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Variation in environmental conditions during development can lead to
changes in life-history traits with long-lasting effects. Here, we study how
variation in temperature and host plant (i.e. the consequences of potential
maternal oviposition choices) affects a suite of life-history traits in pre-
diapause larvae of the Glanville fritillary butterfly. We focus on offspring
survival, larval growth rates and relative fat reserves, and pay specific atten-
tion to intraspecific variation in the responses (G × E × E). Globally, thermal
performance and survival curves varied between diets of two host plants,
suggesting that host modifies the temperature impact, or vice versa.
Additionally, we show that the relative fat content has a host-dependent,
discontinuous response to developmental temperature. This implies that a
potential switch in resource allocation, from more investment in growth at
lower temperatures to storage at higher temperatures, is dependent on the
larval diet. Interestingly, a large proportion of the variance in larval perform-
ance is explained by differences among families, or interactions with this
variable. Finally, we demonstrate that these family-specific responses to
the host plant remain largely consistent across thermal environments.
Together, the results of our study underscore the importance of paying
attention to intraspecific trait variation in the field of evolutionary ecology.
1. Introduction
Species can cope with environmental change by avoiding stressful conditions,
by producing phenotypes better adjusted to the new environmental conditions
through plasticity, or by adapting to the novel conditions through evolutionary
change [1,2]. Even though the avoidance of environmental stress is an effective
strategy (e.g. through tracking favourable conditions by expanding to higher
latitudes or altitudes [3] or by selecting more suitable microhabitats), it is
often limited by factors such as the distribution of resources, the structure of
the landscape and/or the dispersal ability of the species. Moreover, when
environmental changes are rapid, adaptive evolution may not occur fast
enough. In those cases, plasticity can enable species to persist under the
novel conditions, allowing more time for mutations to arise and selection to
occur [4,5]. Assessing a species’s ability to respond plastically to environmental
change and evaluating its performance when exposed to conditions that are
beyond or at the limit of the normal range could therefore shed light on whether
organisms will be able to persist future conditions.
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Developmental plasticity is defined as the process
through which external conditions, such as nutrition and
temperature, can influence developmental trajectories and
lead to irreversible changes in the adult phenotype [1]. This
phenomenon is ubiquitous in nature, especially among taxa
that have sessile lifestyles [6–8]. The environmental regu-
lation of development has been studied extensively using
insects, whose pre-adult stages are often immobile and thus
must cope with local environmental conditions. In general,
when exposed to higher temperatures, insect larvae tend to
grow faster [9,10] and the body size of the emerging adults
is smaller [9,11,12], which might alter performance later in
life. Likewise, nutrition is known to regulate development
in insects through nutrient balance [13–15] and/or the con-
centration of secondary metabolites in the diet [16].

When assessing responses to changes in environmental
conditions, it is important to recognize that the environ-
mental factors that affect the phenotype typically occur
simultaneously and interactively [17]. Hence, plastic
responses to one type of environmental stress may be depen-
dent on the state of another external factor. Such non-additive
multidimensional plasticity, in response to combinations of
thermal and nutritional environments, has been demon-
strated in moths [14], butterflies [18] and fruit flies [19]. For
example, Singh et al. [18] showed that poor host plant quality
mainly influenced development at intermediate temperatures
in the tropical butterfly Bicyclus anynana. Moreover, signifi-
cant genetic variation for (multidimensional) plasticity is
known to exist in both natural and laboratory populations
[20–22]. This intraspecific variation in the ability to respond
to an environmental cue (G × E), or combinations of cues
(G × E × E), is hypothesized to be beneficial in the context of
climate change since it facilitates the evolution of wider
ranges of environmental tolerance [23,24].

