
Recent studies have shown that wild bees and other insects have a crucial role 

to play in the pollination of both wild plants and crop plants. Over the past few 

decades there has been a dramatic decline in the abundance and diversity of 

pollinators, resulting from a loss of food sources and nest sites. This has also 

impacted on the farming sector. Sustainable cropping systems geared towards 

agroecology demonstrably contribute to maintaining wild bee populations. 

Nonetheless, the potential for encouraging wild bees is far from exhausted.

Wild bees and pollination

Pollinators are key to maintaining biodiversity. Their 
activities enable reproduction of the majority of wild 
plants and crop plants. Pollinator decline not only 
results in decreasing biodiversity and the loss of a 
range of ecosystem services but also entails a sig-
nificant decline in crop yields.

Insects such as bees, wasps, flies and beetles 
are the most significant pollinators of wild plants 
and crop plants and thus provide enormously valu-
able ecological and economic services for man and 
nature. In the temperate zone, 78 % of all species 
of flowering plants are dependent on insect polli-
nation [1]. Of the 109 most important crop plants, 
no fewer than 87 species (or 80 %!) are entirely 
dependent on pollination by animals [2]. These crop 
species include economically important crops such 
as apples, strawberries, almonds, tomatoes and 
melons. The economic benefit of pollination to the 
farming sector is valued at an estimated EUR 153 
billion annually [3].

Bees, the most important pollinators in the 
insect world, are a diverse group with more than 
20,000 species worldwide and 750 species in cen-

tral Europe [4] [5]. Their key role is owed to their need 
to gather large quantities of pollen and nectar not 
only to feed themselves but also in order to feed 
their larvae. They therefore need to visit flowers very 
frequently compared to other flower-feeding taxa.

Wild bees’ role as pollinators underestimated
Natural pollinators such as wild bees (these include 
solitary bees and bumblebees) and hoverflies are 
responsible for the majority of pollination services. A 
British study has shown that the UK honeybee pop-
ulation only provides at most one third of pollination 
services, with the remainder being supplied by wild 
pollinators [6]. Another study showed that flower-vis-
iting wild bees and hoverflies enhance fruit set of 
crops even where honeybees are frequent [7]. The 
fact that pollination by managed honeybees sup-
plements, rather than substitutes for, pollination by 
wild insects was also demonstrated in a global study 
which compared the pollination services provided 
by honeybees and other wildflower visitors in 41 
crop systems worldwide [8].
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Indispensable pollinators
Due to the high diversity of species, differing in their 
forage preferences, flight times and dependence 
on weather conditions, wild bees are often more 
efficient pollinators or are even the sole pollinators 
of certain flowering plants. The pollination service 
they provide also differs with geographic region, 
landscape type, specific weather conditions and 
flower morphology. Several wild bee species contin-
ue to actively forage at low solar radiation and low 
ambient temperatures. They are therefore of major 
significance for pollinating various types of fruit, for 
instance, especially during prolonged periods of 
inclement weather [9] [10]. Flowers that are difficult 
for honeybees to work, such as red clover, alfalfa 
or tomato, are pollinated by specialized wild bee  
species [5].

Wild bees generally are very effective pollina-
tors: Only a few hundred females of the mason bee 
Osmia cornuta are needed to pollinate a hectare 
of apple or almond trees, whereas tens of thou-
sands of honeybee workers would be needed [11] [12]. 
Similarly, wild bees have proved to be superior to 
honeybees in pollinating cherry trees and rapeseed 
plants in pollination trials [13] [14].

Fruit set and seed set of crop plants appear to impro-
ve in tandem with increased diversity of flower- 
visiting bee species. In studies on sunflowers and 
almond trees, interactions between honeybees and 
a range of wild bees species have been found to 
result in enhanced pollination services [15] [16]. For 
coffee, fruit set increased with bee species diversity 
but not with the number of bee individuals [17].

