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Figure S1. Variability of (J); N/J F1 female x JU1825 male crosses across experiments.

Three biological replicates of the same type of backcross experiment. (J); N/J F1 female x JU1825 male crosses can
either exhibit similar or significantly decreased rates of viability in comparison to intra-strain crosses (Experiment 1,
non-significant, P>0.05; Experiment 2, non-significant, P>0.05; Experiment 3, P>0.05, non-significant in comparison to
JU1825 x JU1825 crosses, P<0.05 significant in comparison to NIC59 x NIC59 crosses). However, (J); N/J F1 female x
JU1825 male crosses consistently exhibit significantly increased rates of viability in comparison to (N); N/J female x
JU1825 male crosses (Experiment 1, **, P<0.01; Experiment 2, **, P<0.01; Experiment 3, *, P<0.05). Experiments 1 and 2
are data from Figures 2 and 5, respectively. All p-values were calculated by a Kruskal-Wallis test followed by Dunn's test.