In this study, we focus on environmentally induced vari-
ation in a suite of life-history traits in the Glanville fritillary
butterfly (Melitaea cinxia). The species occurs at its northern
range margin on the Åland archipelago (southwest Finland),
where it inhabits a highly fragmented network of habitat
patches that are defined by the presence of at least one of
two available host plant species: Plantago lanceolata and Vero-
nica spicata, hereafter referred to as Plantago and Veronica,
respectively [25]. Adult females produce large egg clutches,
and the selection of suitable oviposition sites is known to
be a hierarchical process [26,27]. In the field, gravid females
of the Glanville fritillary appear to first choose habitats that
are hot, dry and sunny [28,29]. Host plant discrimination,
with individuals typically preferring one host species over
the other, occurs subsequently [30,31]. Therefore, selective
mothers can influence the developmental trajectories of
their offspring through oviposition site selection, which in
turn may affect offspring performance and fitness [32].

Using a full-factorial split-brood design, we explore the
consequences of these maternal oviposition choices for the
pre-diapause larvae of Melitaea cinxia. We aim to research
the (combined) effects of developmental temperature and
host plant on pre-diapause larvae of this species. We measure
the survival, larval growth rates and relative fat content of
offspring reared at four different temperatures and on two
different host plants, and pay attention to intraspecific
variation in the responses by using individuals from different
genetic backgrounds (i.e. families). As shown in other
insects, we expect a large positive effect of developmental
temperature on growth rate. Furthermore, in the scenario of
additive multidimensional plasticity, we expect larvae to
grow faster and have higher survival on Veronica within
each thermal environment, as this has previously been
demonstrated under laboratory conditions [16,33]. Individ-
uals that develop fast, and thus will be diapausing for
longer, are predicted to allocate relatively more resources to
fat storage, since fat is thought to be the primary fuel for over-
wintering and post-winter activities in insects [34,35]. Finally,
given that the natural habitat of this species is heterogeneous,
fragmented and highly variable we expect family-specific
responses to the environmental factors (G × E, G × E × E) to
be important determinants of the phenotype.
2. Methods
(a) Study system
Melitaea cinxia is a univoltine species and on the Åland islands
adults emerge from their pupae in June, after which females
lay several clutches of 100–200 eggs [36]. The sessile pre-diapause
larvae hatch in late June and early July and live gregariously on
the host plant of their mothers’ choice. In the beginning of
autumn the larvae spin a communal web in which they diapause
until spring. Overwinter survival is impacted by, among other
factors, body size, with larger larvae having a higher chance to
survive [37]. After diapause, larvae become solitary and can
move over longer distances in search of resources and/or suit-
able microhabitats [38]. The laboratory population of M. cinxia
used in this study was established in 2015 from 136 post-
diapause larvae (consisting of 105 unique families) collected
from 34 habitat patches across the large network of habitat
patches on the Åland islands. Laboratory stocks of M. cinxia
are maintained on Plantago host plants in climate-controlled
chambers set to 28°C during the day and 15°C during the
night (28 : 15°C), and a 12 L : 12 D cycle. These settings mimic
the microclimatic conditions that the larvae are exposed to
during summer in Åland at the ground level. Diapause is obliga-
tory in this species and diapausing larvae are stored until
the next spring in cooling chambers set to 5°C and complete
darkness [37].

(b) Experimental design
In the spring of 2019, diapausing larvae of the laboratory stock
were removed from the cooling chamber and placed under stan-
dard rearing conditions (28 : 15°C and a 12 L : 12 D cycle) where
the increase in temperature, light and moisture stimulates them
to recommence development. This parental generation was
reared to adulthood on Plantago host plants in small transparent
plastic containers, and mated with an unrelated individual. Sub-
sequently, gravid females were provided with a single Plantago
plant for oviposition, and the host plant was checked daily for
newly produced egg clutches. Clutches were carefully removed,
placed in individual petri-dishes, and transferred to a climate-
controlled cabinet set to standard rearing conditions (28 : 15°C
and a 12 L : 12 D cycle).