Therefore, the most important prerequisite for 
assured pollination of wild plants and crop plants 
is the presence of a healthy honeybee population 
in combination with high abundance and species 
richness in wild bee communities and other wild 
pollinators such as hoverflies [18]. However, the 
hoverflies’ pollination efficiency is only a fifth of that 
of wild bees [20] and hoverflies utilize a smaller part 
of the spectrum of flowers compared to wild bees. 
Consequently, habitat conservation efforts targeted 
at wild pollinators, and wild bees in particular, are 
not only warranted for nature conservation reasons 
but also for the benefit of the farming sector.

Fig. 1: Wild bees need a continuous succession of floral resources throughout the entire vegetation period in order to ensure their survival 
as most of the species have differing flight periods of only one to two months duration. Colony forming species such as bumblebees 
require a continuous succession of floral resources from March to October.
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The mason bee Osmia cornuta is a much more efficient pollinator of fruit 
crops than the honeybee.

The honeybee is one of approximately 750 bee species in central Europe.



3

0

20

40

60

80

100

10

30

50

70

90

<1 75 200

Normal flight distance 350 m

300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1270 1400 1600

Flight distance (m)

Pr
op

or
tio

n 
of

 b
ee

s 
in

 %

Species with specific requirements
Flower diversity significantly impacts on the species 
diversity of wild bees, as almost half of the central 
European species collect pollen exclusively from a 
single plant genus or family [20]. No less than 28 dif-
ferent plant genera and 22 different plant families 
serve as these specialized species’ exclusive sour
ces of pollen [20].

Flower abundance significantly affects reproduc-
tive success as the wild bees’ quantitative pollen 
requirements for feeding their larvae are very high. 
The mason bee Megachile parietina, for example, 
needs all the pollen produced by 1140 inflorescen
ces of Common sanfoin Onobrychis viciifolia [21] to 
provision a single offspring, while a population of 
50 females of the mining bee Andrena hattorfiana 
must exploit the pollen produced by 920 plants of 
Field scabious Knautia arvensis to sustain them-
selves [22]. Many wild bees have short periods of 
flight activity lasting only a few weeks with different 
species flying in spring, early summer and late sum-
mer respectively. Therefore the provision of a suc-
cession of floral resources from early spring to late 
summer is essential to maintaining species diversity 
in a given landscape [23] (Fig. 1).

Another precondition of wild bee diversity at 
landscape level is the provision of small-scale habi

tat features exposed to the sun; these are need-
ed for nest establishment [24]. The most important 
nesting sites of central European wild bees include, 
depending on the species concerned, bare or 
sparsely vegetated soil, coarse woody debris, rock 
and stone features as well as uncut vegetation con-
taining plant stems and empty snail shells [20].

As wild bees must fly back and forth a lot 
between food plants and nesting sites in order 
to provision their brood cells, the spatial distance 
between nesting sites and suitable food plants is 
critical to their reproductive success. For most wild 
bee species the maximum flight distance between 
nesting and food habitats is between 100 and 1500 
metres [25] [26] (Fig. 2). However, long flight distances 
to food sources are associated with great losses: An 
increase of a mere 150 m in the distance between 
the nesting site and food plants can reduce the 
number of brood cells provisioned by almost 25 % 

[26] [27] and reduce the number of viable offspring by 
more than 70 % [28].

Given these high demands in terms of food 
and nesting resources, wild bees are very sensi-
tive to any changes in landscapes and habitats 
which reduce or spatially alter the provision of floral 
resources and small-scale habitat features.

Fig. 2: Foraging distances of Hoplitis adunca mason bees at two sites (coloured). Proportion of marked females observed collecting 
pollen from potted host plants at increasing distances to their nests. While some individual females travelled more than 1 km, half of the 
individuals ceased their nesting activities once the foraging distance was increased to 300 m [26].

Alfalfa is exclusively pollinated by wild bees, for example by Melitta leporina. The rare mason bee species Megachile parietina needs the pollen produced by 
more than a thousand inflorescences of Sanfoin to produce a single offspring.
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Alarming decline of wild bees over the past 
few decades
Landscapes and land uses have changed drama
tically since the 1960s [29]. Many nutrient-poor, 
extensively farmed habitats rich in flowers and 
small-scale features were destroyed in the course 
of farmers adopting intensified or industrial-style 
farming practices. At the same time many valuable 
marginal lands were left fallow or were re-colonized 
by woodland as a result of land abandonment. The 
intensification of grassland use in particular, with 

the attendant applications of mineral fertilizers and 
herbicides, as well as the shift from hay to silage 
production have resulted in landscapes devoid of 
natural structures and floral resources. The much 
reduced provision of food and nesting resources as 
well as the increasing fragmentation of sites rich in 
floral resources and habitat features have led to a 
strong decline in both the abundance and diversity 
of wild bee species (Table 1).

