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Fig. 5 Map of all botanical gardens in which phenology of herbaceous species was monitored and used in this study
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Fig. 6A Partial dependency plots of boosted regression trees for the relationship between ‘variability leaf unfolding’ and functional traits, variability in environmental conditions, phylogeny.
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Fig. 6B Partial dependency plots of boosted regression trees for the relationship between ‘variability onset senescence’ and functional traits, variability in environmental conditions, phylogeny.
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Fig. 6C Partial dependency plots of boosted regression trees for the relationship between ‘variability onset of flowering’ and functional traits, variability in environmental conditions, phylogeny.
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Fig. 6D Partial dependency plots of boosted regression trees for the relationship between ‘variability peak of flowering senescence’ and functional traits, variability in environmental conditions, phylogeny.
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Fig. 6E Partial dependency plots of boosted regression trees for the relationship between ‘variability peak flowering duration’ and functional traits, variability in environmental conditions, phylogeny.
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Fig. 6F Partial dependency plots of boosted regression trees for the relationship between ‘variability onset of fruiting’ and functional traits, variability in environmental conditions, phylogeny.
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