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Supporting Information — Figure S1

REDUCED PREDATION RISK FOR MELANISTIC PYGMY GRASSHOPPERS IN
POST-FIRE ENVIRONMENTS
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Figure S1. Proportion of detected grasshopper images as a function of presentation number.
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Mean proportion of presented grasshopper images that were detected computed across human

predator individuals and backgrounds as a function of presentation number (A). Mean
proportion of presented grasshopper images that were detected as function of presentation
number across individuals on each separate background (0, 25, 50, 75, or 100% burnt

substrate).
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