Egg clutches of fourteen females were split across two host
plant treatments (Veronica and Plantago) 3–5 days after ovipos-
ition to ensure the utilization of a single host plant species
throughout development. When approximately 90% of the
larvae within each group transitioned from the first to the
second instar, larval groups were further divided into cohorts
of 15 siblings. The time between the first larva transitioning to
the second instar and brood splitting was less than one day for
the majority of the families. These full-sib cohorts were randomly
divided over four climate-controlled chambers (with 28°C, 30°C,
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32°C or 34°C during the day, 15°C at night, and a 12 L : 12 D
cycle), using a Sanyo MLR-350 for the 32°C treatments and a
Sanyo MLR-351 for the others. Starting from the standard rearing
conditions (28 : 15°C), these 2°C increments in day temperature
were chosen to reflect the microclimatic conditions of pre-
diapause larvae in habitats that are relatively hot and sunny.
This procedure resulted in a full-factorial split-brood experimen-
tal design with fourteen genetic backgrounds (i.e. families), two
host plants and four developmental temperatures (n = 1680).
Throughout the experiment, larvae were inspected every morn-
ing and fresh leaves were provided to ensure ad libitum feeding
conditions. For five families, offspring from a second egg
clutch (from the same parents) were used to complete all exper-
imental treatments. A schematic of the experimental design is
given in electronic supplementary material, figure S1. For further
information on the background of larvae used in the experiment,
see electronic supplementary material, table S1.

(c) Life-history traits
We studied environmentally induced variation in a suite of
developmental life-history traits and focused on offspring survi-
val, larval growth rates, and the relative amount of fat reserves
accumulated during larval development. To assess offspring sur-
vival, the larvae within each cohort were counted every fourth
day, and on these days the entire cohort was weighed to the near-
est 0.01 mg (Mettler Toledo XS105 DualRange) to trace overall
mass gain during larval development. The total mass of the
cohort was divided by the number of surviving individuals to
obtain the mean larval mass for each time-point. This procedure
was continued until the first individual of the cohort entered the
diapause stage, which can be recognized by a change in body
colour (from pale-brown to black), an increase in larval body
hair density and the presence of red eyes. From this date for-
ward, individual data were collected by recording the day of
entering diapause and the body mass of each diapausing
larvae. Subsequently, larvae were frozen to −80°C, and stored
in eppendorf tubes until further processing.

The individual growth rates were calculated according to the
formula

growth rate =
ln(diapause mass)� ln(2nd instar mass)

development time
,

where 2nd instar mass (i.e. mass at the start of the experiment)
was estimated by dividing the mass of the entire cohort by the
number of individuals, and development time was computed
as the time between the start of the experiment and the day
the individual entered diapause [39].

Relative fat content at diapause was determined for seven
randomly chosen individuals per cohort (n = 784). These larvae
were dried to constant mass (60°C for 24 h) and weighed to the
nearest 0.01 mg, yielding initial dry mass. Triglyceride and free
fatty acids were extracted by incubating the dried body at
room temperature in 1 : 2 (v/v) methanol:dichloromethane for
72 h, followed by drying and re-weighing, yielding fat-free dry
mass [40]. The relative fat content was calculated according to
the formula

relative fat content =
ðinitial dry mass � fat- free dry massÞ

initial dry mass
:

(d) Statistical analyses
Interval-censored survival curves were fitted using the survival
package [41] and plotted using the survminer package [42]. For
each time interval, larvae were categorized as dead or alive,
and diapausing larvae were censored because they were no
longer at risk of pre-diapause death. Log-rank tests were
performed to determine the influence of temperature and host
plant on survival using the interval package [43]. To confirm
the obtained results, a generalized linear mixed effects model
(GLMM) was fitted to the endpoint survival data (state of the
larvae (dead or alive) at the end of the experiment), using a
binomial distribution and the lme4 package [44].

A linear model was fitted to estimate the effect of tempera-
ture and host on the mean amount of body mass gained
during larval development. Mean larval mass, computed as
stated above, was log-transformed to improve normality. The
day of the experiment, temperature and host plant (and all inter-
actions) were included as fixed factors in the full model. Two
additional linear models were fitted to estimate the (fixed) effects
of family, temperature and host (and all interactions) on individ-
ual growth rate and relative fat content. For all models described
above, step-wise model selection based on AIC values was
performed using the step() function. Post hoc pairwise compari-
sons (Tukey’s HSD; α = 0.05) were performed using the
emmeans package [45].

