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Temperature profiles for field and laboratory habitat preference choice tests
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Fig. S1. Temperature profiles for field and laboratory habitat preference choice tests. (A)
Temperature profiles for field cages (from 2014). Both *Sun’ and ‘Shade’ cages were equally
masked from natural sunlight but were either sun-exposed or canopy shaded in order to confer
different temperature profiles. We collected a full 24 h of temperature data during each trial
(ordered in time and labeled A—F), which took place for 24 h beginning at 1100 h. O h represents
midnight. (B) Differences in temperature between sun-exposed and canopy-shaded assay cages
(sun — shade), showing a maximal difference of 5 °C in mid-afternoon during each trial. (C)
Average temperature for each laboratory trial for 2014 and 2015 (left; ordered in time and
labeled 1-6), and the mean (right; £ 1 standard deviation) over all trials for each year. 2014 trials
used two environmental chambers, while 2015 trials alternated between warm and cool trials at
two-day intervals (see Methods in the main text for details).



	Habitat preference of an herbivore shapes the habitat distribution of its host plant
	Temperature profiles for field and laboratory habitat preference choice tests

