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Supplementary figures 

Figure S1 

Boxplots showing the number of bloodworms eaten during the feeding test by each trout type, with median and interquartile range plotted and 

overlayed with raw data points. 

Figure S2 

Pearson’s R coefficient for Rainbow trout for each of the correlations performed (significant correlations have colours, NA = no correlation 

performed due to overlapping test or behaviour variable (i.e. both boldness variables, or both from novel object test), white = correlation 

performed but not significant, red= -ve correlation, blue = +ve correlation). A: “activity” variables given along the top axis, with the relevant 

correlations listed down the side (i.e. boldness and aggression variables), B: “boldness” variables following the same format (against activity and 

aggression variables), and C: the correlations of all of the behavior variables against the fish mass and feeding rate. 

Figure S3 

Pearson’s R coefficient for diploid brown trout for each of the correlations performed (significant correlations have colours, NA = no correlation 

performed due to overlapping test or behaviour variable (i.e. both boldness variables, or both from novel object test), white = correlation 

performed but not significant, red= -ve correlation, blue = +ve correlation). A: “activity” variables given along the top axis, with the relevant 



correlations listed down the side (i.e. boldness and aggression variables), B: “boldness” variables following the same format (against activity and 

aggression variables), and C: the correlations of all of the behavior variables against the fish mass and feeding rate. 

Figure S4 

Pearson’s R coefficient for triploid brown trout for each of the correlations performed (significant correlations have colours, NA = no correlation 

performed due to overlapping test or behaviour variable (i.e. both boldness variables, or both from novel object test), white = correlation 

performed but not significant, red= -ve correlation, blue = +ve correlation). A: “activity” variables given along the top axis, with the relevant 

correlations listed down the side (i.e. boldness and aggression variables), B: “boldness” variables following the same format (against activity and 

aggression variables), and C: the correlations of all of the behavior variables against the fish mass and feeding rate. 

Figure S5 

The experimental set-up for each of the behaviour tests. A: Open Field Test, B: Disturbance/Novel Object tests, C: Shelter/Predation tests, D: 

Mirror test, E: Group Disturbance/Novel object tests. 

Figure S6 

Flowchart illustrating the order of the individual and group tests. Functional response experiments were also performed separately on fish not 

involved in these experiments. 
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