Intraspecific variation in the responses to the host plant is
explored by extracting the slope of a linear model—with individ-
ual growth rate as dependent and host plant as independent
variable—for each family and within each thermal environment.
These slopes describe both the magnitude and the direction of
the response to the host plant [20]. Using Pearson correlations
we test whether host-induced responses (i.e. the slopes) are
family-specific and consistent across thermal environments. All
statistical analyses were performed in R [46].
3. Results
(a) Pre-diapause survival and clutch mass
Probability of survival was generally high (n = 1559; 93%) but
dropped considerably for larvae with long development
times (i.e. those that enter diapause in the upper percentiles
of the distribution of development times; figure 1). The
probability of survival within each host plant was not
affected by temperature (asymptotic log-rank two-sample
t-test, p = 0.3968 for individuals reared on Plantago, and p =
0.8678 for individuals reared on Veronica). However, within
each temperature, survival was significantly lower for
larvae that were reared on Plantago, but only for the two
highest temperatures ( p-values given in figure 1). These
results were confirmed by the GLMM using the endpoint
data (see electronic supplementary material, table S2).

The average fresh mass of the larvae increased over time,
and the rate of this increase was affected by the termal
environment and the host plant. The effect of temperature
on mean larval mass increased with time (time : temperature,
F = 10.5182, p < 0.001), with larvae reared at 28°C growing
slower overall, and being significantly smaller than those
reared at higher temperatures from day 8 onward (figure 2a).
The mean larval mass of cohorts reared on Veronica increased
faster over time compared to those reared on Plantago (time :
plant, F = 3.9190, p = 0.0089). Cohorts using Veronica were
smaller than those using Plantago at the start of the exper-
iment (day 0; figure 2a) but larger at the final time point
(day 16).

(b) Individual growth rates and allocation to fat
reserves

For both life-history traits (growth rate and fat content), we
found that all main effects and all interaction terms were
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statistically significant (see electronic supplementary
material, tables S3 and S4). Averaged over the families,
model-estimated marginal means for the individual growth
rates revealed that individuals achieve higher growth rates
on Veronica, except for those reared at 34°C (figure 2b;
electronic supplementary material, table S4C). Growth rate
increased with temperature until a maximum at 32°C.
At an even higher temperature of 34°C growth rate dropped
significantly compared to that at 32°C for larvae fed with
Veronica (pairwise comparison: p < 0.001). In contrast, the
growth rates of larvae reared at 34°C on Plantagowere not sig-
nificantly different from those of individuals reared at 32°C
(pairwise comparison: p = 0.5213). This decrease in growth
rate at 34°C was mainly caused by an increase in
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development time rather than a decrease in body mass (elec-
tronic supplementary material, figure S2).

The relative fat content showed a discontinuous change to
the temperature gradient on both hosts (figure 2b; electronic
supplementary material, table S5C). For individuals reared
on Plantago, development at the two higher temperatures
resulted in significantly higher relative amounts of fat reserves.
The thermal threshold at which change in relative fat content
occurs was higher for individuals reared on Veronica, where
only development at the highest temperature lead to an
increase in relative fat content. As a result of the difference
in threshold, we only observed a significant effect of host
plant at 32°C (pairwise comparison: p < 0.001), with larvae
using Plantago having a higher relative fat content on average.

