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S1 Fig. Characterized responses to cold probe in mock- or UV-treated larvae. (A) Proportion of US (red), CT
(green), or BR (grey) responses to cold probe at different time points after UV, data shown as a stacked
graph. For each behavior, the average over three sets of 30 larvae are shown. (B,C) Proportion of CT, US or
BR fast (dark grey), slow (light grey) or non-responders (nr, white) in mock or UV-treated larvae to the cold
probe (10 °C) (B) 16 hours (C) or 24 hours after UV. Fast = response less than 4 seconds, slow = response
between 4-10 seconds, nr = no response within 10 seconds. (D) Proportion of US, CT, or BR responses to
the cold probe at different temperatures in mock or UV-treated larvae, data shown as a stacked graph. For
each behavior, the average over three sets of 30 larvae are shown. (A-D) n = 3 sets of 30. Data are present-
ed as mean t s.e.m percentage of categorical responders. Stats: Two-tailed Fisher’s Exact test, * = p <
0.05, * = p < 0.001, comparisons were made between UV and mock control at each time point.