Between 25 % and 68 % of all wild bee species 
in central Europe are endangered, with the per-
centages varying between countries and regions [20]. 
Wild bees are thus amongst the insect groups with 
the highest proportions of endangered species. 

Adverse impacts of chemical crop protection
The widespread use of systemic insecticides such 
as neonicotinoids [30] and pyrethroids in Europe has 
resulted in traces of these poisons being passed on 
unchecked to flower-visiting insects in the cultural 
landscape by way of the crop plants’ pollen and 
nectar. Wild bees, honeybees, hoverflies, beetles 
and many other flower visitors are thus exposed to 
these toxic substances. 

In addition to the immediately lethal effects of 
pesticides, a variety of sublethal impacts on the 
health and behaviour of bees have been detec
ted [31] [32].

Neonicotinoids for example impact negatively on 
the behaviour, reproduction and brain development 
of honeybees, bumblebees and stingless bees [31-38]. 
Therefore it is reasonable to expect similarly damag-
ing effects on the populations of solitary bees.

New research has shown that pesticides may 
weaken the bees’ immune response, allowing intes-
tinal pathogens and parasites to compromise the 
bees’ health [39].

Chemical-synthetic pesticides are prohibited in 
organic farming. Instead, organic farmers use plant 
protection products that generally have no or only 
moderate side-effects on non-target organisms 
such as insects, other small fauna and vertebrates.

Table 1: Assessment of factors adversely affecting wild bees

A. Anthropogenic factors

Relevance

Destruction or damaging of suitable habitats

	 Decline in diversity of flowering plants +++

	 Decline in flower abundance +++

	 Loss of sun-exposed small-scale habitat features +++

	 Fragmentation of habitats rich in wildflowers and 
	 structural features

+++

	 Uniform land use over large areas (e. g. timing of cuts) ++

Agricultural inputs

	 Herbicides ++

	 Pesticides ++

Other potential factors

	 Neozoa (non-native species) –

	 Global warming – / ?

	 Genetically modified plants – / ?

	 Neophytes –

B. Natural factors

	 Fungal infection of food stores +

	 Parasites +

	 Predators –

	 Periods of inclement weather +

+++ = very high; ++ = high; + = moderate; – = marginal; ? = unknown

Roughly half of the central European wild bee species are miners and nest-
ing by burrowing in the ground in bare vegetated soil exposed to the sun.

Beetle boreholes in sun-exposed coarse woody debris are important nesting sites 
for numerous wild bee species.
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Promotion and protection measures 
Targeted measures can successfully support wild 
bees (Table 2). The maintenance of habitats rich in 
floral resources and small-scale features is of the 
highest priority. Any measures designed to increase 
the abundance, diversity and distribution of flower
ing plants and small-scale habitat features well ex-
posed to the sun will foster greater species diversi-
ty and increase population sizes in wild bees. It is 
critical in this context that food and nesting resour
ces are located in close proximity and that there is 
continuous provision of floral resources from early 
spring to late summer.

Positive effects of organic management
Organic agriculture as a whole-systems approach 
is of benefit to the conservation of and support for 
wild bees. This is due in part to the following prac-
tices:
1.	 No applications of chemical-synthetic pesticides.
2.	 No applications of chemical fertilizers.
3.	 More frequent inclusion of grass-clover leys in 

arable crop rotations. Legumes such as alfalfa, 
red clover and white clover support a range of 
bumblebee and other wild bee species, offering 
them ample food.

4.	 Non-chemical weed control measures. These 
result in a flower-rich arable flora including 
important sources of pollen and nectar [40].

5.	 Extensive grassland management results in more 
flower-rich, less grass-dominated swards and ulti-
mately in more insect-pollinated plants [41].

