those in botanic gardens (27%), to
forestry and agricultural genebanks (20%), universities and other research organisations
(32%), governmental (17%) and other organisations (4%). For example, the Royal Botanic
Gardens and Domain Trust joined the MSBP in 2003 and, in 2013, opened the Australian
Plantbank, a purpose-built conservation centre that incorporates the seed bank, alongside
cryostorage, tissue culture and a well-developed nursery, with associated staff including a
well-developed conservation focused science programme.

The facilities at the MSB were built to last for 500 years, and seed accessions stored
there should be viable for decades to centuries (depending on the species—some are short
lived even under ideal storage conditions—and the quality of the accession). The long-term
nature of this storage (>10 years) sets conservation seed banking apart from other seed
storage initiatives with short (<5 years e.g., restoration and regeneration) and medium
(5–10 years, e.g., plant breeding) storage needs, and defines the conditions of storage
(Figure 1) [20].

The storage procedures and monitoring of long-term conservation collections of wild
plant germplasm applied at the MSB, and botanic gardens seed banks generally, vary in
some respects from those employed in other types of genebanks which follow the Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the International Seed Testing
Association (ISTA) guidelines [20,52], but are based on practice developed in this sector.
Changes result from the diversity of wild seed types that are handled and stored (non-
uniform seed material), and the long-term nature of the conservation collections (10–100 s
of years). Storage conditions consist of drying to 15% equilibrium relative humidity and
storing in glass containers or trilaminate foil bags at −20 ◦C. Protocols are adapted for short-
lived species and for micro-seeds (<0.2 mm in length [53]). The MSBP Seed Conservation
Standards [54] were developed to ensure high quality collections are made and stored
across the partnership. The quality of an accession is assessed through the number of seeds
in the accession together with their viability and longevity. The genetic representativeness
of individual seed accessions and storing multiple accessions from different populations
of the same species is also important. Seeds are stored in the country of origin with up to
half of the collection sent to the MSB for duplicate storage, spreading risk by splitting the
collections between two geographically separate facilities. Where no adequate facilities
exist in country for the long-term storage of seed accessions, the whole collection can be
sent to the MSB, and half returned on establishment of appropriate facilities in country. In
some cases, for example, where legislation prevents the movement of national germplasm,
seeds remain in the country of origin and are duplicated nationally, while data are shared
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with the MSB. Updates relating to the viability of accessions and requests for use of material
are communicated to partners that store the duplicates.

A conservation seed accession consists of three items: the seeds; an herbarium voucher
from the population collected; the data associated with the accession (field, processing,
germination, etc). The herbarium voucher enables identification of the seed material to be
verified, and taxonomic changes to be tracked, while also providing a valuable ecological
and historical record.

Collection Size

The quality of seed collected from wild plants varies significantly. A cut test to check
seed quality prior to collecting is recommended. This enables an estimate of the number of
potentially viable seeds in the population to be made, which will determine if sufficient
high-quality seeds are available to enable a collection of 10,000 seeds to be made without
impacting on the regeneration success of the wild population. The amount of seed collected
should not exceed 10–20% of the seed available on the day of collection [55–57]. Collecting
10,000 seeds is recommended by the MSB to enable duplication between seed banks, routine
seed bank activities and seed supply over the intended lifespan of the collection [14], it
also allows for genetic attrition over time due to germination failure, disease and active
use [58]. It is, however, recognised that collections of this size will not be possible for
many rare and threatened species, and for those with restricted distributions, and a median
of 1000 seeds per accession is more common and often still adequate for conservation
purposes (Figure 1) [15,58]. For very rare plants, a seed collection of any size provides
options for the future.

Accessions undergo X-ray analysis after cleaning and prior to banking to determine
the proportion of full, potentially viable seeds within the sample. Many seed banks do not
have access to an X-ray machine but can still undertake a cut-test to determine the quality
of the seed. The number of seeds in an accession is identified either by direct count (for
small accessions <500 seeds) or by weight (five samples of 50 seeds weighed, remainder
of accession weighed, calculation performed). The original seed number is then adjusted
using the X-ray (or cut-test) results to provide an estimate of the number of potentially
viable seeds in the accession. Prior to sampling an accession, it is thoroughly mixed to
ensure that seeds representative of the whole accession are utilised.

Genetic Representativeness

Conservation seed collections should contain genetic diversity that is representative of
the population from which they were made, and collections should be made from enough
populations to represent the genetic diversity of the species across its range. Multi-year
collections from the same population may also be needed to capture the genetic diversity
of annual or short-lived species. Typically, those making conservation collections aim
to collect from at least 50 plants across the population, and to spread the number of
seeds collected per plant evenly between individuals [59]. For large shrubs and trees,
it is also recommended to collect from across the canopy [60]. The genetic diversity of
wild plant species is generally unknown, sampling strategies based on predictive models
for the capture of alleles across a population with increasing sampling effort, taking into
consideration factors such as the population structure and inherent species’ traits (e.g.,
pollination syndrome) are helping improve previous rules of thumb [58,61]. The needs
of the end user (e.g., restoration, plant health research, plant breeding, etc.) must also be
considered when developing a sampling strategy, for some uses maternal lines should be
banked separately (e.g., UK National Tree Seed Project, [62]). Both seed and living plant
collections offer opportunities to add back diversity to wild populations that have had
their extant populations reduced [63,64].
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Germination

Germination tests are the most effective method for checking the viability of a seed
accession, they also provide a protocol (set of test conditions) for turning the seed back
into a plant. At the MSB, all accessions of sufficient size (see below) undergo an initial
germination test post banking. This represents a significant task, with over 40,000 species
banked from 190 countries each requiring individual germination conditions to be assessed.
Re-tests occur every 10 years; however, if longevity is known to be short or seen to be
declining, the re-test interval is reduced to 5 years.

For accessions with an adjusted (see below) seed quantity of >2500 seeds, 50 full seeds
are used for the test and up to five initial tests with varying conditions may be performed.
This requires an over-sow calculation should the adjusted seed number be lower than
the original seed number. For example, if 45 out of 50 seeds were full in the X-ray test
(90% potentially viable), a total of 56 seeds (50/0.9 to the nearest whole number) would be
required per test to account for potentially empty seeds. The number of seeds per test and
number of tests decreases below this accession size, until for accessions with <259 seeds no
test is performed. In no instance should more than 10% of an accession be used, this ensures
sufficient seeds remain in the collection for monitoring and use over the predicted lifespan
of the collection in storage. The MSB’s use of 50 seeds in periodic germination (viability)
tests mirrors the FAO recommendation for distribution. It is less than the 200 usually
recommended by ISTA, to both avoid excessive depletion of wild species collections, which
are generally smaller than those in crop genebanks, and also to make best use of limited
staff time.

Anticipating Loss of Viability and Decline of Longevity

The longevity of an accession in storage is dependent on a variety of factors, including
species characteristics and genetics, the point of seed development at the time of harvest,
post-harvest handling and storage conditions employed. Monitoring of viability in storage
is vital, as declines in viability represent a loss of genetic diversity from an accession, and
management decisions around recollecting or regeneration will be required.

The MSB uses analysis of the results of periodic viability testing of accessions to fit
survival curves, extrapolation of which can be used to predict when the viability of each
accession would reach regeneration level (75% of initial viability, variation from FAO
standards, allowing for wild species issues) [14]. Approaching that level would trigger
a management decision; and in practice regeneration would be a very rare event, with
a request to re-collect in the source country, if possible, being the preferred option. For
a significant proportion of the MSB’s seed accessions made since 2000, there are not yet
sufficient viability test data points to permit fitting of survival curves, from which to es-
timate likely regeneration/recollection intervals. The relatively sparse, usable real-time
survival data have been supplemented by an on-going programme of comparative acceler-
ated ageing experiments across diverse species (see [65,66]). While the possibility that the
causes of death of individual seeds are different under accelerated ageing conditions from
those in long-term storage in a seed bank, the data provide a relative ranking of species’
likely storage longevity. These are used to inform decisions on monitoring period (reduced
from 10 years to 5 where a species’ seeds are suspected to be relatively short-lived). In
addition, accessions from taxa known or predicted to be short-lived under traditional seed
bank conditions have a subsample backed-up under cryogenic storage (liquid nitrogen,
see below, Figure 1, and [67]), though more research is needed to confirm the expected
improved survival at ultra-low temperatures.

Genetic Integrity

The MSB at present does not engage in any direct routine assessment of the genetic
integrity of accessions or its decline. With the particular issues attached to regeneration
of very diverse species from many countries, we do not engage in regeneration, except in
certain circumstances, mostly for UK native species. Instead, so far as is practicable, we rely
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on the correlation between loss of viability and decrease in genetic diversity; and efforts
are focused on making collections in the field of the highest viability, transferring them
as quickly as possible to optimum storage conditions, followed by regular monitoring of
viability in real time. Recollection from the wild is the preferred method of replacing an
accession, from the original population if it still exists, or from an alternative population
if that is possible. Analysis of the survival of MSB accessions over periods varying from
10 to >40 years are giving preliminary indications that 80–85% of accessions are not yet
showing any detectable loss in viability and thus are assumed to remain at or close to
original levels of genetic diversity and representative of the populations from which
they were sampled. For accessions that do show a loss in viability, or no initial viability,
recollection is recommended, or required. Since 1984, the average number of species
recollection requests per annum is 26.

Seed Supply

Seeds are available to bona fide individuals representing recognised organisations for
non-commercial purposes (e.g., research on seed biology, morphology or germination),
as defined by a material transfer agreement through the MSB Seed List [68]. The only
collections available for distribution are those with: a verified name; adjusted seed quan-
tity >1050; a germination test within the last 10 years; permission from the donor or project;
not covered by CITES; and not held at the MSB under quarantine conditions in compliance
with current UK Plant Health Regulations. Up to 60 seeds per accession are supplied,
the number depending on the adjusted seed quantity of the accession, following the FAO
minimum recommendation (30–50 seeds [20]). However, the standard does not cite specific
population genetic research in support of the recommendation.

Staffing

Wild species seed accessions at the MSB currently amount to ~97,000, of ~40,000 di-
verse species; with an addition of around 3000 accessions per annum. Collection curation
consists of accessioning/databasing, drying, cleaning, banking, viability testing (initial and
periodic), sample distribution, etc.; and needs a team of a Seed Collections Manager plus
16 staff, with a variety of skills and experience: and, unless growth of the collection is to
lead to unmanageable backlogs of processing and periodic viability testing, the team needs
the addition of a seed collections assistant every 2–3 years.

3. Challenges and Prospects

While the importance of living collections and seed banks has been clearly demon-
strated, together with the wider work carried out by botanic gardens in this sphere (e.g.,
outreach and education), there remain challenges to the long-term conservation of plant
diversity using these ex situ conservation options.

3.1. Geographic and Taxonomic Biases in Collections

While the number of botanic gardens working in conservation, and the number of
seed banks conserving wild species, has greatly increased in recent years, there remains
a disparity between the location of biodiverse, threatened habitats and the sites of these
conservation centres (Figure 3) [26]. Based on the records in BGCI’s PlantSearch, the
distribution of botanic gardens appears disproportionately temperate, with 93% of plant
species conserved in the northern hemisphere—mainly in Europe and North America [26].
BGCI’s GardenSearch similarly shows that two thirds of the 551 gardens that provide
records for plant conservation programmes are based in high-income economy countries
as defined by the World Bank [34]. While this may represent a slightly distorted view, as
there are more countries in the northern hemisphere, and gardens located in the northern
hemisphere have greatest data sharing capacity, it highlights the need to support and
establish botanic gardens in the tropics. This need is emphasised by the finding that an
estimated 76% of species not currently held in living collections are tropical in origin [26],
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and that the majority of the world’s plant conservation collections are located outside
the most biodiverse regions, with only a third occurring within the 36 global biodiversity
hotspots [34].

Figure 3. Geographic distribution of (A) ex situ conservation capacity and (B) centres of plant species richness. Ex situ
conservation capacity is represented by the numbers of seed banks and botanic gardens found in each botanical region
of the world according to level 3 of the World Geographical Scheme for Recording Plant Distributions (WGSRPD) [69].
Numbers of seed banks per region were extracted from the Millennium Seed Bank Partnership (MSBP) and Botanic Gardens
Conservation International (BGCI), whereas numbers of botanic gardens per region were extracted from only the latter. For
direct comparison, plant species richness was also extracted for each botanical region (level 3 WGSRPD) from the World
Checklist of Vascular Plants [70].
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Seed collecting programmes of the MSB have typically targeted areas of high biodiver-
sity and conservation need, originally in temperate and dry regions and more recently in
tropical regions. To date, 71% of MSB partner countries occur within the 36 biodiversity
hotspots—but only 27% of countries where the partner is a botanic garden lie within a
biodiversity hotspot compared to 78% of those where partners are not botanic gardens,
and 76% of countries with multiple partners, both within and outside botanic gardens.
However, the disparity between collections-based institutes in the northern and southern
hemisphere is still evident within the partnership, with only 18% of MSB partner countries
occurring in the southern hemisphere (22% for non-botanic gardens partners, 14% for
countries with both botanic garden and other institutes as partners, 0% for countries with
only botanic garden partners). When looking at the economy of the MSB partner countries,
as defined by the World Bank, a similar pattern emerges, with botanic garden only partner
countries occurring in only upper-middle and high income brackets, those with partners
within and outside the botanic garden sector also include some lower income countries,
and only those countries with partners exclusively outside of botanic gardens also include
low income countries.

In addition to the geographical gaps in collections, botanic gardens and collections-
based institutes, there are phylogenetic biases in the species that are conserved in living
collections and seed banks. While 30% of plant diversity has been found to be conserved in
botanic garden collections, representing 59% of all plant genera, there are certain groups of
plants that are less well represented. For vascular plants 93% of families and 50% of genera
are conserved, but for non-vascular plants only 5% of genera are held [26]. Furthermore,
certain plant families and genera are favoured, not least because of their ability to be
readily propagated and grown under prevailing conditions, but also because of their
horticultural appeal. Most species cultivated in botanic gardens, particularly larger longer-
lived species, are represented by an average of two to three individuals, and plants are
often clonally reproduced and shared, meaning that the genetic diversity of the wild species
or even population is not represented. In addition, as individuals and not populations are
conserved, and the number of individuals that can be housed is limited, genetic bottlenecks
can arise [71]. To be effective as conservation collections, 10–100 s of individuals of known
wild origin, collected from across the ecological and geographic range of the species, are
required [34], highlighting the importance of metacollections.

Furthermore, duplication between institutions is desirable to mitigate for loss due to
attrition, pests and disease outbreaks, natural disasters and theft [58].This is one important
reason why many botanic gardens have developed conservation seed banks and are linking
accessions to form metacollections of a given species or genus. For the latter, it is preferable
if the material held represents germplasm from separate collecting efforts of different
populations to maximise global coverage and relies on excellent record keeping tracking
the wild origins of shared collections.