(c) Family-specific responses to the host plant
Our results demonstrate that intraspecific variation for mul-
tidimensional phenotypic plasticity (G × E × E) is large in
this system. For both life-history traits, but especially for
the individual growth rates, the (interactive) effects of
environmental cues were highly dissimilar across families.
About 12% of the total phenotypic variance (VP) in individ-
ual growth rates was explained by the interaction between
the family and the host plant (family:host plant, F =
32.2507, p < 0.001; see electronic supplementary material,
table S4B). In other words, family-specific responses to the
host were an important determinant of the phenotype.
Indeed, some families used in the experiment achieved the
highest growth rates on Veronica while individuals from
other families grew consistently faster on Plantago (figure 3).
These family-specific reaction norm slopes were positively
correlated across thermal environments (Pearson’s r= 0.4–0.8;
electronic supplementary material, figure S3). Moreover, using
Plantago as a host plant resulted in higher variance in larval
growth rates across families (and not within families; electronic
supplementary material, figure S4).
4. Discussion
Using a full-factorial design, with fourteen genetic back-
grounds (families), four developmental temperatures and
two host plant species, we explored the relative contri-
butions of different sources of phenotypic variance across
a suite of life-history traits in the Glanville fritillary butter-
fly. We start this section by describing the general patterns
observed in our data, and then discuss how the develop-
mental trajectories of pre-diapause larvae could be
influenced by maternal oviposition site selection in the
wild. Subsequently, we go into the variation in environ-
mental responses observed among families in our study,
and discuss how this genetic variation for (multidimen-
sional) plasticity may impact the population’s ability to
persist environmental heterogeneity.

In ectotherms, temperature can affect developmental
processes directly through changes in chemical reaction kin-
ematics and the physical properties of membranes [47,48],
which in turn can impact organismal performance and fit-
ness. Some developing individuals are able to change their
thermal environment, for example, by relocating to warmer
microhabitats. Alternatively, when immature life-stages are
largely immobile, such as in the case of the Glanville fritillary
butterfly, the optimal thermal environment for development
can be realized through selective oviposition choices of the
female. As is true for many butterfly species, Glanville fritil-
lary mothers could regulate the thermal environment of their
offspring by preferring sunny or shady environments for ovi-
position [28,29]. Averaged over the families, our data showed
a clear initial increase in growth rate with increasing tempera-
ture, with an optimum around 32°C. At higher temperatures
the growth rate decreased for larvae reared on Veronica and
stabilized for those reared on Plantago.

It is worth noting that evaluating the full consequences
of our results would require assessments of how variation
in pre-diapause performance translates into variation in
reproductive success. Nevertheless, overwinter survival
is known to be reduced in small-bodied individuals [37]
and, since effects of reduced growth typically carry over
to later life-stages [49,50], larval growth rates are com-
monly used as a proxy for offspring quality in
Lepidoptera [51,52]. Even though strategies to compensate
for a lower growth rate during pre-diapause development
exist, these tend to come with a cost of delayed emergence,
reduced fecundity and/or adult lifespan [37,53]. Thus,
maternal preferences to oviposit in sunny habitats, thereby
increasing the developmental temperatures of their offspring,
could intuitively be considered adaptive in the Glanville fri-
tillary butterfly. However, even though the average ambient
day temperatures on Åland are well below 32°C during the
end of summer, when pre-diapause larvae are developing
(electronic supplementary material, figure S5), sunshine cre-
ates thermal stratification which can cause the temperatures
close to the ground to rise to be between 12°C and 20°C
above ambient temperature [54,55]. This suggests that the
maternal preference for sunny habitat could in fact be mala-
daptive when the ambient day temperatures on Åland are
above 20°C (see also [29]). In this scenario developmental
temperatures in sunny microclimates may rise well above
the observed optimal temperature of 32°C for larval
growth, and potentially even exceed the thermal tolerance
limits of the larvae. It was recently shown that the summer
of 2018 was an anomaly in terms of precipitation, tempera-
ture and vegetation productivity across the habitats of the
Glanville fritillary butterfly in Åland, and that this extreme
climatic event was associated with a 10-fold demographic
decline of the metapopulation [56]. Though this dramatic
decline has been attributed to severe water deficits during
May and July, the record-breaking temperatures observed
for July (above 25°C; electronic supplementary material,
figure S5) could have exceeded the thermal tolerance limits
of pre-diapause larvae developing in sunny environments.