6.	 Depending on their altitude, Swiss organic farms 
host on average between 46 % and 72 % more 
ecological compensation areas than non-organic 
farms [42] and therefore potentially provide floral 
resources as well as small-scale habitat features 
including nesting sites in greater quantities than 
non-organic farms.

Table 2: Recommended measures for the protection 
and enhancement of wild bees on farm holdings

Relevance

Maintaining habitats rich in floral resources and small-
scale features

+++

	 Species-rich meadows and pastures

	 Embankments, fallows, gravel pits, pioneer vegetation

Increasing the diversity and abundance of floral  
resources 

+++

	 Extensification of grassland management

	 Establishing wildflower strips alongside fields, 
	 hedgerows, woodland margins, watercourses and paths

Maintenance and establishment of sun-exposed small-
scale habitat features

+++

	 Exposed ground (sloped or vertical bare soil patches, 
	 cliff faces, paths with unsealed surfaces, path margins) 
	 and stone structures (rocks, dry-stone walls, boulders)

	 Coarse woody debris (dead standing or fallen logs, 
	 strong branches, stubs)

	 Uncut areas providing plant stems, empty snail shells 
	 for over-wintering bees

Establishing a network of habitats rich in floral 
resources and small-scale features 

+++

	 Distances between species used for nesting and 
	 as food sources at most 100 to 300 m

Cutting and grazing of grassland staggered in time ++

Reductions in the use of herbicides and pesticides ++

	 Mechanical rather than chemical weed control

	 Refraining from the use of pesticides with side-effects 
	 on non-target species

Reduction in N-fertilizer use on grassland ++

	 Refraining from the use of mineral N fertilizer

	 Applying compost instead of slurry

	 Refraining from the use of fertilizers on selected plots

+++ = very high; ++ = high

An increase in the distance to food sources by 150 m reduces the number of brood 
cells provisioned by the mason bee species Hoplitis adunca by nearly 25 %.

Vertical plant stems on uncut fallows are used as nesting sites by a range 
of rare wild bee species.
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Organic farming can promote wild bee diversity and 
abundance not only at the individual farm level but 
also at the landscape level [43]. Several studies have 
shown that organic farming positively impacts on 
wild bee species diversity, abundance and repro-
duction rates [43-47] (Fig. 3). Especially in relatively 
homogenous landscapes, organic farms enhance 
reproduction (nesting sites) in solitary bees (such 
as Osmia lignaria) [48].

On organic farms, wild bees can ensure higher 
crop pollination success, especially in demanding 
crops such as watermelons, making the farms less 
dependent on the more expensive pollinators such 
as bumblebees and honeybees [49] [50]. Key to this 

success are the greater diversity and abundance 
of pollinators on organic farms. Andersson et al. [50] 
have studied pollination in strawberry crops and 
have shown that pollination success was higher 
on organic farms compared to conventional farms. 
As early as 2 to 4 years after conversion to organic 
management, this resulted in greater crop yield and 
fewer losses from misshapen or deformed and thus 
not marketable fruit (Fig. 4). Pollination of insect-
pollinated crops was found to correlate positively 
with increased pollinator abundance and diversity.

Conclusions for the farming sector and 
society at large
In light of the research to date, the provision of 
near-natural sites rich in floral resources and struc-
tural features should be increased to the extent that 
there is a maximum distance of 100 to 300 metres 
between such sites. This would ensure the survival 
of wild bee species, thus assuring pollination and 
safeguarding agricultural yields. This measure would 
best be supplemented with heterogeneous land 
use in combination with less intrusive production 
methods such as low-input farming, organic arable 
cropping, and no chemical inputs. Considerable 
synergies can be achieved by combining wild bee 
promotion with honeybee protection and the pro-
motion of agricultural beneficials. 

More landscapes rich in floral resources will be 
needed in order to halt the decline in wild bee pop-
ulations; in addition to the well-known instrument 
of ecological compensation areas already estab-
lished in Switzerland, tailor-made pollinator-friendly 
flower-rich plots must be established [51] [52].

Ultimately the pollination of crop plants and wild 
plants by wild insects is the basis of sustainable 
food security and substantially contributes to the 
maintenance of biodiversity as the foundation on 
which life is built as well as to safeguarding many 
key ecosystem services.