Of increasing concern are gaps in ex situ collections of plants with known uses, many
of which are also threatened. For example, a study of the neglected and useful plants of
Mexico found gaps in the conservation of wild edible plants. Although 2598 wild plant
species (more than 10% of the Mexican flora) are conserved ex situ as seeds in Mexico, with
duplicates stored at the MSB, only 62 seed accessions of 21 species from the most important
groups of neglected and underutilized plant species mentioned in the review have been
safeguarded in the seed banks [72]. In addition, the lack of coverage of these species in ex
situ collections means that the associated research needed for species propagation (e.g.,
germination requirements, dormancy issues, etc.) at a scale to support agriculture and
restoration activities is also missing.
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Although 75% of all embryophyte plant families are recorded as being conserved
in botanic gardens [26], it is well known that not all of plant diversity can be stored as
living or seed collections (Figure 1, [26,73]). A further issue with seed banks is that the
material is in stasis, offering a snapshot of the genetic diversity of a population at the time
of collecting. While this is helpful for resurrection studies (e.g., [74]) it means that material
is no longer evolving. Living collections have a similar problem; while their plants can
adapt and evolve, it is to conditions often outside their native range.

Small accession size (low seed number) can be an issue for seed banks too when
working with very threatened or rare species, which tend to enable only small seed ac-
cessions to be made from relatively few individuals. One option to overcome this is to
employ multiple-year collecting to increase accession size, or to grow material on from
germination tests in order to harvest additional seed (regeneration) or produce tissues (e.g.,
shoot tips, somatic embryos, etc.) that can be preserved in tissue culture or cryopreserved
accessions (Figure 1). Ex situ collections of ‘exceptional species’ often inadequately capture
the diversity needed to represent diversity likely to be lost in the wild, even more so that
for non-‘exceptional species’. The increasing discriminating power and lowering costs of
molecular techniques means that they can be routinely added to conservation workflows
to increase the diversity of species within seed and genebanks, and for end use in transloca-
tion (movement of plants between different sites) and restoration [75]. This is particularly
helpful in situations where germplasm is held in living collections, where each plant held
represents significant cost to the managing organisation, minimising duplication, while
holding high diversity. For example, at the Australian Plantbank, Rhodomyrtus psidioides
and other critically threatened rainforest species, are being held as living collections, in
nursery-held pots, in gardens, field genebanks and in tissue culture [76]. These can be
seen as intermediate steps to the lower-cost long-term ex situ conservation goals of secur-
ing appropriately diverse germplasm of these species in seed banks, cryostorage and as
important elements of metacollections [22,23].

3.2. Cryopreserved Plant Collections

For conventional seed banking, an increasing challenge is the inability to store material
from ‘exceptional species’ for the long-term [11,12]. While living collections can overcome
this difficulty (Figure 1), issues around the amount of genetic diversity conserved and
the possibility of genetic erosion, hybridisation or problems associated with pathogens
and pests remain [77–79]. Cryopreservation is increasingly recommended as a solution
(Figure 1), enabling the long-term preservation of a diversity of plant materials (e.g., cells,
spores, pollen, shoot tips, seed embryos, whole seeds) and taxa (from algae to bryophytes,
ferns, cycads and orchids) and the storage of relatively comprehensive genetic diversity of
the population sampled on a relatively small space [12]. Plant cryopreservation is based in
the use of ultra-low temperatures (typically those provided by liquid nitrogen, <−130 ◦C)
and often chemical protectants to preserve cells and tissues without the formation of lethal
intracellular ice. There are different approaches that can be used which are mainly based
on the vitrification (i.e., ’ice-free‘ solidification) of the cell cytoplasm while protecting its
physicochemical properties and the structural integrity of tissues [12,77].

However, unlike conventional seed banking, plant cryopreservation does not have a
universal formula that can be used to preserve a wide range of plant taxa and tissues, and
cryopreservation protocols must often be developed and adapted at the species or variety
level [20] (Figure 1). In addition, the level of success of many protocols is lower than that
applied to germination standards set for conventional seed bank collections. For example,
a cryopreservation protocol is considered successful when regeneration is accomplished in
at least 20–40% of the preserved samples [80,81], for long-term conservation seed banking
storage is considered successful if levels of germination are above 75% initially and do not
drop below 85% of initial test levels on subsequent testing [20]. These discrepancies, in
both the lack of a universal method for plant cryopreservation and in the levels of initial
percentage of plant regeneration between cryopreserved plant collections and conventional
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seed banking, have often been a barrier for the establishment of cryopreserved collections of
wild species within seed banks. However, this has not been the case for crop plants [12,82]
and we think similar standards of success should be applied to wild and threatened
‘exceptional species’ [83]. In this regard, cryopreserved plant accessions of wild species can
be viewed like the elements of metacollections described in a previous section of this paper.
For example, in the case of the rare Sinkhole Cycad, Zamia decumbens, indicated above,
over 60% of known genetic diversity for this cycad could likely be preserved by combining
the curation, in vitro culture and/or cryopreservation of 30 maternal lines (35% of known
genetic diversity for this cycad) and the preservation of pollen from 100–200 individuals.
This metacollection of cryopreserved, in vitro cultured and whole plant germplasm would
conserve a high genetic diversity of this rare cycad in a way that, if seed banking is not
easy, living metacollections alone would find challenging.

Cryopreserved plant accessions are relatively common for the long-term conservation
of certain crop species that are propagated vegetatively or have desiccation sensitive
seeds [77]. However, cryopreserved collections of wild plant species are not common but
are increasingly being considered and created within conventional seed banks and botanic
gardens. Examples include the CryoBiobank of the Cincinnati Zoo and Botanical Garden,
created in the late 1980s and holding the oldest, largest and most diverse collection of
cryopreserved plant cells and tissues [84], the MSB, which cryopreserves short-lived seeds
and spores, the USDA/ARS National Laboratory for Genetic Resources Preservation that
hold seeds and spores of the CPC network, and diverse Australian genebanks [85] (see
Box 1). However, we need to expand the number and scale of these types of collections,
particularly in tropical areas, where the proportion of species that cannot be banked using
traditional seed banking is larger [12,84,86]. Cryopreserved crop collections offer a great
source of knowledge not only in the techniques that can be applied but also in solutions
for challenges that arise from the management of globally cryopreserved collections [87].
Some historical cryopreserved wild plant collections have provided data to evaluate not
only the costs and challenges of preserving wild plant species in vitro and stored in liquid
nitrogen, but also on the stability and longevity of the preserved samples [12,84,88].

Nevertheless, there are some aspects to consider if we want to increase the number
and scale of cryopreserved plant collections of wild species. Firstly, the ’fear‘ of using
liquid nitrogen technologies needs to be reduced, as this is often the first barrier to the
development of basic cryopreserved plant collections across conservation institutions. For
example, cryopreserved collections for short-lived desiccation tolerant seeds, fern spores,
and desiccation tolerant pollen can be created with minimal investment and training, as
dry seed, spore and/or pollen collections can be stored in liquid nitrogen with relatively
low technical requirements [67]. Secondly, conventional seed banks and botanic gardens
need to invest in infrastructure and specialised training to increase the taxonomic and
geographic variation of cryopreserved collections of wild plant species (the scale of the
investment will depend on the scale of the cryobank desired). Thirdly, cryobiotechnological
research needs to be increased if more species and tissues are to be successfully cryopre-
served [12,83–85,89–91]. Fourthly, we must strengthen networking between wild species
genebanks and crop genebanks to facilitate the preservation of wild species collections at
the regional level in their crop genebank cryobank facilities, particularly in tropical areas
where funding, a stable supply of liquid nitrogen and training for the development of wild
species cryopreserved collections may be challenging [84].
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Box 1. Meeting the challenges of seed banking and conservation of ‘exceptional species’ in Australia.

Australia has a large, diverse flora and many endemic species. The negative effects of climate
change—such as decades of frequent drought and bushfires—coupled with habitat loss, rapid
spread of invasive weeds and disease, have resulted in an increased level of threat to native
flora [92]. The unprecedented scale and intensity of the ‘Black Summer’ fires of 2019/20, burning
more than 10 M ha of land in south-eastern Australia across 11 Australian bioregions and 17 major
native vegetation groups [93], has undoubtedly brought many species closer to extinction. Botanic
gardens are being activated to help monitor post-fire recovery and to collect germplasm for ex situ
conservation.
There are presently ten conservation seed banks in Australia, mainly in botanic gardens, that hold
68% of threatened flora represented by at least one accession [92]. Efforts have largely focused on
dryland species, due to the expectation of desiccation sensitivity of seeds of rainforest. Several
studies have explored the seed storage potential of Australian rainforest flora [49,94] and these
results were combined with other data sets to develop a key for determining the seed storage
potential of untested rainforest species [49]. This key will help us to understand the complex
biology of ‘exceptional species’ and recognise species that need conservation efforts beyond the
traditional seed bank.
A number of Australian crop wild relatives fall into the exceptional category, including Citrus,
Syzygium [95] and Macadamia species. Macadamia is Australia’s only indigenous crop grown at large
scale, and current efforts are focusing on the twin challenges of securing the remaining germplasm
of the four Macadamia species in the wild (which are all threatened), while ensuring the availability
of material for inclusion in breeding programmes. Alternative conservation methods such as tissue
culture and field genebanking are available for such species [96]. The further development of
cryostorage techniques for ‘exceptional species’ conservation is an increasing focus of collaborative
research due to the great potential of this technique as a long-term conservation option [85,97,98].
The recent environmental disasters in Australia have greatly increased the imperative for ex
situ conservation of all species, but particularly for those of fire-impacted east coast rainforests,
including the relictual Gondwanan rainforests. These forests rarely burn, and the species are
often poorly adapted to fire. The fires may have left these forests ‘susceptible to regeneration
failure and landscape-scale decline’ [93]. Many species are already under pressure from habitat
loss due to clearing, the effects of invasive weeds and diseases. An added, looming existential
threat to rainforest Myrtaceae species, is the recent incursion of Myrtle Rust fungus (Austropuccinia
psidii). This disease has spread rapidly to more than 358 species in Australia since its unfortunate
introduction in 2010 and has been found more recently in New Zealand. Myrtle Rust is decimating
a number of once common rainforest species, such as the Scrub Turpentine (Rhodamnia rubescens),
and Native Guava (Rhodomyrtus psidioides), with imminent annihilation expected for a number
of species [99]. If the plants are not killed outright, the disease often affects the flowers and
fruit and therefore collecting of seeds from the wild is usually not an option. The disease can be
controlled in cultivation; however, progress of the disease may outpace germplasm capture for ex
situ conservation such is the scale of the problem [76,100].

3.3. The Importance of Networks

Developing and maintaining active networks of institutions focused on a shared
goal can be a significant tool for nations to meet their commitments to international
plant conservation and restoration targets [101]. Well established networks aimed at
tackling plant conservation issues exist at different levels: locally, nationally, regionally, and
globally. Networks operating at the national level often have a highly targeted approach
to plant conservation. An example is the Mexican native species Biodiversity Nurseries
Network (REVIVE), implemented jointly with the Seed Reserve (RESEM) in the Veracruz
State. Their mission is to increase the diversity of native species growing in nurseries
for restoration purposes. Initially most nurseries only worked with native Pinus species,
but REVIVE now have more than 200 native species from different Mexican ecosystems
available as seedlings or seeds for distribution [102]. National networks can also feed into
regional ones. ENSCONET is a regional network of institutes with an interest in native
species conservation through seed banking that includes the Italian seed banking network
(RIBES) [103] and part of the Spanish seed bank network (Red Española de Bancos de
Germoplasma de Plantas Silvestres) [47] and Mediterranean network (GENMEDA) [104] as
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part of their current membership. Collectively, the membership has contributed to ensuring
62.7% of European threatened species are in long-term conservation [105].

Global networks have the greatest diversity of associated organisations and have the
potential of having the greatest global impact. Under the umbrella of the MSBP, botanic
garden seed banks, agricultural genebanks and forestry seed centres are brought together
with a shared purpose, enabling the development of more collaborative and complementary
conservation programmes. Similarly, BGCI’s Global Seed Conservation Challenge (GSCC),
a network of over 200 botanic gardens involved in seed banking, supports seed banking
through provision of training, resources and funding while challenging botanic gardens to
conserve more threatened species in seed banks. Since 2015 the number of taxa conserved
as seed added to PlantSearch has doubled. Through the GSCC fieldwork fund, 120 species
have been collected, including 45 threatened with extinction. These global networks and
consortia can make a significant contribution towards global conservation and restoration
targets but do require significant levels of resourcing to be effective at a global scale.

The existence of a maintained network can increase reactivity and dynamism amidst
political and environmental instability. Climate change is leading to an increase in extreme
weather events, including drought and related wildfires, hurricanes, and flooding. In 2012,
the US endured several environmental disasters including the burning of two million acres
of sagebrush in four western States, and widespread damage to native plant communities
responsible for stabilizing soils and filtering water on the East Coast by Hurricane Sandy.
These events led to the creation of the National Seed Strategy for Rehabilitation and
Restoration to provide a more coordinated approach and response to these large-scale
events [106]. Ecological restoration is often constrained by a lack of the large quantities
of seed required. The Strategy focuses on the establishment of a nationwide network of
native seed collectors, farmers and growers, nurseries and seed storage facilities to supply
adequate quantities of appropriate seed, together with a network of restoration ecologists.
The vision of the strategy is ‘The right seed in the right place at the right time’. A progress
report in 2021 showed 380 partners are involved in the resulting network and have together
invested $167 M in the programme [106].

More recently, the 2019 ‘Black Summer’ bushfire season impacted 67–83% of globally
significant forests and woodlands of Australia, and decimated >50% of known populations
or ranges for over 800 vascular plant species native to Australia (see also Box 1) [93].
Australian botanic gardens have long had a strong focus on the conservation of native
and, particularly, threatened species. This was fostered by the formation of the Australian
Network for Plant Conservation in the early 1990s, followed by various partnerships with
the MSB from the late 1990s, which in turn enabled the establishment of the Australian
Seed Bank Partnership (ASBP) [107]. These networks and partnerships supported the
development of seed banking capacity in each State and Territory, and firmly placed
botanic gardens as providers of plants and services for conservation of Australian native
species. The ASBP enabled a rapid response post-fire in the form of habitat assessments
and collecting seeds from remaining individuals found in refugia, as well as long-term
monitoring of habitats of affected species over the coming years. ASBP is working not only
with plant conservation consortia across Australia but remains part of the global network
of the MSBP. This continued partnership provides further security for the Australian
seed collections, with over 9000 Australian species duplicated to the MSB over the past
20 years and forming an integral part of their collections, with the potential for repatriation
when required. This ability of networks to enable reactivity and dynamism in an ever-
changing world will be increasingly important for plant conservation and responses to the
biodiversity crises in the coming decades.

