Figure S2. Population densities plotted against latitude and habitat suitability for Chrysemys. Densities and locations were taken from the available literature (see references below), and habitat suitabilities were calculated for each locality based on the final environmental niche model described in the text. Simple linear models were constructed in R relating density to either latitude or habitat suitability. The relationship was not statistically significant for either latitude (p = 0.98) or habitat suitability (p = 0.07). R2 values were 4x10-5 and 0.11 for latitude and habitat suitability, respectively. Removing two potential outlier populations with extremely high densities (>500 turtles/ha) gave similar results (latitude: p = 0.776, R2 = 0.003; suitability: p = 0.142, R2 = 0.0812).
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