Moreover, cropping systems that are optimized 
in agroecological terms can intelligently utilize the 
synergies resulting from ecological enhancement 
measures, contribute to improving pollination as 
well as self-regulation of pest organisms, and thus 
bring about significant advancements for both pro-
ducers and the environment [53].

Fig. 4: Organic farming can contribute to improved pollination in crop plants and thus result in an 
increase in the proportion of produce of marketable quality (such as strawberries) [50].

Fig. 3: Organic management on arable land promotes wild bee diversity by providing a greater 
abundance and diversity of floral resources (simplified based on the results by Holzschuh et al., 
2007) [45].
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Multi-annual wildflower-rich plots are indispensable food sources for wild bees 
and provide crucial over-wintering sites to species nesting in plant stems.

A species- and flower-rich arable flora provides nectar and pollen for wild bees 
and is indispensable to the survival of certain species of wild bees.
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Wildflower-rich margins alongside paths, hedges and fields are suitable to 
supporting wild bees.

Patchy pioneer or ruderal vegetation is essential in particular for ground 
nesting miners and species that use stems for nesting.



8

Publisher: Research Institute of Organic Agriculture 
(Forschungsinstitut für biologischen Landbau, FiBL) 
Ackerstrasse 113, PO Box 219, CH-5070 Frick, Switzerland 
Tel. +41 (0)62 8657-272, Fax -273 
info.suisse@fibl.org, www.fibl.org

Authors: Lukas Pfiffner (FiBL), Andreas Müller (Natur Umwelt 
Wissen GmbH Zurich)

Editor: Gilles Weidmann (FiBL)

Translation: Christopher Hay

Graphic design: Brigitta Maurer (FiBL)

Photo credits: Véronique Chevillat (FiBL): page 1; Mike Her-
mann: p. 2 (2); Andreas Müller: p. 2 (8, 9), 3; ETH-Bibliothek 

Zürich, Albert Krebs, Winterthur: p. 2 (1, 4–7), 4 (2), 5 (2), 7 (2); 
Lukas Pfiffner: p. 2 (3), 4 (1), 5 (1), 6, 7 (1), 8.

Fee: 4.80 CHF (incl. VAT)	 FiBL Order No. 1645

ISBN print version: 978-3-03736-294-5 
ISBN PDF version: 978-3-03736-301-0

© FiBL 2016

This factsheet can be downloaded free of charge at 
www.shop.fibl.org. 

Cover image:
Richly structured habitats with abundant flowers in a matrix of 
diverse land uses foster wild bees and ensure natural pollination 
of many species of wild plants and crop plants.

Imprint

[32]	 Whitehorn, P. R., O’Connor, S., Wäckers, F. L. & Goulson, D. 
(2012): Neonicotinoid pesticide reduces bumble bee colony 
growth and queen production. Science, 336, 351-352.

[33]	 Mommaerts, V., Reynders, S., Boulet, J., Besard, L., Sterk, G. 
& Smagghe, G. (2010): Risk assessment for side-effects of 
neonicotinoids against bumblebees with and without impairing 
foraging behavior. Ecotoxicology, 19, 207-215.

[34]	 Henry, M., Béguin, M., Requier, F., Rollin, O., Odoux, J.-F., 
Aupinel, P., Aptel, J. Tchamitchian, S. & Decourtye, A. (2012): A 
Common Pesticide Decreases Foraging Success and Survival in 
Honey Bees, Science, 336, 348-350.

[35]	 Laycock, I., Lenthall, K. M., Barratt, A. T. & Cresswell, J. E. 
(2012): Effects of imidacloprid, a neonicotinoid pesticide, 
on reproduction in worker bumble bees (Bombus terrestris). 
Ecotoxicology, 21, 1937-1945.

[36]	 Tomé, H. V. V., Martins, G. F., Lima, M. A. P., Campos, L. A. O. & 
Guedes, R. N. C. (2012): Imidacloprid-induced impairment 
of mushroom bodies of the native stingless bee Melipona 
quadrifasciata anthidioides. PloS ONE, 7, e38406.