In relation to cryopreservation of ‘exceptional species’ plant cryobanks are well estab-
lished in many national and international crop centres, such as Bioversity International,
the International Center for Tropical Agriculture (CIAT), the International Potato Center
(CIP), the International Institute of Tropical Agriculture (IITA), the World Agroforestry
Centre (ICRAF), the Global Network on Cacao Genetic Resources Conservation and Use
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(CacaoNet), the USDA/ARS Agricultural Genetic Resources Preservation Research, the
Leibniz Institute of Plant Genetics and Crop Plant Research (IPK), where vegetatively
propagated or desiccation sensitive seed crops are preserved in liquid nitrogen [77,87].
Some of these cryobanks are well interconnected through global networks and initiatives
such as the CGIAR [77,87]. Similarly, for the forestry sector, nursery stands of economically
important tree species are general practice across many agroforestry centres, allowing for
the use, conservation, improvement, and distribution of germplasm [108]. Coordinated
networks for the conservation of ‘exceptional’ wild species are less prominent; however,
there are notable examples. At a global scale, BGCI in collaboration with Valerie Pence at
the Cincinnati Zoo and Botanical Gardens is working to link knowledge, resources and
projects globally to conserve threatened ‘exceptional species’ in a systematic way [109].
Within this collaboration they are promoting the creation of an Exceptional Plant Conserva-
tion Network (EPCN), that aims to share resources, including a list of ‘exceptional species’,
information and links to information on the species and alternative conservation technolo-
gies, ways to link to other researchers working with ‘exceptional species’, as well as other
supplemental information [110]. The EPCN is planned as an open resource that will benefit
from the input of all researchers who are working on the conservation of threatened ‘ex-
ceptional’ plants. Moreover, BGCI’s Global Conservation Consortia coordinates networks
of institutions and experts towards the conservation of priority threatened plant groups,
such as maples, oaks, magnolias, and dipterocarps. These networks help to develop and
implement comprehensive strategies for in situ and ex situ conservation efforts (including
cryopreservation) and dissemination of species recovery knowledge. At the national scale,
networks such as the CPC in the USA, promote research and the use of tissue culture and
cryopreservation techniques as alternative storage methods to conventional seed banking
for the conservation of threatened ‘exceptional species’ [57].

3.4. Data Management and Access

Data sharing is key for enhancing global plant conservation collaborations, enabling
exchange of knowledge across networks and the establishment of metacollections. For
both living collections and seed bank accessions, the associated data, gathered through
the collecting, processing and/or growing activities, represents a wealth of potential for
collection management, research, restoration and conservation action [111,112]. Typically,
data shared by botanic gardens is related to taxonomy, distribution, conservation status,
plant availability in gardens, uses and a brief description of the plant. Data captured by
seed banks is generally focused on seed traits such as seed storability, viability and/or
germination, morphology, collection location, and seed availability.

A challenge for data sharing, particularly for wild species seed banks, is the incom-
patibility of different data management systems across botanic gardens and seed banks.
Data sharing for crop species is more advanced in relation to unifying accession and trait
data under an open access system (e.g., Genesys [113]). The MSBP network goes some
way to tackling this issue through the development of the MSBP Data Warehouse [114].
Developed in 2015 as an online resource for partners, this platform aggregates data from
partner’s in-country collections with the duplicates held at the MSB. Currently, the MSBP
Data Warehouse holds data of 230,166 seed accessions, 2074 X-ray images and 220,295 ger-
mination data, and partners can access the majority of this seed related data from across
the global network. It also provides links to other RBG Kew online resources such as Plants
of the World Online (POWO) and the Seed Information Database (SID). Processing data for
duplicate accessions is repatriated through the system, highlighting accession quality and
enabling reflection on existing processes to aid future collecting.

Alongside the use of networks as a hub for data and knowledge exchange, the devel-
opment of shared network systems can be a way of accelerating institutional data onto
globally accessible platforms. In 2005 ENSCONET developed ENSCOBASE [115], an open
access database where members of the network can upload data on native European wild
species within their seed bank. Publicly accessible platforms such as ENSCOBASE and
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PlantSearch can be used to measure progress towards international targets such as the
GSPC by tracking collections of threatened species [105]. They also connect accessions
directly to conservationists, educators, horticulturalists, researchers, policy makers and
many others who are working to conserve and understand plant diversity, and data can be
used to prioritise conservation of threatened species not held in ex situ collections. This
prioritisation can be implemented by individuals, organisations or networks at the local,
national, regional or global level depending on the species’ distribution. The number of
seed banks uploading data to PlantSearch has doubled in the last five years; however, only
around 80 of the 355 botanic gardens with seed banks upload their seed accession data to
PlantSearch in addition to information on their living collections. Institution level resourc-
ing to facilitate upload of data is an issue common to many conservation-oriented data
sharing platforms—however, the more data these platforms contain, the better-informed
conservation actions will be.

The MSB Data Warehouse, ENSCOBASE and PlantSearch are among the very few
examples of initiatives to share data across and beyond the botanic garden network. A
wide range of different systems are used by botanic gardens to maintain accession-level
data on the plants in their collections, but unlike the plant genetic resource sector, data
sharing and the adoption of common data standards has not yet been a priority. While
some botanic gardens (e.g., RBG Edinburgh) provide on-line access to collection catalogues,
this tends to be the exception rather than the rule. Legitimate concerns about potential
theft keep curators of living collections from sharing their full catalogues. However, an
initiative from the German Botanic Garden Network (gardens4science) aims to develop
a data portal giving accesses to the local databases of the living collections of more than
10 gardens, starting with bromeliads and cacti [116].

Sharing data relating to species that are highly threatened or have the potential for
exploitation also presents a challenge for seed banks. Accession data typically have locality
and use documented within databases, and whilst this provides opportunity for use in
research and conservation, it can lead to misuse and may exacerbate illegal trafficking
of material for commercial gains [117]. The MSBP Data Warehouse ensures compliance
with agreed use of associated data from donating institutions in two ways. The first is by
sharing an online view containing ~85% of the offline database, with any requests for data
sensitivity accounted for. The second is the ability to restrict locality information through
’fuzzy mapping‘, where coordinate data can be restricted, or resolution decreased on the
interactive map. ENSCOBASE uses an alternative solution, and only provides location
data at the country and biogeographic region level.

Language can be a limiting factor in the sharing of information and knowledge.
Although English is generally accepted as the language of science, the greatest plant
diversity lies in regions where English is not the native language, and these are also the
areas experiencing the greatest threats to plant species survival [118,119]. The use of multi-
language tools and ensuring that information generated for a specific location’s flora is
available in the local language will help relieve this issue. There are good examples of
developing such material: the ENSCONET seed collecting manual is available in nine
European languages; and the ColPlanta website [120] for Columbian plant and fungi
information is accessible in English and Spanish [121]. Similarly, global aggregators such
as the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF) [122] have the capacity to switch to a
variety of commonly used languages.

Finally, we must also acknowledge the global disparity to internet access and the
impact that this has on successful data exchange, particularly for those within global
networks. Areas where there are high biodiversity and associated threats to plants, such as
much of Africa and Papua New Guinea sit relatively low in the rankings of internet users
per population size [123]. For these key areas, the development and maintenance of national
and/or regional networks remain important, as they serve as a way of ensuring continued
support and knowledge exchange across multiple players in plant conservation within
high biodiverse ecoregions. The inclusion of expansive knowledge and technology transfer
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programmes that enhances capacity of local collections alongside global repositories can
also mitigate the issue of access, for example, the various standard and bespoke training
programmes run by BGCI and MSB.

3.5. The Importance and Challenges of Material Sharing

We have already articulated the importance of duplicating seed collections at two
geographically distinct seed banks and joining living collections in metacollection strategies.
This insurance policy is increasingly important as environmental change becomes less
predictable and impacts greater areas. For many critical plant species that are in living
collections, a singular locality can dramatically increase the risk of a collection being
compromised either through total loss or gradually, through genetic erosion. Furthermore,
use of seed material for research can also contribute towards species conservation [112]
and to finding solutions to global challenges, such as food security [124].

There are various challenges in relation to sharing of material globally. One relates
to colonial histories and biopiracy, where historical imbalances have led to a lack of trust
in material sharing, particularly at the international scale, potentially to the detriment of
global plant conservation. Limiting access to physical material and associated data can
hamper research progress, potentially impacting the long-term conservation of endemic
floras. As plant species’ distributions straddle national boundaries, these limitations can
also impact the conservation of species with regional or global distributions, making a
comprehensive assessment of their risk of extinction and overall management difficult.

In 1993 we witnessed the first step change in recording consent through the ratification
of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) [125]. The ratified members of the CBD
recognise the sovereign right of countries over their genetic material and any sharing
of materials across national borders must take place in the context of PIC and under an
agreement on the terms of transfer of the material, including any subsequent access and
benefit arising from its use. The Nagoya Protocol provides a legal framework for the access
and benefit sharing of biological diversity [27]. Benefit sharing negotiated between parties
can include, but is not limited to, access to accessions and associated data, augmentation of
national collections, transfer of technology, training, joint research activities and in the case
of commercialisation, monetary exchange.

The implementation of the Nagoya Protocol (currently ratified by 132 countries) re-
quires botanic gardens in both provider and user countries to understand the modalities
involved in collecting and storing plants and seeds outside their national boundaries. In
Europe and beyond, many gardens have joined the International Plant Exchange Network
(IPEN) and/or endorsed the Kew Principles on Access and Benefit Sharing. These initia-
tives include Codes of Conduct which guide how material in collections can be used and
shared in line with the Nagoya Protocol. The principles of Access and Benefit Sharing
also apply within countries and have shone a light on ‘ownership’ of natural resources,
especially those which occur on land owned or managed by indigenous communities. In
Mexico for example, the national botanic garden network has developed a Code of Conduct
and best practices for collecting seeds with indigenous communities, and a similar code is
under development in Australia [126].

The establishment of a policy group at RBG Kew with legal expertise to develop,
maintain and record agreements has ensured its compliance with the CBD and CITES.
The majority of MSB partnerships are developed through bilateral agreements, where
the terms of material use (i.e., Material Transfer Agreement) are clearly outlined. Con-
tinued communication between the two acting parties ensures benefits are transferred
(e.g., germination protocols) and PIC is sought for third party use. Exceptions exist, for
example, the Adapting Agriculture to Climate Change project [124] was governed through
the Multilateral System (MLS) of access and benefit-sharing under the International Treaty
on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (ITPGRFA). Negotiations for this type
of relationship require further trust-building and ought to incorporate the use of the ABS
clearing house as part of the project to ensure compliance.
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Bilateral (or multilateral) agreements are typically made at the national level, and
so tend not to capture the diversity of stakeholders required to deliver highly impactful
conservation outputs. The inclusion of indigenous and/or local communities in relation
to access (i.e., of land, knowledge and material) and benefit sharing (e.g., monetary/non-
monetary and national/international) is an increasingly important aspect to consider [127],
particularly in countries where well-established networks exist. Examples include Aus-
tralia, New Zealand, Canada, and the United States. An added challenge is the practical
management of data relating to indigenous knowledge, a subject currently actively debated
within the museums and humanities sectors [128].

Living material (e.g., live plants and seeds), have the potential to carry a variety
of bacteria, viruses and fungi as part of their microbiome [129,130]. The relationship
can be beneficial (i.e., required for germination or growth), commensal or pathogenic.
Therefore, sharing of material will inevitably carry some level of risk, notably with regards
to the introduction and spread of novel pathogens. Since its emergence from commercial
nurseries and plantations in South and Central America, the pathogen responsible for
Myrtle rust (Austropuccinia psidii) has expanded its international range rapidly, spreading
into the Australasian continent within the past decade and affecting native populations
of Myrtaceae [131–133]. The World Trade Organisation Agreement on the Application of
Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures [134] provides the international regulatory system for
plant health and aims to prevent the introduction and spread of harmful diseases or pests.
Within this agreement are a set of reference standards on which nations can build a legal
framework that relates to plant health and trade. For example, the EU Plant Health Regime
provides a framework governing the movement of plants from non-EU countries. Import
of some species that are deemed high-risk are completely banned, whilst others require
accompanying phytosanitary certificates [135]. Aside from selected high-risk material
(e.g., Malus, Aegilops, etc.) requiring ‘plant passports’, plants or plant products can move
freely within EU member states. Therefore, any changes within the political landscape, for
example, the UK’s exit from the EU, will inevitably have an impact on the ease of material
access and sharing. Additionally, processes of disease and pest screening prior to issuing
phytosanitary certificates can be flawed or limited by the capacity and effectiveness of a
country’s screening measures [136]. The type of material being shared will also need to be
considered as the level of regulation can vary greatly (e.g., pollen versus seeds).

While seed is generally considered to be relatively ‘clean’ with respect to pests and
diseases, and its movement is generally less restricted by phytosanitary restrictions than
other types of plant material, seed collected from wild populations may present a ’trojan
horse‘ for transmission of pathogens. Recent research on seeds of African eggplant wild
relatives found the seed contained potato spindle tuber viroid, both a first finding for this
host and a first record in several countries. Like seeds, pollen international exchange is
considered safe, as harmful pests and diseases are rarely transferred through pollen [77].
However, pollen may be a vector for viruses and other pathogens [137] and specific
phytosanitary restrictions have been placed in some plant groups and countries (e.g., Citrus
in the USA [138]). That germplasm collections may be storing diseased material poses a
downstream phytosanitary risk to the collections, species conservation, or future breeding
research.

Considering the challenges of sharing material globally, including constrains imposed
by the policy environment, plant conservation efforts must include building capacity
in the country of origin, notably in biodiverse regions. One example is provided by
the Meise Botanic Garden in Belgium, whose scientists have been studying the wild
diversity of Coffea in Central and West Africa for almost 25 years. In order to ensure the
conservation of important diversity in the Democratic Republic of Congo, Meise Botanic
Garden has trained a network of local botanists, ensured the rehabilitation of historic field
and herbarium collections and supported the collection, conservation and evaluation of
newly described plant species in ex situ collections [139]. The biological constraints of the
species and/or seed itself can mean that transporting germplasm may be less favourable
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than storing it locally. Maintaining or developing networks within countries, including with
the agricultural sector that often has cryostorage facilities, will enhance the conservation
potential for seeds that are short-lived and/or desiccation sensitive.

