Supplemental figures
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Fig. S1. Mean (x SE) number of L. humile and T. magnum workers on bait at different time intervals in the foraging
assay and in the resource competition assay (for each species*assay combination: n = 4, N = 56). The dashed line
delimits the time interval investigated in the statistical models.
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Fig. S2. Mean (+ SE) number of L. humile and T. magnum workers in the arena at different time intervals in the
foraging assay (for each species: n = 4, N = 56). The dashed line delimits the time interval investigated in the statistical
models.
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Fig. S3. Mean (+ SE) % of L. humile and T. magnum workers recruited on the bait to the total number of workers
present in the arena at different time intervals in the foraging assay (L. humile:n =4, n =2 at 10 min, N =54; T.
magnum: n =4, N = 56). The dashed line delimits the time interval investigated in the statistical models.
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Fig. S4. Mean (x SE) number of L. humile and T. magnum workers in the ethological observations area at different time
intervals in the resource competition assay (for each species: n = 4, N = 56). The dashed line delimits the time interval
investigated in the statistical models.