[37]	 Elston, C., Thompson, H. M. & Walters, K. F. A. (2013): Sub-
lethal effects of thiamethoxan, a neonicotinoid pesticide, 
and propiconazole, a DMI fungicide, on colony initiation in 
bumblebees (Bombus terrestris) micro-colonies. Apidologie, 
44, 563-574.

[38]	 Rundlöf, M., et al. (2015): Seed coating with a neonicotinoid 
insecticide negatively affects wild bees. Nature 521: 77-80.

[39]	 Di Prisco, G., Cavaliere, V., Desiderato Annoscia, D., Varricchio, 
P., Caprio, E., Nazzi, F., Gargiulo, G. & Pennacchio, F. (2013): 
Neonicotinoid clothianidin adversely affects insect immunity 
and promotes replication of a viral pathogen in honey bees 
PNAS 110 (46) 18466-18471.

[40]	 Clough, Y., Holzschuh, A., Gabriel, D., Purtauf, T., Kleijn, D. et 
al. (2007): Alpha and beta diversity of arthropods and plans in 
organically and conventionally managed wheat fields Jounal of 
Applied Ecology 44: 804-812.

[41]	 Power, E. F. & Stout, J. C. (2011): Organic dairy farming: impacts 
on insect-flower interaction networks and pollination. Journal of 
Applied Ecology, 48: 561-569.

[42]	 Schader C., Pfiffner L., Schlatter C. & Stolze M. (2008): Umset-
zung von Ökomassnahmen auf Bio- und ÖLN-Betrieben. Agrar- 
forschung 15: 506-511.

[43]	 Holzschuh, A., Steffan-Dewenter, I. & Tscharntke, T. (2008): 
Agricultural landscapes with organic crop support higher 
pollinator diversity. Oikos 117: 354-361.

[44]	 Holzschuh, A., Steffan-Dewenter, I., Kleijn, D. & Tscharntke, 
T. (2007): Diversity of flower-visiting bees in cereal fields: 
effects of farming system, landscape composition and regional 
context. Journal of Applied Ecology 44: 41-49.

[45]	 Holzschuh, A., Steffan-Dewenter, I. & Tscharntke, T. (2010): 
How do landscape composition and configuration, organic 
farming and fallow strips affect the diversity of bees, wasps 
and their parasitoids? Journal of Animal Ecology 79: 491-500.

[46]	 Rundlöf, M., Nilsson, H. & Smith, H. G. (2008): Interacting 
effects of farming practice and landscape context on bumble 
bees. Biological Conservation 141: 417-426.

[47]	 Morandin, L. A. and Winston, M. (2005): Wild bee abundance 
and seed production in conventional, organic and genetically 
modified canola. Ecological Applications 15: 871-881.

[48]	 Williams, N. M. & Kremen, C. (2007): Resource distributions 
among habitats determine solitary bee offspring production in 
a mosaic landscape. Ecological applications 17: 910-921.

[49]	 Kremen, C., Williams, N. M. & Thorp, R. W. (2002): Crop polli
nation from native bees at risk from agricultural intensification. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 
States of America 99: 16812-16816.

[50]	 Andersson, G. K. S., Rundlöf, M. & Smith, H. G. (2012): Organic 
Farming Improves Pollination Success in Strawberries. PLoS 
ONE 7(2): e31599. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0031599.

[51]	 Jönsson, A. M., et al. (2015): Sown flower strips in southern 
Sweden increase abundances of wild bees and hoverflies in 
the wider landscape. Biological Conservation 184: 51-58.

[52]	 Sardiñas, H. S. and Kremen, C. (2015): Pollination services 
from field-scale agricultural diversification may be context-
dependent. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment 207: 17-25.

[53]	 Saunders, M. E., Peisley, R. K., Rader, R., & Luck, G. W. (2015): 
Pollinators, pests, and predators: Recognizing ecological trade-
offs in agroecosystems. Ambio, 1-11.

Wildflower-rich oligotrophic and mesotrophic meadows are amongst the most 
important habitats for wild bees.

In soft-fruit production, wildflower-rich margins maintained over several 
years improve pollination and thus help ensure crop yield security.