4. Plant Conservation in the Wider Context
4.1. Integrated Conservation

It has been said that there is no technological reason that any plant need go extinct [26];
however, it is also recognised that seed accessions have a limited shelf life, and that the
size and usefulness of accessions will decline over time as they are used for activities
such as research, reintroductions, or periodic viability monitoring. Neither seed banks nor
botanic gardens, even with support from cryopreservation, are a surrogate for functioning
ecosystems, and there will always be a need to preserve plant diversity in situ. Integrated
conservation, where botanic gardens and seed banks help ensure plant diversity conserva-
tion through outreach and engaging with in situ work, is vital. The following case studies
highlight how the knowledge, skills and collections in botanic gardens and seed banks are
helping address some of the global challenges facing humanity by halting biodiversity loss,
increasing food security and supporting livelihoods.

4.2. Agrobiodiversity—Contribution to Global Food Security

Concern about the impact of climate change on global food security and biodiversity,
coupled with continued population growth, has driven initiatives to diversify our food
sources and build crop resilience [140].

The Adapting Agriculture to Climate Change, or Crop Wild Relatives, Project (2011–2021),
managed by the Global Crop Diversity Trust and RBG Kew, and funded by the Government
of Norway is such a project. Crop wild relatives (CWR), the distant wild ‘cousins’ of
domesticated crops, contain genetic traits that can potentially be harnessed through crop
breeding techniques to create climate and pest-resilient crop varieties. The unavailability of
these vital CWR plant genetic resources for food and agriculture (PGRFA) to crop breeders
due to their insufficient conservation in ex situ collections [141], resulted in this concerted
international effort to collect the wild relatives of 29 of the most important food crops from
across the globe. Occupying a unique position of experience in the ex situ conservation of
wild species seeds, the MSB played a pivotal role as the global duplicate repository, via the
use of Standard Material Transfer Agreements (SMTA), for almost 4000 seed accessions of
over 240 taxa collected by institutional partners in 21 countries. In addition, by making
use of Kew’s vast herbarium, seed collecting guides for each CWR project country were
produced. Training in seed collecting and conservation was also provided at Kew and
in-country to 174 individuals associated with the project.

In addition to safeguarding CWR seed collections in the countries of origin and at
the MSB, the final component of the project was to distribute small samples (typically
100 seeds) of each accession to specialist CGIAR-affiliated genebanks around the world
for incorporation into research programmes, investigating traits within CWRs that confer
resilience to abiotic and biotic stresses. As such, the CWR project has by necessity brought
the MSB’s expertise of wild species seed conservation and the CGIAR genebanks’ focus
on improved crop varieties together with the common goals of improving global food
security through the sustainable use of plant genetic resources in the face of climate change,
improving human nutrition and health and reducing poverty.

Many important crop species cannot, however, be stored in traditional seed banks.
The National Tropical Botanical Garden in Hawaii is host to the Breadfruit Institute which
includes the largest assemblage of breadfruit cultivars in existence. The Institute is using
the knowledge acquired by more than 30 years of conserving and studying breadfruit to
plant trees in tropical countries for food and reforestation, provide economic opportunity,
and to educate the public about the benefits of growing—and eating—this underutilised
crop. More than 300 breadfruit trees are conserved in the living collection and, working
with its partners, the Institute is sending micropropagated breadfruit trees to tropical
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countries worldwide. Since the launch of the initiative in 2009, more than 100,000 breadfruit
trees have been sent to 44 countries. The breadfruit collection includes accessions from
34 islands across the Pacific including some cultivars that are now rare or vanishing in
their homelands. The geographical scope of the collection also includes accessions from
Indonesia, the Philippines, Seychelles and Honduras.

4.3. Supporting Food Security and Livelihoods

Throughout human history, wild edible plants (WEP) have been important to rural
communities [142–145], but wild populations of WEP are under threat globally [146]. In the
South Caucasus, Kew collaborated with long-standing partners of the MSBP, the National
Botanical Garden of Georgia, the Institute of Botany Ilia State University of Georgia, and
Nature Heritage NGO of the Republic of Armenia to deliver a 3-year Enhancing Rural
Caucasian Livelihoods through Fruit and Nut Conservation project funded by the Darwin
Initiative. Due to the strong intrinsic link between plants and people in the Caucasus, this
project ensured the conservation of wild species without jeopardising the livelihoods and
food culture of the target and surrounding communities.

Through a multidisciplinary project team, consisting of botanic gardens (and their
associated seed banks), local NGOs, social scientists, research universities and community
leaders, the project covered five main themes: engagement; in situ and ex situ conservation;
research; and training.

Two communities were engaged with the project, one in the south of Armenia and
one in the north of Georgia. Community-led steering groups oversaw various project
activities, maintained a participatory approach throughout the project’s lifetime and pro-
vided a legacy after the project end. An awareness campaign on the importance of plant
conservation and sustainable harvesting led by in-country project members supported
by a steering group reached 60% of communities that utilise the harvesting landscape.
Through community member project interviews the key WEP harvested were identified
together with their use and the level of perceived importance of these products. Thirty
native fruit and nut plants were brought into cultivation in three community-run orchards,
alleviating overharvesting of wild populations whilst simultaneously providing income
for local families. Training on how to propagate and care for the plants was led by local
horticulturalists based at the relevant botanic gardens.

Georgian and Armenian conservationists received IUCN Global Red List assessment
training, enhancing the capacity for in situ conservation activities in-country. The training
and close collaboration with national herbaria enabled the assessment of 20 fruit and nut
species that are endemic to the region. A mixture of species used by local communities and
their threatened wild relatives were targeted for seed collection and conservation: 193 seed
accessions from 119 different fruit and nut species were conserved and duplicated to the
MSB.

The project aimed to narrow the knowledge gap of WEP and build research capacity
within the target countries through engaging two local MSc students. Collaboratively
developed research topics revolved around key edible species that are frequently used
locally, but rarely investigated (Rosa in Armenia and Prunus in Georgia). By utilising the
expertise both in-country and at RBG Kew, the students were trained in various aspects of
plant science, from seed conservation to genomics.

Through the project, the team began to have a better understanding of the way the
local landscape is used by local communities, and subsequently the needs for its continued
conservation. An important aspect that was outside the scope of the project was studying
the impact of commercially driven collectors originating from outside the local area, who
can have a significant impact on overall biodiversity at the landscape level if their activities
are not conducted sustainably [147]. To explore this further, the partnership will need
to develop sustainability training at a commercial scale (e.g., the FairWild model) and
expertise in supply chain valuation. Building cryopreservation capacity, both in-country
and at the duplication site, for wild edible species that have seeds that are short-lived (e.g.,
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Corylus spp.), intermediate (e.g., Fagus spp.) and/or recalcitrant (e.g., Quercus spp.) would
also greatly benefit long-term conservation of these species [67].

The Kew-led Useful Plants Project was implemented on the ground over two phases
(2007–2010; 2011–2015) under the MSBP with the aim to enhance the capacity of local
communities to successfully conserve and sustainably use important indigenous plants in
Botswana, Kenya, Mali, South Africa, and Mexico [148]. The project brought together Kew
scientists and a wide range of collaborators from different disciplines, involving botanists,
horticulturalists, agronomists, and foresters, who worked closely with rural communities,
local authorities, and schools utilising participatory techniques. A scientific approach was
applied throughout the main components of the project: selecting useful plant species; ex
situ conservation; propagation and planting; and supporting people’s livelihoods. Most of
the species were reported to have a medicinal use (878) or to be used as food for humans
(615) and materials (427). In Africa, prioritised useful plants included: the iconic multi-
purpose Adansonia digitata (Baobab) and the highly valued Senegalia senegal (Gum arabica);
food plants Schinziophyton rautanenii (Mongongo tree) and Tylosema esculentum (Morama
bean) used in Botswana; the multipurpose timber tree species Melia volkensii in Kenya; and
several species of columnar cacti and agaves in Mexico used for their edible flowers and
fruits [149]. This project has achieved an impact on plant diversity conservation through
seed banking of priority useful plants, with 1271 seed lots banked in-country and 952 du-
plicated in Kew’s MSB. Research on seed germination helped support plant propagation
activities, and facilities were set up or improved at the local level for the conservation and
propagation of the prioritised species. Training and knowledge in seed conservation and
plant propagation were also provided to rural communities while facilities were set up or
improved locally. Two hundred and sixty-seven species (76,389 seedlings) were planted in
community gardens for direct use, 59 of which (seeds/seedlings/part of plants or their
plant products) were promoted for income generation in rural communities through work-
shops and marketing events. Finally, the project supported local education through the
establishment of school gardens and increased knowledge on the conservation and sustain-
able use of native species and by tutoring undergraduate and postgraduate students. This
project highlighted the importance of applying an ‘holistic approach’ to address the dual
objective of biodiversity conservation and contribution to improved livelihoods in the local
communities [148].

4.4. Restoration and Reforestation

The important role that botanic gardens can play in supporting ecological restoration
through the provision of scientific knowledge and plant material has been well docu-
mented [150]. In GardenSearch, 329 institutions are listed as having a plant reintroduction
programme, and 226 are involved in restoration ecology research. The Ecological Restora-
tion Alliance of Botanic Gardens includes 49 members. Here we consider five examples
which show how the integrated plant science and conservation expertise of botanic gardens
and associated seed banks are helping deliver practical, on-the-ground solutions to plant
and habitat loss.

The UK Native Seed Hub (UKNSH), established in 2011, was conceived as part of
RBG Kew’s response to an independent review commissioned by the UK Government,
of England’s wildlife sites and the connections between them, entitled ‘Making Space
for Nature’ [151]. The report proposed a long-term strategy, to 2050 and beyond, for
conservation in England based on rebuilding nature, fragmented and degraded due to
human activities, at a landscape scale, by creating coherent and resilient ecological networks
that would link and expand existing habitat patches with buffer zones, wildlife corridors
and areas of active restoration and habitat creation.

A significant constraint to effective conservation and habitat restoration is the lim-
ited availability of known-origin, high-quality, genetically diverse seeds and plants [112].
The MSB, through its comprehensive UK seed collections coupled with its scientific and
technical expertise, was well placed to address this shortfall. Since 2011, the UKNSH has
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embraced this role by providing plant materials (seeds and plug plants), applied research
and technical assistance to over 63 conservation projects, and has partnered with more
than 41 organisations in the UK from both the public and the private sector.

One of the chief aims of the UKNSH from the outset was to support the goals out-
lined in the Lawton Report (2010) to rebuild nature on a landscape scale, enhancing and
strengthening ecological networks [151]. Eight years on from the publication of that report,
while evidence of success in terms of landscape scale conservation nationally is unclear
and at best mixed [152,153], the UK Government published a broader 25 Year Environ-
ment Plan [154], which included a commitment to develop a Nature Recovery Network,
launched in 2020, to expand, improve and connect a national network of wildlife-rich
places across towns, cities and the countryside. Going forwards the UKNSH, in line with
Kew’s Manifesto for Change 2021–2030 [155], will continue to support these aims and seek
further opportunities to work with the government, landowners and managers, businesses,
local communities and conservation organisations.

China is home to 10 percent of the world’s total plant diversity, some 30,000 higher
plant species [156]. However, there are many threats to China’s native flora including rapid
socio-economic development, climate change, habitat conversion and unsustainable use of
native species. The country is a key region for BGCI’s mission to mobilise botanic gardens
and engage partners in securing plant diversity for the well-being of people and the planet.
BGCI launched its China Programme Office (hosted by the South China Botanical Garden
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou) in 2008 following BGCI’s collaboration in
the development of China’s Strategy for Plant Conservation (CSPC) [157]. The CSPC
highlighted China’s botanical wealth and the urgent need for conservation action. BGCI
activities focus on collaborative action with botanic gardens and other botanical institutions
in China to develop and implement practical conservation initiatives for the country’s
threatened native flora to address the targets of the CSPC. In the past 13 years, through the
Global Trees Campaign (a partnership between BGCI and Fauna and Flora International)
BGCI has funded the protection and restoration of more than 70 threatened trees in China.

A summary of the work BGCI has been implementing with Chinese partners over
the past 10 years was recently published with more than 20 case-studies on the integrated
conservation of rare and threatened woody plants [158]. One such example is Bretschneidera
sinensis an endangered tree native to China. Through comprehensive field surveys, wild
populations were identified, and seed collected for storage in the South China Botanical
Garden seed bank. Additional seed was collected for reintroduction activities including
the reintroduction of 1000 seedlings in Dongguan Forest Park and Shimen National Forest
Park of Guangzhou city and 300 seedlings into Nankunshan Mt. Nature Reserve.

The Global Tree Seed Bank Project (GTSBP) is one of Kew’s major science-based
plant conservation programmes. Funded by the Garfield Weston Foundation it aims to
secure (in safe, long-term storage) seeds of at least 3500 tree species from across the world.
The Latin America programme of the GTSBP was initiated in 2015 and delivered through
two projects focused on useful trees in Mexico and the Dominican Republic.

Mexico is in the top five countries in terms of floral diversity (species richness), and
more than 50% of the plant species are endemic [159]. There are ca. 3000 native tree
species that have been characterised for their uses, distribution, conservation status and
endemism [160]. However, more than 30% of the tree species are threatened due to de-
forestation and/or climate change. The Science-Based Conservation of Tree Species in
Mexico Project addressed this by implementing an integrated conservation programme for
endemic, protected and useful tree species, important for the livelihoods of rural commu-
nities. Work was undertaken in collaboration with the Facultad de Estudios Superiores
Iztacala de Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México (FESI-UNAM). Around 400 species
have been conserved ex situ, in country and as duplicates at the MSB, and technical and
scientific information has been produced to support the national reforestation programme
led by the National Forestry Commission (CONAFOR), including seed germination and
propagation requirements. A key challenge is promoting the use of more native species
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to diversify local nurseries which rely on the economic benefits obtained by selling and
distributing seedlings. A lack of information about the uses and propagation of native
trees other than timber species (mostly Pinus) means demand is very low. To overcome this
challenge, in collaboration with partners (University and NGOs) species profile sheets (in
the local language) were produced and distributed, describing their germination and prop-
agation requirements, uses, phenology, distribution and conservation status to promote
their utilisation in reforestation programmes.

