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Table S1. General linear modelling results to test for differences in vegetation and feeding residue 
variables between the two types of exterior plots at AA and BBM (10 × 10 m and 20 × 5 m) 

Significant results (α = 0.05) are shown with bold text 

Response variable Exterior plot type 

Feeding present/absent F1,105 = 
P =  

0.40 
0.529 

Banksia stem density F1,105 = 
P =  

7.38 
0.008 

Hakea stem density F1,105 = 
P =  

0.09 
0.771 

Jarrah stem density F1,105 = 
P =  

0.62 
0.432 

Marri stem density F1,105 = 
P =  

0.42 
0.517 

Species richness of 
potential food plants 

F1,105 = 
P =  

0.01 
0.926 

Canopy cover F1,105 = 
P =  

0.17 
0.680 

Canopy height F1,105 = 
P =  

0.01 
0.906 

Understorey height F1,105 = 
P =  

0.35 
0.558 

Banksia spp. residues F1,105 = 
P =  

0.91 
0.341 

Hakea spp. residues F1,105 = 
P =  

0.21 
0.645 

Jarrah residues F1,105 = 
P =  

0.92 
0.339 

Marri residues F1,105 = 
P =  

0.56 
0.456 
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