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Table S1. Number of individuals used for wing shape analysis. FW and HW denotes front and hind wings respectively

Locality & year		FW males	HW males	FW females	HW females
Kerala 2010		15		15		15		15
Maldives 2010		9		7		10		12
Kerala 2018		35		31		33		31
Maldives 2018		12		10		51		44
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Figure S1. Front and hind wings of P. flavescens showing the landmarks used to capture wing shape. The semi-landmarks on the hind wing (9-12) are indicated with an asterisk.
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Figure S2a-f. Wing shape variation between female individuals from Kerala and the Maldives sampled in 2018. Wing shape is shown as scores from the first three axes in Principal Component Analyses on the shape variables. These three axes explain 60.2% and 55.6% of the variation in wing shape for front and hind wings respectively.





[image: ]



[image: ] 
[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]


8

image5.png
003 © Kerala
/ > The Maldives
0.021 : b
N .
g 001 S .
- X 00 o
8 W oy ® Fe
o x X o 0%
< 0.001 x5 % -
x >§<>< <
= o * x
£ > o
2 001 o o, ° .
I3 oo
- x °
< I I I I 1

.02
-0.03 -0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03

< ) Wing shape PC1 < i ‘\1

Fig. S2d. Hind wings 2018, females, PC1 (22.9 %) vs PC2 (16.9 %), based on equal samples size, i.e. n=32
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Fig. S2e. Hind wings 2018, females, PC1 (22.9 %) vs PC3 (15.8 %), based on equal samples size, i.e. n=32




image7.png
N 002 T

| R © Kerala
. x > The Maldives
& o RX
0.01 00 x o0y ° 7
™ X Og XX
Q 0 0® o 5 %
o 000F . - 3 XX o ° b
Qo o
2 o x 9 X
o x X x x
2} L x i
o -0.01 B - o
B S
-0.02 x 7
<t T } N | | | |
~ "002 001 000 001 002 003

Wing shape PC2 < \

Fig S2f. Front wings 2018, females, PC2 vs PC3, based on equal samples size, i.e. n=32
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Fig. S2a. Front wings 2018, females, PC1 (23.4 %) vs PC2 (21.7 %), based on equal samples size, i.e. n=35
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Fig. S2b. Front wings 2018, females, PC1 (23.4 %) vs PC3 (15.1 %), based on equal samples size, i.e. n=35
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Fig. S2c. Front wings 2018, females, PC2 vs PC3, based on equal samples size, i.e. n=35