In the Caribbean region, the vegetation cover in the island of Hispaniola, is under
threat from the expansion of agriculture and development for tourism, and the unsustain-
able logging for charcoal production. Kew has worked with the Jardín Botánico Nacional
(JBN) “Dr. Ma. Moscoso” of Santo Domingo through the MSBP since 2007 under an Access
and Benefit-Sharing Agreement with the aim to support the conservation and sustainable
use of the Caribbean native flora. Through this collaboration, a new seed bank was estab-
lished in 2017 [161] together with a conservation programme, which included the provision
of technical and scientific support, capacity building and seed research for ex situ and in
situ conservation. The Hispaniola Island climate is mainly tropical, and as in most tropical
regions, the percentage of species with recalcitrant (non-bankable) seeds is higher than in
temperate climates. Thus, one of the challenges faced was the identification or prediction
of native species whose seeds could not be conserved under traditional seed banking
conditions [162]. The joint Garfield Weston funded project Saving threatened forests of
Hispaniola focused on protecting the forests on the island, by researching, conserving and
propagating the seeds of native useful tree species and supporting reforestation activities.
Seeds of 250 tree species have been banked and planting activities have been carried out
in degraded areas, seedlings have been donated for the establishment of a new Botanic
Garden in Santiago and used for enhancing the vegetation of urban parks and other green
spaces in Santo Domingo. The collaboration has helped the JBN to become a key player
for the Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources in the Dominican Republic in
seed conservation and the provision of plant material and information for restoring and
recovering protected as well as urban and semi urban areas.

Under the umbrella of the Great Green Wall Initiative, Kew’s pilot project (2013–2020)
built a restoration model and generated environmental and socio-economic information to
support larger-scale restoration projects in similar contexts and conditions in the Sahara
and Sahel regions [163]. Under Access and Benefit-Sharing Agreements, this collaborative
project was implemented in partnership with national institutions and local communities in
the cross-border zone between three countries: Bankass in Mali; Djibo and Dori in Burkina
Faso; and Téra in Niger. A participatory approach was used to select native useful plant
species adapted to local conditions, and those that are important to the communities’ liveli-
hoods [164]. The most environmentally well-adapted and economically relevant species
were prioritised and authenticated, and seeds of 84 useful woody and herbaceous species
were collected from the wild and stored according to international standards in national
seed banks with duplicates at the MSB. Seed accessions were tested and research on seed
biology and ecology was carried out at Kew to support the conservation and propagation of
species. In collaboration with local communities, seeds of 55 woody and herbaceous species
were propagated and planted to restore 2235 ha of degraded land and create sustainable
income-generating opportunities for up to 32,000 people. Over 1,000,000 seedlings of the
selected species were planted and monitored in around 200 experimental plots [164]. An
assisted natural regeneration approach was used for some of the most important species,
such as Guiera senegalensis, as an alternative to reforestation [165], while the planting of
tall bare roots of Adansonia digitata (Baobab) was found to have a better chance to resist
and survive harsh climatic conditions and the species is highly valued by farmers [166].
Over 100 village technicians have been trained in nursery management, tree planting,
forest restoration and establishment of demonstration plots during the duration of the
project. The project has generated capacity at national and regional level to develop, plan
and implement science-based restoration programmes aimed at reestablishing the natural
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capital of the vegetation and supplying the resource base for the enhancement of local
livelihoods.

5. Future Directions

In summary, both living and seed collections held in botanic gardens and seed banks
offer huge long-term opportunities for the conservation of wild plant diversity. Such
collections are a key input into agricultural research and the development of improved crop
varieties, with plant breeding depending fundamentally on the availability and accessibility
of useful genetic resources, such as those found in crop wild relatives. In addition, WEP can
provide the basis of new crops. Some examples of the value to humanity of successful long-
term maintenance of a wide spectrum of genetic diversity are provided by Bretting [167],
and other uses of seed and plant collections are described in this paper.

Beyond their immediate use value, seeds stored in genebanks represent a form of
insurance against the loss of genetic material in situ. Furthermore, and in common with
other scientific collections, they may well have uses beyond their original purpose. The use
of herbarium specimens to investigate the impacts of climate change is well recognised,
and it may be that seeds stored for the long term will offer opportunities for future research,
answering questions so far not asked and using tools not yet developed.

There are, however, challenges to be addressed. There are gaps in the geographic,
taxonomic and genetic coverage of collections, as well as gaps in coverage of useful plants.
It is apparent that ex situ collections and conservation expertise continue to sit outside
the countries with the greatest plant diversity. It is, however, encouraging to see that this
situation is changing, through investment in people and facilities within biodiverse regions,
but more needs to be done.

Availability of funding on a scale commensurate with the biodiversity crisis remains
an issue. The conservation of plant diversity needs a step change in scale and investment
if we are to prevent the predicted extinction of two in five plants, and one in three trees.
The shortage of funding means that prioritisation of which plants are conserved must
take place—and this can take many forms depending on the organisation undertaking the
conservation initiative. For example, botanic gardens and seed banks have long focused
on the most threatened species, including endemics, but also on economically important
species, including medicinal plants and CWR. This does not, however, mean that those
plants not prioritised have no intrinsic value of their own, and often reflects limitations in
our knowledge of plant properties, uses and threat status.

The costs associated with long-term storage pose another constraint and mean that
choices need to be made on what to conserve and how to do this, and there is limited
information available to guide such choices. Detailed knowledge of local, regional, and
global patterns of plant diversity are often lacking [168], and as mentioned, seed banks
are often not located where the greatest diversity exists. Savings should not, however, be
made through identifying and removing duplicates from collections, as holding multiple
accessions from the same population through time and from different populations of the
same species are of great conservation value. False savings should also be avoided, for
example, devaluing material that is used the least. At the same time, duplication between
multiple types of ex situ conservation should be monitored and could provide potential for
rationalising collections.

How long material is held is a further consideration. While funds are generally used
for the acquisition of plant genetic resources, their long-term maintenance and monitoring
also needs to be funded, often directly by the institutions holding the collections. The MSB
was built to last 500 years, and most species banked will survive 10 s to 100 s of years
under storage conditions, but it is questionable whether sufficient funds will be available
to support the long-term ex situ conservation of the world’s genetic resources [168].

The increasing use of genomic information in breeding may suggest a move towards
dematerialisation of collections and a greater focus on storing genomic data only. We
would of course argue that there are many more uses of seeds beyond their use in breeding
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programmes and the ability of scientists to work usefully with DNA alone is still some
way in the future. We therefore do not believe that conserving dematerialised DNA will
be a useful plant conservation strategy for some time to come. Another challenge is the
increasing complexity of issues around the ownership and control of genetic resources as
well as the sensitivity of the legal and political situations.

Quality control must continue to be addressed, and improved monitoring systems put
in place. While a number of standards and guidelines have been published to guide seed
banking within the botanic garden sector, it is not clear to what extent these standards are
being followed and how much of the seed held by botanic gardens and other institutes is
in fact viable and usable. Within the European plant genetic resources community, a seed
bank quality system has been put in place which provides a set of policies, processes and
procedures that are to be followed by all members of the European Genebank Integrated
System (AEGIS) to assure an appropriate quality of activities. The system requires all
members to develop an operational genebank manual based on a common template that
documents the operating procedures and standards of the genebank. In 2019, in the
framework of the EU-funded project GenRes Bridge, three European genebanks were
evaluated as part of a pilot project. The project allowed the genebanks to review each
other on the basis of their Genebank Manuals and provided a mentoring system to help
the genebanks address quality issues identified during the reviews [169]. This pilot project
may provide valuable lessons to guide efforts to improve the quality of botanic garden
seed banks.

Two further areas stand out as opportunities to improve ex situ conservation for the
future: technological advances and networks. Technological advances in cryobiotechnology
are already helping some seed banks conserve existing collections of wild species whose
seeds are short-lived under conventional seed banking conditions, as well as species
with intermediate or recalcitrant seeds (Figure 1). The process for the latter is, however,
research intensive as species require tailored protocols to be developed for them to optimise
conservation outcomes. The flora of highly diverse and threatened regions are a priority
for conservation, and these tend to fall in the tropics—which have both a geographical
gap in existing collections, and a technological gap in relation to the conservation of
‘exceptional species’, which are more prevalent in these regions. There is a need to increase
the availability of cryopreservation options for these species through provision of facilities,
or access to existing facilities currently used for different purposes (e.g., crops), and through
training. Developing and strengthening networks within tropical regions will greatly help.

We have highlighted the importance of networks for sharing knowledge, data, exper-
tise and access to facilities as well as to raise the profile of plant conservation and leverage
funding. It is important to grow and maintain conservation networks, not just within
the botanic garden and seed bank sectors, but by incorporating other practitioners and
local communities working towards the conservation of a given species, habitat or flora.
Such networks can help establish integrated conservation planning from the outset of
programmes, and lead to greater impacts for conservation. In addition, greater linkages
need to be formed between the conservation and agricultural worlds to ensure that we hold
the material needed to create resilient crops of the future and to diversify the food plants
grown as crops. Forming networks that interlink these sectors will help to increase the
impact of global conservation efforts, avoid unnecessary duplication and prioritise resource
allocation, as was largely achieved through the Adapting Agriculture to Climate Change
project. The diversification of metacollections, currently focused on ‘exceptional species’
to a wider array of threatened plant taxa should also be encouraged as this networking
approach greatly enhances the value of individual collections and improves conservation
outcomes for the species involved.

Botanic gardens and seed banks are well placed to respond to the biodiversity crises,
but their conservation efforts need to be massively scaled up and supported by long-term
funding. They also need to be coordinated across institutions, sectors (government agen-
cies, universities, NGOs, etc.), geographies, and political boundaries [34]. Technological
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advances offer hope for the ex situ conservation of all plants—we now need to act on this
possibility.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization and writing—original draft preparation, review and
editing, all authors; visualization, E.B., D.B., K.O., A.F. and S.P. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding, although the work of BGCI and the MSBP have
been generously funded over a number of years by a wide variety of grants and philanthropic donors.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data sharing not applicable.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank Johannes Engels and Andreas Ebert for their guidance
and helpful comments on this manuscript, as well as three anonymous reviewers. In addition, our
thanks to the seed processing team at the MSB, and to all our project collaborators, for their work in
the conservation of wild plants. Alice Hudson provided data on recollection rates for collections held
at the MSB.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Díaz, S.; Settele, J.; Brondízio, E.; Ngo, H.T.; Guèze, M.; Agard, J.; Arneth, A.; Balvanera, P.; Brauman, K.; Butchart, S.H.M.; et al.

(Eds.) IPBES Summary for Policymakers of the Global Assessment Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services of the Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services; IPBES Secretariat: Bonn, Germany, 2019; ISBN 978-3-947851-13-3.

2. World Meteorological Organization State of the Global Climate 2020 (WMO-No. 1264); WMO: Geneva, Switzerland, 2021;
ISBN 978-92-63-11264-4.

3. Pörtner, H.O.; Scholes, R.J.; Agard, J.; Archer, E.; Arneth, A.; Bai, X.; Barnes, D.; Burrows, M.; Chan, L.; Cheung, W.L.; et al.
Scientific Outcome of the IPBES-IPCC Co-Sponsored Workshop on Biodiversity and Climate Change; IPBES and IPCC: Bonn, Germany,
2021. [CrossRef]

4. World Economic Forum The Global Risks Report 2020; World Economic Forum: Geneva, Switzerland, 2020; ISBN 978-2-940631-24-7.
5. Bar-On, Y.M.; Phillips, R.; Milo, R. The Biomass Distribution on Earth. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2018, 115, 6506–6511. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
6. Lughadha, E.N.; Bachman, S.P.; Leão, T.C.C.; Forest, F.; Halley, J.M.; Moat, J.; Acedo, C.; Bacon, K.L.; Brewer, R.F.A.; Gâteblé, G.;

et al. Extinction Risk and Threats to Plants and Fungi. Plants People Planet 2020, 2, 389–408. [CrossRef]
7. Dasgupta, P. The Economics of Biodiversity: The Dasgupta Review; HM Treasury: London, UK, 2021; ISBN 978-1-911680-29-1.
8. Ceballos, G.; Ehrlich, P.R.; Barnosky, A.D.; García, A.; Pringle, R.M.; Palmer, T.M. Accelerated Modern Human–Induced Species

Losses: Entering the Sixth Mass Extinction. Sci. Adv. 2015, 1, e1400253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
9. BGCI. PlantSearch. Available online: https://tools.bgci.org/plant_search.php (accessed on 10 September 2021).
10. Merritt, D.J.; Whitehouse, K.J.; Hoyle, G.L.; Crawford, A.; Wood, J.A.; Satyanti, A.; Norton, S.; Errington, G.; Martyn Yenson, A.J.

Seed banking: Orthodox seeds. In Plant Germplasm Conservation in Australia; Martyn Yenson, A.J., Offord, C.A., Meagher, P.F.,
Auld, T., Bush, D., Coates, D.J., Commander, L.E., Guja, L.K., Norton, S.L., Makinson, R.O., et al., Eds.; Australian Network for
Plant Conservation: Canberra, Australia, 2021; pp. 119–158, ISBN 978-0-9752191-4-0.

11. Pence, V.C. In Vitro Methods and the Challenge of Exceptional Species for Target 8 of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation.
Ann. Mo. Bot. Gard. 2013, 99, 214–220. [CrossRef]

12. Pence, V.C.; Ballesteros, D.; Walters, C.; Reed, B.M.; Philpott, M.; Dixon, K.W.; Pritchard, H.W.; Culley, T.M.; Vanhove, A.-C.
Cryobiotechnologies: Tools for Expanding Long-Term Ex Situ Conservation to All Plant Species. Biol. Conserv. 2020, 250, 108736.
[CrossRef]

13. Wyse, S.V.; Dickie, J.B. Predicting the Global Incidence of Seed Desiccation Sensitivity. J. Ecol. 2017, 105, 1082–1093. [CrossRef]
14. Smith, R.; Dickie, J.B.; Linington, S.H.; Pritchard, H.W.; Probert, R.J. (Eds.) Seed Conservation: Turning Science into Practice; Royal

Botanic Gardens: London, UK, 2003; Volume 95, ISBN 1-84246-052-8.
15. Way, M. Techniques and key issues in collecting crop wild relatives. In Plant Genetic Resources: A Review of Current Research and

Future Needs; Dulloo, E., Ed.; Burleigh Dodds: Cambridge, UK, 2021; pp. 1–30.
16. Ballesteros, D.; Pence, V.C. Fern Conservation: Spore, Gametophyte, and Sporophyte Ex Situ Storage, In Vitro Culture, and

Cryopreservation. In Current Advances in Fern Research; Fernández, H., Ed.; Springer International Publishing: London, UK, 2018;
pp. 227–249, ISBN 978-3-319-75103-0.

17. Volk, G. Chapter 25: Collecting pollen for genetic resources conservation. In Collecting Plant Genetic Diversity: Technical Guidelines—
2011 Update; Guarino, L., Ramanatha, V., Goldberg, E., Eds.; Bioversity International: Rome, Italy, 2011; ISBN 978-92-9043-922-6.

