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APPENDIX 1
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Fig S1 Emergence success across different phenology groups (E, E+L, L and L+E), temperatures (high and low) and predator cues (present and absent). Error bars indicate estimated 95% CI. The numbers over error bars represent the N count within each group. E – early larvae group, E+L – early larvae in mixed phenology group, L – late larvae group, L+E – late larvae in mixed phenology group. Because of low sample sizes in the L+E phenology group, the L+E group was removed from all analyses and plots.
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Fig S2 Mass at emergence across different temperatures (high and low) and predator cues (present and absent). Error bars indicate estimated 95% CI. The numbers over error bars represent the N count within each group. Letter codes indicate significant differences between temperature and predator cue groups.
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Fig. S3 Mass difference between sexes in Ischnura elegans. Error bars indicate estimated 95% CI. The numbers over error bars represent the N count within each group. Letter codes indicate significant differences between sexes.
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Fig S4 Growth rate across different temperatures (high and low) and predator cues (present and absent). Error bars indicate estimated 95% CI. The numbers over error bars represent the N count within each group. Letter codes indicate significant differences between temperature and predator cue groups.
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Fig S5 Protein content across different phenologies (E, E+L, and L) and temperatures (high and low). Error bars indicate estimated 95% CI. The numbers over error bars represent the N count within each group. Letter codes were not added due to lack of support of statistical significant differences between groups from post-hoc tests.
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Fig S6 Protein content across different phenologies (E, E+L, and L) and sexes (male and female). Error bars indicate estimated 95% CI. The numbers over error bars represent the N count within each group. Letter codes were not added due to lack of support of statistical significant differences between groups from post-hoc tests.
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