18. Colville, L.; Pritchard, H.W. Seed Life Span and Food Security. New Phytol. 2019, 224, 557–562. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4782538
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1711842115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29784790
http://doi.org/10.1002/ppp3.10146
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1400253
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26601195
https://tools.bgci.org/plant_search.php
http://doi.org/10.3417/2011112
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2020.108736
http://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12725
http://doi.org/10.1111/nph.16006


Plants 2021, 10, 2371 30 of 35

19. Chau, M.M.; Chambers, T.; Weisenberger, L.; Keir, M.; Kroessig, T.I.; Wolkis, D.; Kam, R.; Yoshinaga, A.Y. Seed Freeze Sensitivity
and Ex Situ Longevity of 295 Species in the Native Hawaiian Flora. Am. J. Bot. 2019, 106, 1248–1270. [CrossRef]

20. FAO Genebank Standards for Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture; FAO: Rome, Itlay, 2014; ISBN 978-92-5-108262-1.
21. BGCI. GardenSearch. Available online: https://tools.bgci.org/garden_search.php (accessed on 10 September 2021).
22. Griffith, M.P.; Clase, T.; Toribio, P.; Piñeyro, Y.E.; Jimenez, F.; Gratacos, X.; Sanchez, V.; Meerow, A.; Meyer, A.; Kramer, A.; et al.

Can a Botanic Garden Metacollection Better Conserve Wild Plant Diversity? A Case Study Comparing Pooled Collections with an
Ideal Sampling Model. Int. J. Plant Sci. 2020, 181, 485–496. [CrossRef]

23. Griffith, P.M.; Beckman, E.; Callicrate, T.; Clark, J.; Clase, T.; Deans, S.; Dosmann, M.; Fant, J.; Gratacos, X.; Havens, K.; et al.
Toward the Metacollection: Safeguarding Plant Diversity and Coordinating Conservation Collections; Botanic Gardens Conservation
International, US: San Marino, CA, USA, 2019; p. 12.

24. CBD Global Strategy for Plant Conservation; Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity Botanic Gardens Conservation
International: Richmond, UK, 2002; ISBN 978-0-9539141-5-9.

25. United Nations. The 17 Goals|Sustainable Development. Available online: https://sdgs.un.org/goals (accessed on
27 August 2021).

26. Mounce, R.; Smith, P.; Brockington, S. Ex Situ Conservation of Plant Diversity in the World’s Botanic Gardens. Nat. Plants 2017, 3,
795–802. [CrossRef]

27. CBD. The Nagoya Protocol. Available online: https://www.cbd.int/abs/about/ (accessed on 1 September 2021).
28. Spencer, R.; Cross, R. The Origins of Botanic Gardens and Their Relation to Plant Science, with Special Reference to Horticultural

Botany and Cultivated Plant Taxonomy. Muelleria 2017, 35, 43–93.
29. Heywood, V.H. Plant Conservation in the Anthropocene—Challenges and Future Prospects. Plant Divers. 2017, 39, 314–330.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
30. Jackson, P.S.W. Experimentation on a Large Scale—An Analysis of the Holdings and Resources of Botanic Gardens. Bot. Gard.

Conserv. News 1999, 3, 27–30.
31. BGCI. ThreatSearch. Available online: https://tools.bgci.org/threat_search.php (accessed on 19 September 2021).
32. O’Donnell, K.; Sharrock, S. The Contribution of Botanic Gardens to Ex Situ Conservation through Seed Banking. Plant Divers.

2017, 39, 373–378. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
33. Plant List Home—The Plant List. Available online: http://www.theplantlist.org/ (accessed on 21 October 2021).
34. Westwood, M.; Cavender, N.; Meyer, A.; Smith, P. Botanic Garden Solutions to the Plant Extinction Crisis. Plants People Planet

2021, 3, 22–32. [CrossRef]
35. Allen, W. Plant Blindness. BioScience 2003, 53, 926. [CrossRef]
36. Hudson, A.; Smith, P.; Gori, B.; Sharrock, S. Botanic Garden Collections—An Under-Utilised Resource. AJPS 2021, 12, 1436–1444.

[CrossRef]
37. Montgomery Botanical Center. Montgomery Botanical Center Home. Available online: https://www.montgomerybotanical.org/

(accessed on 19 September 2021).
38. Griffith, P.; Lewis, C.; Francisco-Ortega, J. Palm Conservation at a Botanic Garden: A Case Study of the Keys Thatch Palm. Palms

2011, 55, 93–101.
39. Griffith, M.P.; Calonje, M.; Meerow, A.W.; Tut, F.; Kramer, A.T.; Hird, A.; Magellan, T.M.; Husby, C.E. Can a Botanic Garden Cycad

Collection Capture the Genetic Diversity in a Wild Population? Int. J. Plant Sci. 2015, 176, 1–10. [CrossRef]
40. Wood, J.; Ballou, J.D.; Callicrate, T.; Fant, J.B.; Griffith, M.P.; Kramer, A.T.; Lacy, R.C.; Meyer, A.; Sullivan, S.; Traylor-Holzer,

K.; et al. Applying the Zoo Model to Conservation of Threatened Exceptional Plant Species. Conserv. Biol. 2020, 34, 1416–1425.
[CrossRef]

41. Fant, J.B.; Havens, K.; Kramer, A.T.; Walsh, S.K.; Callicrate, T.; Lacy, R.C.; Maunder, M.; Meyer, A.H.; Smith, P.P. What to Do
When We Can’t Bank on Seeds: What Botanic Gardens Can Learn from the Zoo Community about Conserving Plants in Living
Collections. Am. J. Bot. 2016, 103, 1541–1543. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. American Public Gardens Association Collections Showcase|American Public Gardens Association. Available online: https:
//www.publicgardens.org/programs/plant-collections-network/collections-showcase (accessed on 17 September 2021).

43. BGCI. Global Conservation Consortia. Available online: https://www.bgci.org/our-work/plant-conservation/global-
conservation-consortia/ (accessed on 17 September 2021).

44. Center for Plant Conservation. National Collection. Available online: https://saveplants.org/national-collection/ (accessed on
17 September 2021).

45. WIEWS. Background|WIEWS—World Information and Early Warning System on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agricul-
ture|Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Available online: http://www.fao.org/wiews/background/en/
(accessed on 17 September 2021).

46. CGIAR. Guardians of Diversity: The Network of Genebanks Helping to Feed the World. Available online: https://www.
cgiar.org/news-events/news/guardians-of-diversity-the-network-of-genebanks-helping-to-feed-the-world/ (accessed on
17 September 2021).

47. Hernández Bermejo, J.E.; Herrera Molina, F. REDBAG: The Spanish Network of Genebanks for Wild Plants. BGjournal 2005, 2,
18–20.

http://doi.org/10.1002/ajb2.1351
https://tools.bgci.org/garden_search.php
http://doi.org/10.1086/707729
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41477-017-0019-3
https://www.cbd.int/abs/about/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pld.2017.10.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30159525
https://tools.bgci.org/threat_search.php
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pld.2017.11.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30159531
http://www.theplantlist.org/
http://doi.org/10.1002/ppp3.10134
http://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2003)053[0926:PB]2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.4236/ajps.2021.129101
https://www.montgomerybotanical.org/
http://doi.org/10.1086/678466
http://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13503
http://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.1600247
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27578628
https://www.publicgardens.org/programs/plant-collections-network/collections-showcase
https://www.publicgardens.org/programs/plant-collections-network/collections-showcase
https://www.bgci.org/our-work/plant-conservation/global-conservation-consortia/
https://www.bgci.org/our-work/plant-conservation/global-conservation-consortia/
https://saveplants.org/national-collection/
http://www.fao.org/wiews/background/en/
https://www.cgiar.org/news-events/news/guardians-of-diversity-the-network-of-genebanks-helping-to-feed-the-world/
https://www.cgiar.org/news-events/news/guardians-of-diversity-the-network-of-genebanks-helping-to-feed-the-world/


Plants 2021, 10, 2371 31 of 35

48. Martyn Yenson, A.J.; Offord, C.A.; Meagher, P.F.; Auld, T.; Bush, D.; Coates, D.J.; Commander, L.E.; Guja, L.K.; Norton, S.L.;
Makinson, R.O.; et al. (Eds.) Plant Germplasm Conservation in Australia; Australian Network for Plant Conservation: Canberra,
Australia, 2021; ISBN 978-0-9752191-4-0.

49. Sommerville, K.D.; Errington, G.; Newby, Z.-J.; Liyanage, G.S.; Offord, C.A. Assessing the Storage Potential of Australian
Rainforest Seeds: A Decision-Making Key to Aid Rapid Conservation. Biodivers. Conserv. 2021, 30, 3185–3218. [CrossRef]

50. ENSCONET. ENSCONET Seed Collecting Manual for Wild Species; RBG Kew, Universidad Politécnica de Madrid, Eds.; 2009;
ISBN 978-84-692-3926-1.

51. ENSCONET. ENSCONET Curation Protocols and Recommendations; RBG Kew, Ed.; 2009; ISBN 978-84-692-5964-1.
52. ISTA. International Rules for Seed Testing. Available online: https://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ista/rules/2021/00002

021/00000001# (accessed on 31 August 2021).
53. Martin, A.C. The Comparative Internal Morphology of Seeds. Am. Midl. Nat. 1946, 36, 513. [CrossRef]
54. Breman, E.; Way, M. Safe for the Future: Seed Conservation Standards Developed for the Millennium Seed Bank Partnership. In

Proceedings of the EuroGard VII Congress, Paris, France, 6–10 July 2018; pp. 267–274.
55. Menges, E.; Guerrant, E.; Hamzé, S. Effects of seed collection on the extinction risk of perennial plants. In Ex Situ Plant Conservation:

Supporting Species Survival in the Wild; Guerrant, E., Havens, K., Maunder, M., Eds.; Island Press: Washington, DC, USA, 2004;
pp. 305–324, ISBN 978-1-55963-875-3.

56. Offord, C.A.; Meagher, P.F. (Eds.) Plant Germplasm Conservation in Australia: Strategies and Guidelines for Developing, Managing and
Utilising Ex Situ Collections; Australian Network for Plant Conservation Inc.: Canberra, Australia, 2009; ISBN 978-0-9752191-1-9.

57. Center for Plant Conservation CPC Best Plant Conservation Practices to Support Species Survival in the Wild; Center for Plant Conserva-
tion: Escondido, CA, USA, 2019.

58. Hoban, S. New Guidance for Ex Situ Gene Conservation: Sampling Realistic Population Systems and Accounting for Collection
Attrition. Biol. Conserv. 2019, 235, 199–208. [CrossRef]

59. Brown, A.H.D.; Marshall, D.R. A basic sampling strategy: Theory and practice. In Collecting Plant Genetic Diversity: Technical
Guidelines—2011 Update; Guarino, L., Ramanatha, V., Reid, R., Eds.; CABI: Wallingford, UK, 1995; pp. 75–91, ISBN 978-92-9043-922-6.

60. Kallow, S. UK National Tree Seed Project Manual; Royal Botanic Gardens Kew: London, UK, 2014; p. 39.
61. Hoban, S.; Schlarbaum, S. Optimal Sampling of Seeds from Plant Populations for Ex-Situ Conservation of Genetic Biodiversity,

Considering Realistic Population Structure. Biol. Conserv. 2014, 177, 90–99. [CrossRef]
62. Trivedi, C.; Kallow, S. Benefits and challenges for gene conservation: A view from the UK National Tree Seed Project. In Gene

Conservation of tree Species—Banking on the Future. Proceedings of a Workshop; General Technical Report PNW-GTR-963; U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Research Station: Portland, OR, USA, 2017; pp. 44–47.

63. Commander, L.E. Florabank Guidelines—Best Practice Guidelines for Native Seed Collection and Use. Available online:
https://www.florabank.org.au/guidelines/ (accessed on 17 September 2021).

64. Commander, L.E.; Coates, D.J.; Broadhurst, L.; Offord, C.A.; Makinson, R.O.; Matthes, M. (Eds.) Guidelines for the Translocation of
Threatened Plants in Australia; Australian Network for Plant Conservation: Canberra, Australia, 2018. [CrossRef]

65. Probert, R.J.; Daws, M.I.; Hay, F.R. Ecological Correlates of Ex Situ Seed Longevity: A Comparative Study on 195 Species. Ann.
Bot. 2009, 104, 57–69. [CrossRef]

66. Davies, R.M.; Hudson, A.R.; Dickie, J.B.; Cook, C.; O’Hara, T.; Trivedi, C. Exploring Seed Longevity of UK Native Trees:
Implications for Ex Situ Conservation. Seed Sci. Res. 2020, 30, 101–111. [CrossRef]

67. Ballesteros, D.; Fanega-Sleziak, N.; Davies, R.M. Cryopreservation of seeds and seed embryos in orthodox-, intermediate-,
and recalcitrant-seeded species. In Cryopreservation and Freeze-Drying Protocols; Wolkers, W.F., Oldenhof, H., Eds.; Methods in
Molecular Biology; Springer US: New York, NY, USA, 2021; pp. 663–682, ISBN 978-1-07-160783-1.

68. RBG Kew. Millennium Seed Bank Seed List—Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. Available online: http://apps.kew.org/seedlist/
(accessed on 20 September 2021).

69. Brummitt, R.K.; Pando, F.; Hollis, S.; Brummitt, N.A. World Geographic Scheme for Recording Plant Distributions, 2nd ed.; Hunt
Institute for Botanical Documentation, Carnegie Mellon University (Pittsburgh): Pittsburgh, PA, USA, 2001. Available online:
http://rs.tdwg.org/wgsrpd/doc/data/ (accessed on 18 September 2021).

70. Govaerts, R.; Nic Lughadha, E.; Black, N.; Turner, R.; Paton, A. The World Checklist of Vascular Plants, a Continuously Updated
Resource for Exploring Global Plant Diversity. Sci. Data 2021, 8, 215. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Wei, X.; Jiang, M. Meta-Analysis of Genetic Representativeness of Plant Populations under Ex Situ Conservation in Contrast to
Wild Source Populations. Conserv. Biol. 2020, 35, 12–23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Ulian, T.; Pritchard, H.W.; Casas, A.; Mattana, E.; Castillo-Lorenzo, E.; Way, M.; Aranda, P.D.; Lira, R. Neglected and underutilised
species in Mexico. In Orphan Crops for Sustainable Food and Nutrition Security: Promoting Neglected and Underutilized Species;
Padulosi, S., King, E.D.I.O., Hunter, D., Swaminathan, M.S., Eds.; Routledge: London, UK, 2021; ISBN 978-1-00-304480-2.

73. Hurka, H.; Neuffer, B.; Friesen, N. Plant Genetic Resources in Botanical Gardens. Acta Hortic. 2004, 651. [CrossRef]
74. Everingham, S.E.; Offord, C.A.; Sabot, M.E.B.; Moles, A.T. Time-Traveling Seeds Reveal That Plant Regeneration and Growth

Traits Are Responding to Climate Change. Ecology 2021, 102, e03272. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
75. Rossetto, M.; Yap, J.-Y.S.; Lemmon, J.; Bain, D.; Bragg, J.; Hogbin, P.; Gallagher, R.; Rutherford, S.; Summerell, B.; Wilson, T.C. A

Conservation Genomics Workflow to Guide Practical Management Actions. Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2021, 26, e01492. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-021-02244-1
https://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ista/rules/2021/00002021/00000001#
https://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ista/rules/2021/00002021/00000001#
http://doi.org/10.2307/2421457
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2019.04.013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2014.06.014
https://www.florabank.org.au/guidelines/
http://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.32812.51842
http://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcp082
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0960258520000215
http://apps.kew.org/seedlist/
http://rs.tdwg.org/wgsrpd/doc/data/
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-021-00997-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34389730
http://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32840007
http://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2004.651.2
http://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.3272
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33336401
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01492


Plants 2021, 10, 2371 32 of 35

76. Viler, V.; Offord, C.A. Ex Situ Management Including Seed Orchard Establishment for Native Guava (Rhodomyrtus Psidioides)
Affected by Myrtle Rust. Austral. Plant Conserv. 2020, 29, 17–19.

77. Engels, J.M.M.; Ebert, A.W. A Critical Review of the Current Global Ex Situ Conservation System for Plant Agrobiodiversity. I.
History of the Development of the Global System in the Context of the Political/Legal Framework and Its Major Conservation
Components. Plants 2021, 10, 1557. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

78. Guerrant, E.O.; Havens, K.; Maunder, M. Ex Situ Plant Conservation: Supporting Species Survival in the Wild; Island Press:
Washington, DC, USA, 2004; Volume 3, ISBN 978-1-55963-875-3.

79. Li, D.-Z.; Pritchard, H.W. The Science and Economics of Ex Situ Plant Conservation. Trends Plant Sci. 2009, 14, 614–621. [CrossRef]
80. Reed, B.M. Implementing Cryogenic Storage of Clonally Propagated Plants. Cryo Lett. 2001, 22, 97–104.
81. Vollmer, R.; Villagaray, R.; Egusquiza, V.; Espirilla, J.; García, M.; Torres, A.; Rojas, E.; Panta, A.; Barkley, N.A.; Ellis, D. The Potato

Cryobank at The International Potato Center (Cip): A Model for Long Term Conservation of Clonal Plant Genetic Resources
Collections of the Future. Cryo Lett. 2016, 37, 318–329.

82. Reed, B.M. (Ed.) Plant Cryopreservation: A Practical Guide; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2008; ISBN 978-0-387-72275-7.
83. Ballesteros, D.; Pritchard, H.W. The Cryobiotechnology of Oaks: An Integration of Approaches for the Long-Term Ex Situ

Conservation of Quercus Species. Forests 2020, 11, 1281. [CrossRef]
84. Pritchard, H.W.; Nadarajan, J.; Ballesteros, D.; Thammasiri, K.; Prasongsom, S.; Malik, S.K.; Chaudhury, R.; Kim, H.-H.; Lin, L.; Li,

W.-Q.; et al. Cryobiotechnology of Tropical Seeds—Scale, Scope and Hope. Acta Hortic. 2017, 37–48. [CrossRef]
85. Streczynski, R.; Clark, H.; Whelehan, L.M.; Ang, S.-T.; Hardstaff, L.K.; Funnekotter, B.; Bunn, E.; Offord, C.A.; Sommerville, K.D.;

Mancera, R.L.; et al. Current Issues in Plant Cryopreservation and Importance for Ex Situ Conservation of Threatened Australian
Native Species. Aust. J. Bot. 2019, 67, 1–15. [CrossRef]

86. Wyse, S.V.; Dickie, J.B. Taxonomic Affinity, Habitat and Seed Mass Strongly Predict Seed Desiccation Response: A Boosted
Regression Trees Analysis Based on 17 539 Species. Ann. Bot. 2018, 121, 71–83. [CrossRef]

87. Acker, J.P.; Adkins, S.; Alves, A.; Horna, D.; Toll, J. Feasibility Study for a Safety Back-up Cryopreservation Facility. Independent Expert
Report: July 2017; Bioversity International: Rome, Italy, 2017; ISBN 978-92-9255-073-8.

88. Pence, V.C. Evaluating Costs for the in Vitro Propagation and Preservation of Endangered Plants. In Vitro Cell. Dev. Biol. Plant
2011, 47, 176–187. [CrossRef]

89. Pritchard, H.W.; Moat, J.F.; Ferraz, J.B.S.; Marks, T.R.; Camargo, J.L.C.; Nadarajan, J.; Ferraz, I.D.K. Innovative Approaches to the
Preservation of Forest Trees. For. Ecol. Manag. 2014, 333, 88–98. [CrossRef]

90. Wade, E.M.; Nadarajan, J.; Yang, X.; Ballesteros, D.; Sun, W.; Pritchard, H.W. Plant Species with Extremely Small Populations
(PSESP) in China: A Seed and Spore Biology Perspective. Plant Divers. 2016, 38, 209–220. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

91. Nadarajan, J.; Benson, E.E.; Xaba, P.; Harding, K.; Lindstrom, A.; Donaldson, J.; Seal, C.E.; Kamoga, D.; Agoo, E.M.G.; Li, N.;
et al. Comparative Biology of Cycad Pollen, Seed and Tissue—A Plant Conservation Perspective. Bot. Rev. 2018, 84, 295–314.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

92. Martyn Yenson, A.J.; Commander, L.E.; Offord, C.A.; Makinson, R.O. Chapter 1 Introduction. In Plant Germplasm Conservation
in Australia; Martyn Yenson, A.J., Offord, C.A., Meagher, P.F., Auld, T., Bush, D., Coates, D.J., Commander, L.E., Guja, L.K.,
Norton, S.L., Makinson, R.O., et al., Eds.; Australian Network for Plant Conservation: Canberra, Australia, 2021; pp. 1–21,
ISBN 978-0-9752191-4-0.

93. Godfree, R.C.; Knerr, N.; Encinas-Viso, F.; Albrecht, D.; Bush, D.; Christine Cargill, D.; Clements, M.; Gueidan, C.; Guja, L.K.;
Harwood, T.; et al. Implications of the 2019–2020 Megafires for the Biogeography and Conservation of Australian Vegetation. Nat.
Commun. 2021, 12, 1023. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

94. Hamilton, K.N.; Offord, C.A.; Cuneo, P.; Deseo, M.A. A Comparative Study of Seed Morphology in Relation to Desiccation
Tolerance and Other Physiological Responses in 71 Eastern Australian Rainforest Species. Plant Species Biol. 2013, 28, 51–62.
[CrossRef]

95. Ashmore, S.E.; Martyn, A.; Sommerville, K.D.; Offord, C.A. Chapter 14 Seed Biology. In Crop Wild Relatives and Climate Change;
Redden, R., Yadav, S., Maxted, N., Dulloo, M.E., Guarino, L., Smith, P., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2015;
pp. 187–211, ISBN 978-1-118-85433-4.

96. Offord, C.A.; Makinson, R.O.; Guja, L.K.; Auld, T. Chapter 2 Options, major considerations and preparation for plant germplasm
conservation. In Plant Germplasm Conservation in Australia; Martyn Yenson, A.J., Offord, C.A., Meagher, P.F., Auld, T., Bush, D.,
Coates, D.J., Commander, L.E., Guja, L.K., Norton, S.L., Makinson, R.O., et al., Eds.; Australian Network for Plant Conservation:
Canberra, Australia, 2021; pp. 23–52, ISBN 978-0-9752191-4-0.

97. Ashmore, S.E.; Hamilton, K.N.; Offord, C.A. Conservation Technologies for Safeguarding and Restoring Threatened Flora: Case
Studies from Eastern Australia. In Vitro Cell. Dev. Biol. Plant 2011, 47, 99–109. [CrossRef]

98. Hardstaff, L.K.; Sommerville, K.D.; Funnekotter, B.; Bunn, E.; Offord, C.A.; Mancera, R.L. Cryostorage of Australian Rainforest
Species. Austral. Plant Conserv. 2020, 28, 9–11.

99. Fensham, R.J.; Carnegie, A.J.; Laffineur, B.; Makinson, R.O.; Pegg, G.S.; Wills, J. Imminent Extinction of Australian Myrtaceae by
Fungal Disease. Trends Ecol. Evol. 2020, 35, 554–557. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

100. Sommerville, K.D.; Cuneo, P.; Errington, G.; Makinson, R.O.; Pederson, S.; Phillips, G.; Rollason, A.; Viler, V.; Offord, C.A.
Conservation in the Wake of Myrtle Rust—A Case Study on Two Critically Endangered Australian Rainforest Plants. Pac. Conserv.
Biol. 2020, 26, 218. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/plants10081557
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34451602
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2009.09.005
http://doi.org/10.3390/f11121281
http://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2017.1167.6
http://doi.org/10.1071/BT18147
http://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcx128
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11627-010-9323-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2014.08.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pld.2016.09.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30159468
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12229-018-9203-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30174336
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21266-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33589628
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-1984.2011.00353.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11627-010-9320-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2020.03.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32340836
http://doi.org/10.1071/PC19026


Plants 2021, 10, 2371 33 of 35

101. Pearce, T.R.; Antonelli, A.; Brearley, F.Q.; Couch, C.; Forzza, R.C.; Gonçalves, S.C.; Magassouba, S.; Morim, M.P.; Mueller,
G.M.; Lughadha, E.N.; et al. International Collaboration between Collections-Based Institutes for Halting Biodiversity Loss and
Unlocking the Useful Properties of Plants and Fungi. Plants People Planet 2020, 2, 515–534. [CrossRef]

102. Pronatura Veracruz, A.C. La Red de Viveros de Biodiversidad y Reserva de Semillas Como Una Iniciativa de Largo Plazo Para Diversificar
Los Viveros Forestales de México; Sexto Informe Nacional de México ante el CBD: Mexico City, Mexico, 2020.

103. Mariotti, M.; Magrini, S. The RIBES Seed-Banks for the Conservation of the Crop Wild Relatives (CWR); RIBES: Cassano delle Murge,
Italy, 2016; ISBN 978-88-940844-2-9.

104. GENMEDA. GENMEDA—Network of Mediterranean Plant Conservation Centres. Available online: http://www.genmeda.net/
(accessed on 18 October 2021).

105. Rivière, S.; Breman, E.; Kiehn, M.; Carta, A.; Müller, J.V. How to Meet the 2020 GSPC Target 8 in Europe: Priority-Setting for Seed
Banking of Native Threatened Plants. Biodivers. Conserv. 2018, 27, 1873–1890. [CrossRef]

106. Plant Conservation Alliance (PCA) National Seed Strategy for Rehabilitation and Restoration, 2015–2020; U.S. Department of the Interior,
Bureau of Land Management: Washington, DC, USA, 2021.

107. Sutherland, L.A. Safeguarding Australia’s Flora: Through the Australian Seed Bank Partnership. BGjournal 2012, 9, 32–35.
108. FAO (Ed.) The State of the World’s Forest Genetic Resources; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2014; ISBN 978-92-5-108402-1.
109. BGCI. Exceptional Species. Available online: https://www.bgci.org/our-work/plant-conservation/exceptional-species/ (ac-

cessed on 13 September 2021).
110. Cincinnati Zoo & Botanical Garden. Exceptional Plant Conservation Network. Available online: http://cincinnatizoo.org/

conservation/crew/exceptional-plant-conservation-network/ (accessed on 13 September 2021).
111. Liu, U.; Breman, E.; Cossu, T.A.; Kenney, S. The Conservation Value of Germplasm Stored at the Millennium Seed Bank, Royal

Botanic Gardens, Kew, UK. Biodivers. Conserv. 2018, 27, 1347–1386. [CrossRef]
112. Chapman, T.; Miles, S.; Trivedi, C. Capturing, Protecting and Restoring Plant Diversity in the UK: RBG Kew and the Millennium

Seed Bank. Plant Divers. 2019, 41, 124–131. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
113. Genesys. Genesys PGR. Available online: https://www.genesys-pgr.org/ (accessed on 18 October 2021).
114. RBG Kew. Millennium Seed Bank Partnership Data Warehouse—BRAHMS Online. Available online: http://brahmsonline.kew.

org/msbp/SeedData/DW (accessed on 1 September 2021).
115. ENSCONET. ENSCOBASE—Online Database of the European Native Seed Conservation Network. Available online: http:

//enscobase.maich.gr/ (accessed on 1 September 2021).
116. Gardens4Science. Gardens4science—Online Catalog of Collections of Botanical Gardens. Germany. Available online: http:

//gardens4science.biocase.org/ (accessed on 19 September 2021).
117. Lindenmayer, D.; Scheele, B. Do Not Publish. Science 2017, 356, 800–801. [CrossRef]
118. Rodriguez Medina, L. A Geopolitics of Bad English. Tapuya Latin Am. Sci. Technol. Soc. 2019, 2, 1–7. [CrossRef]
119. Schellnack-Kelly, I.S. Decolonising the Archives: Languages as Enablers and Barriers to Accessing Public Archives in South

Africa. Arch. Manuscr. 2020, 48, 291–299. [CrossRef]
120. RBG Kew; Instituto Humboldt Columbia. In-Colombia.Org—Proyecto Plantas y Hongos Útiles de Colombia. Available online:

https://in-colombia.org/ (accessed on 2 September 2021).
121. Rojas, T.; Cortés, C.; Noguera, M.; Ulian, T.; Diazgranados, M. Evaluación del Estado de los Desarrollos Bioeconomicos Colombianos en

Plantas y Hongos; Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew e Instituto de Investigaciones en Recursos Biológicos Alexander von Humboldt,
2020; p. 124.

122. GBIF. Global Biodiversity Information Facility. Available online: https://www.gbif.org/ (accessed on 2 September 2021).
123. The World Bank. Individuals Using the Internet (% of Population): International Telecommunication Union (ITU) World Telecom-

munication/ICT Indicators Database. Available online: https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS (accessed on
27 August 2021).

124. Dempewolf, H.; Eastwood, R.J.; Guarino, L.; Khoury, C.K.; Müller, J.V.; Toll, J. Adapting Agriculture to Climate Change: A Global
Initiative to Collect, Conserve, and Use Crop Wild Relatives. Agroecol. Sustain. Food Syst. 2014, 38, 369–377. [CrossRef]

125. CBD. The Convention on Biological Diversity. Available online: https://www.cbd.int/convention/ (accessed on 2 September
2021).

126. BGCI. Implementing Access and Benefit Sharing. Available online: https://www.bgci.org/our-work/policy-and-advocacy/
access-and-benefit-sharing/implementing-access-and-benefit-sharing/ (accessed on 10 September 2021).

127. Reyes-García, V.; Benyei, P. Indigenous Knowledge for Conservation. Nat. Sustain. 2019, 2, 657–658. [CrossRef]
128. Akeli, S.; Rimmer, Z.; Kautondokwa, N.; Pereira, F. Decolonising collections and exhibition management. In Guidelines for German

Museums: Care of Collections from Colonial Contexts; Ahrndt, W., Museumsbund, D., Eds.; German Museums Association: Berlin,
Germany, 2021; pp. 129–146.

129. Berg, G.; Raaijmakers, J.M. Saving Seed Microbiomes. ISME J. 2018, 12, 1167–1170. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
130. Wassermann, B.; Müller, H.; Berg, G. An Apple a Day: Which Bacteria Do We Eat With Organic and Conventional Apples? Front.

Microbiol. 2019, 10, 1629. [CrossRef]
131. Carnegie, A.J.; Lidbetter, J.R.; Walker, J.; Horwood, M.A.; Tesoriero, L.; Glen, M.; Priest, M.J. Uredo Rangelii, a Taxon in the Guava

Rust Complex, Newly Recorded on Myrtaceae in Australia. Austral. Plant Pathol. 2010, 39, 463. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/ppp3.10149
http://www.genmeda.net/
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-018-1513-2
https://www.bgci.org/our-work/plant-conservation/exceptional-species/
http://cincinnatizoo.org/conservation/crew/exceptional-plant-conservation-network/
http://cincinnatizoo.org/conservation/crew/exceptional-plant-conservation-network/
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-018-1497-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pld.2018.06.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31193132
https://www.genesys-pgr.org/
http://brahmsonline.kew.org/msbp/SeedData/DW
http://brahmsonline.kew.org/msbp/SeedData/DW
http://enscobase.maich.gr/
http://enscobase.maich.gr/
http://gardens4science.biocase.org/
http://gardens4science.biocase.org/
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan1362
http://doi.org/10.1080/25729861.2019.1558806
http://doi.org/10.1080/01576895.2020.1815064
https://in-colombia.org/
https://www.gbif.org/
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS
http://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2013.870629
https://www.cbd.int/convention/
https://www.bgci.org/our-work/policy-and-advocacy/access-and-benefit-sharing/implementing-access-and-benefit-sharing/
https://www.bgci.org/our-work/policy-and-advocacy/access-and-benefit-sharing/implementing-access-and-benefit-sharing/
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-019-0341-z
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-017-0028-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29335636
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.01629
http://doi.org/10.1071/AP10102


Plants 2021, 10, 2371 34 of 35

132. Carnegie, A.J.; Kathuria, A.; Pegg, G.S.; Entwistle, P.; Nagel, M.; Giblin, F.R. Impact of the Invasive Rust Puccinia Psidii (Myrtle
Rust) on Native Myrtaceae in Natural Ecosystems in Australia. Biol. Invasions 2016, 18, 127–144. [CrossRef]

133. Toome-Heller, M.; Ho, W.W.H.; Ganley, R.J.; Elliott, C.E.A.; Quinn, B.; Pearson, H.G.; Alexander, B.J.R. Chasing Myrtle Rust in
New Zealand: Host Range and Distribution over the First Year after Invasion. Austral. Plant Pathol. 2020, 49, 221–230. [CrossRef]

134. World Trade Organisation WTO|Understanding the Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures Agreement. Available online: https:
//www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/sps_e/spsund_e.htm (accessed on 26 September 2021).

135. EUR-Lex Access to European Law. Document 32016R2031. Available online: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/reg/2016/2031/oj
(accessed on 27 August 2021).

136. Bezuidenhout, I. Development of an Effective Phytosanitary Report Certification System for South African Compliance with the European
Market; University of Pretoria: Pretoria, South Africa, 2009.

137. Mink, G.I. Pollen and Seed-Transmitted Viruses and Viroids. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 1993, 31, 375–402. [CrossRef]
138. USDA USDA APHIS|Citrus Regulated Articles. Available online: https://www.aphis.usda.gov/aphis/ourfocus/planthealth/

plant-pest-and-disease-programs/pests-and-diseases/citrus/citrus-federal-orders/citrus-policy-federal-orders (accessed on
17 September 2021).

139. Piet, S.; Mwanga, I.M.; Kambale, B.; Ntore, S.; Shalukoma, C.; Masumbuko, C.; Ramazani, E.; Lomboto, P.; Ebele, T.; Asimonyio, J.;
et al. An Answer to the Coffee Challenge: From Herbarium to Coffee Genetic Resource Collections in the Democratic Republic of
Congo. BGjournal 2019, 16, 20–24.

140. Ulian, T.; Diazgranados, M.; Pironon, S.; Padulosi, S.; Liu, U.; Davies, L.; Howes, M.R.; Borrell, J.S.; Ondo, I.; Pérez-Escobar, O.A.;
et al. Unlocking Plant Resources to Support Food Security and Promote Sustainable Agriculture. Plants People Planet 2020, 2,
421–445. [CrossRef]

141. Vincent, H.; Wiersema, J.; Kell, S.; Fielder, H.; Dobbie, S.; Castañeda-Álvarez, N.P.; Guarino, L.; Eastwood, R.; León, B.; Maxted, N.
A Prioritized Crop Wild Relative Inventory to Help Underpin Global Food Security. Biol. Conserv. 2013, 167, 265–275. [CrossRef]

142. Bharucha, Z.; Pretty, J. The Roles and Values of Wild Foods in Agricultural Systems. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2010,
365, 2913–2926. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

143. Hunter, D.; Borelli, T.; Beltrame, D.M.O.; Oliveira, C.N.S.; Coradin, L.; Wasike, V.W.; Wasilwa, L.; Mwai, J.; Manjella, A.;
Samarasinghe, G.W.L.; et al. The Potential of Neglected and Underutilized Species for Improving Diets and Nutrition. Planta
2019, 250, 709–729. [CrossRef]

144. Borelli, T.; Hunter, D.; Powell, B.; Ulian, T.; Mattana, E.; Termote, C.; Pawera, L.; Beltrame, D.; Penafiel, D.; Tan, A.; et al. Born to
Eat Wild: An Integrated Conservation Approach to Secure Wild Food Plants for Food Security and Nutrition. Plants 2020, 9, 1299.
[CrossRef]

145. Pieroni, A.; Hovsepyan, R.; Manduzai, A.K.; Sõukand, R. Wild Food Plants Traditionally Gathered in Central Armenia: Archaic
Ingredients or Future Sustainable Foods? Environ. Dev. Sustain. 2021, 23, 2358–2381. [CrossRef]

146. Khoury, C.K.; Greene, S.L.; Krishnan, S.; Miller, A.J.; Moreau, T. A Road Map for Conservation, Use, and Public Engagement
around North America’s Crop Wild Relatives and Wild Utilized Plants. Crop Sci. 2019, 59, 2302–2307. [CrossRef]

147. Maxwell, S.L.; Fuller, R.A.; Brooks, T.M.; Watson, J.E.M. Biodiversity: The Ravages of Guns, Nets and Bulldozers. Nature 2016,
536, 143–145. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

148. Ulian, T.; Sacandé, M.; Hudson, A.; Mattana, E. Conservation of Indigenous Plants to Support Community Livelihoods: The
MGU—Useful Plants Project. J. Environ. Plan. Manag. 2017, 60, 668–683. [CrossRef]

149. Ulian, T.; Florès, C.; Lira, R.; Mamatsharaga, A.; Mogotsi, K.K.; Muthoka, P.; Ngwako, S.; Nyamongo, D.O.; Omondi, W.; Sanogo,
A.K.; et al. (Eds.) Wild Plants for a Sustainable Future: 110 Multipurpose Species; Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew: London, UK, 2019;
ISBN 978-1-84246-673-5.

150. Hardwick, K.; Fiedler, P.; Lee, L.; Pavlik, B.; Hobbs, R.; Aronson, J.; Bidartondo, M.; Black, E.; Coates, D.; Daws, M.; et al. The Role
of Botanic Gardens in the Science and Practice of Ecological Restoration. Conserv. Biol. 2011, 25, 265–275. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

151. Lawton, J.; Brotherton, P.; Brown, V.; Elphick, C.; Fitter, A.; Forshaw, J.; Haddow, R.; Hilborne, S.; Leafe, R.; Mace, G.; et al. Making
Space for Nature: A Review of England’s Wildlife Sites and Ecological Network; Report to Defra; UK Governement: London, UK, 2010.

152. Cunningham, C.A.; Thomas, C.D.; Morecroft, M.D.; Crick, H.Q.P.; Beale, C.M. The Effectiveness of the Protected Area Network of
Great Britain. Biol. Conserv. 2021, 257, 109146. [CrossRef]

153. Hunter-Ayad, J.; Hassall, C. An Empirical, Cross-Taxon Evaluation of Landscape-Scale Connectivity. Biodivers. Conserv. 2020, 29,
1339–1359. [CrossRef]

154. HM Government. A Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to Improve the Environment; UK Government: London, UK, 2018; p. 151.
155. RBG Kew. Our Manifesto for Change 2021–2030; RBG Kew: London, UK, 2021; p. 36.
156. Wu, Z.; Raven, P.H. Flora of China; Missouri Botanical Garden Press: St. Louis, MO, USA, 1994.
157. China Wild Plant Conservation Association. China Strategy for Plant Conservation 2021–2030; China Wild Plant Conservation

Association: Beijing, China, 2019.
158. Wen, X. Integrated Conservation of Rare and Threatened Woody Plants: Practice of and Perspectives from BGCI Programs in China

(2010–2020); China Forestry Press: Beijing, China, 2020.
159. Villaseñor, J.L. Checklist of the Native Vascular Plants of Mexico. Rev. Mex. Biodivers. 2016, 87, 559–902. [CrossRef]
160. Tellez, O.; Mattana, E.; Diazgranados, M.; Kühn, N.; Castillo-Lorenzo, E.; Lira, R.; Montes-Leyva, L.; Rodriguez, I.; Flores Ortiz,

C.M.; Way, M.; et al. Native Trees of Mexico: Diversity, Distribution, Uses and Conservation. PeerJ 2020, 8, e9898. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-015-0996-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13313-020-00694-9
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/sps_e/spsund_e.htm
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/sps_e/spsund_e.htm
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/reg/2016/2031/oj
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.py.31.090193.002111
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/aphis/ourfocus/planthealth/plant-pest-and-disease-programs/pests-and-diseases/citrus/citrus-federal-orders/citrus-policy-federal-orders
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/aphis/ourfocus/planthealth/plant-pest-and-disease-programs/pests-and-diseases/citrus/citrus-federal-orders/citrus-policy-federal-orders
http://doi.org/10.1002/ppp3.10145
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2013.08.011
http://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2010.0123
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20713393
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-019-03169-4
http://doi.org/10.3390/plants9101299
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-00678-1
http://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2019.05.0309
http://doi.org/10.1038/536143a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27510207
http://doi.org/10.1080/09640568.2016.1166101
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2010.01632.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21309850
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2021.109146
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-020-01938-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rmb.2016.06.017
http://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9898


Plants 2021, 10, 2371 35 of 35

161. Mattana, E.; Manger, K.R.; Way, M.J.; Ulian, T.; Garcia, R.; Encarnacion, W.; Clase, T.; Peguero, B.; Jimenez, F. A New Seed Bank for
Hispaniola to Support the Conservation and Sustainable Use of the Caribbean Native Flora. Oryx 2017, 51, 394–395. [CrossRef]

162. Mattana, E.; Peguero, B.; Di Sacco, A.; Agramonte, W.; Encarnación Castillo, W.R.; Jiménez, F.; Clase, T.; Pritchard, H.W.;
Gómez-Barreiro, P.; Castillo-Lorenzo, E.; et al. Assessing Seed Desiccation Responses of Native Trees in the Caribbean. New For.
2020, 51, 705–721. [CrossRef]

163. Ceci, P.; Sanogo, S.; Ambrose, E.; Sacande, M.; Sanou, L.; Adda, M.; Ulian, T. Reversing Land Degradation and Desertification in
Africa’s Drylands. BGjournal 2018, 15, 19–22.

164. Sacande, M.; Berrahmouni, N. Community Participation and Ecological Criteria for Selecting Species and Restoring Natural
Capital with Native Species in the Sahel. Restor. Ecol. 2016, 24, 479–488. [CrossRef]

165. Kelly, B.A.; Sanogo, S.; Sidibé, S.I.; Castillo-Lorenzo, E.; Ceci, P.; Ulian, T. Restoring Vegetation and Degraded Lands by Using
Assisted Natural Regeneration Approach (ANRA): Case Study at Bankass in the Centre of Mali, West Africa. Environ. Dev.
Sustain. 2021, 23, 14123–14139. [CrossRef]

166. Kelly, B.A.; Sanogo, S.; Sidibé, S.I.; Ceci, P.; Castillo-Lorenzo, E.; Ulian, T. Survival and Growth of Adansonia Digitata L. Tall
Bare-Roots in Farm Fields: A Case Study from Bankass, Mali (West Africa). Environ. Dev. Sustain. 2021. [CrossRef]

167. Bretting, P.K. 2017 Frank Meyer Medal for Plant Genetic Resources Lecture: Stewards of Our Agricultural Future. Crop Sci. 2018,
58, 2233–2240. [CrossRef]

168. Fu, Y.-B. The Vulnerability of Plant Genetic Resources Conserved Ex Situ. Crop Sci. 2017, 57, 2314–2328. [CrossRef]
169. GenRes Bridge. European Genebanks Start to Review Each Other. Available online: http://www.genresbridge.eu/about-us/

news/news/european-genebanks-start-to-review-each-other/ (accessed on 19 September 2021).

http://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605317000692
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11056-019-09753-6
http://doi.org/10.1111/rec.12337
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-021-01223-4
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-021-01768-4
http://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2018.05.0334
http://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2017.01.0014
http://www.genresbridge.eu/about-us/news/news/european-genebanks-start-to-review-each-other/
http://www.genresbridge.eu/about-us/news/news/european-genebanks-start-to-review-each-other/

	Introduction 
	Ex Situ Conservation 
	Botanic Gardens 
	Seed Banks 
	Botanic Garden Seed Banks 
	The Millennium Seed Bank 


	Challenges and Prospects 
	Geographic and Taxonomic Biases in Collections 
	Cryopreserved Plant Collections 
	The Importance of Networks 
	Data Management and Access 
	The Importance and Challenges of Material Sharing 

	Plant Conservation in the Wider Context 
	Integrated Conservation 
	Agrobiodiversity—Contribution to Global Food Security 
	Supporting Food Security and Livelihoods 
	Restoration and Reforestation 

	Future Directions 
	References