In addition to an effect of temperature on growth rates,
our data also reveal a general trend in the relative fat content
of the larvae. This physiological trait is important for butter-
fly life-history [57] and was quantified for the first time in this
species. Relative fat content increases significantly between
30°C and 32°C for larvae reared on Plantago, and between
32°C and 34°C for larvae reared on Veronica. Previous
research has shown similar increases in relative fat content
with increasing temperature in other insects [e.g. 58–60],
while other studies have described the opposite pattern
(e.g. [40,61]). Our hypothesis, stating that individuals pre-
dicted to spend more time in diapause (i.e. those with
shorter development times), accumulate more fat during
development, was therefore incorrect. In fact, the cohorts
with the largest relative fat reserves also demonstrated the
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longest development times and thus shortest time in dia-
pause (i.e. those reared at 34°C). Instead, variation in
relative fat content seemed to be associated with the relative
investment in growth. Individuals reared at 32°C allocated
more resources to their fat reserves when they used Plantago
instead of Veronica. At this temperature, we also observed the
largest difference in host-specific growth rates, with individ-
uals using Plantago demonstrating reduced investment in
growth compared to their siblings reared on Veronica. This
suggests that individuals of this species compromise
growth for increased investment in fat storage at higher
temperatures, and that the thermal threshold for this switch
in life-history strategies is influenced by the larval diet.

Within the preferred sunny habitats, mothers select one of
two available host plants, which may differ in their suitability
for larval development. Overall, and in concordance with our
hypothesis and earlier reports [16,33], we found that pre-
diapause larvae perform better on Veronica than on Plantago.
Though survival in the first instars was high on both plant
species, the probability of survival to diapause was higher
for larvae that were reared on Veronica, particularly in the
two hottest environments. In addition, individuals on this
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host achieved higher average growth rates in most thermal
environments. Finally, the larval performances of the families
used in this study were very uniform when using Veronica,
which was in stark contrast to the high variance in growth
rates observed among families on Plantago. Overall, the
results of our laboratory study are in line with results from
large-scale modelling efforts using the long-term demo-
graphic data of the Glanville fritillary metapopulation.
These studies have demonstrated that the presence of
Veronica in the habitat patch is associated with higher overall
abundances [62], and that population growth rates of
M. cinxia are reduced when temperatures during the
summer are high [63].

Since females can maximize their fitness by laying their
eggs on host plants on which the performance of their off-
spring is maximized (preference–performance hypothesis),
Glanville fritillary mothers are predicted to prefer Veronica
when both hosts are available. Interestingly, it has been
shown that females of this species do not necessarily
prefer the host plant that is most abundant in their local
environment, but that this preference depends on which
host is more abundant at a larger regional scale
[30,64,65]. This local adaptation is attributed to the spatial
distribution of the two hosts in the field, with Plantago
being omnipresent and Veronica mainly occurring in habi-
tat patches in the northwestern part of the archipelago.
Females from regions where Veronica is an abundant and
therefore reliable host plant, were observed to prefer Vero-
nica when offered a binary choice, while butterflies in
regions where Veronica is less reliable preferred to oviposit
on Plantago [30,65].

In addition to the more general patterns described above,
we found significant genetic variation for (multidimensional)
plasticity in this system. In other words, the phenotypic
responses to the (combination of) environmental variables
were highly dissimilar across families (i.e. significant G × E
and G × E × E interactions). For example, the interaction
between the family and the host plant explained a large pro-
portion of the variance in individual growth rates, and these
family-specific responses to the host were largely consistent
cross thermal environments. While most families grew
faster on Veronica (e.g. family 5), others consistently achieved
their highest growth rates on Plantago (e.g. family 42). Such
intraspecific variation, or in this case variation within the
meta-population, for plasticity is common in both natural
and laboratory populations (e.g. [20,66]) and hypothesized
to be beneficial for insects exposed to climate change
[67,68] or inhabiting unpredictable environments [24,69].
We speculate that the spatial variation in host plant abun-
dance in the Åland Islands contributes to the genetic
variation for plasticity observed within the Glanville fritillary
butterfly metapopulation. When trade-offs in fitness occur
across hosts, and adaptation to one host entails a loss of fitness
on the other, the slope of the reaction norm represents a geno-
type-specific level of host specialization. Specialist genotypes
are predicted to evolve when host abundance and quality is
consistent from generation to generation, even when neither
host is inherently better than the other [70,71]. The inconsistent
availability of a more suitable host (Veronica) in Åland may
therefore result in spatially varying selection pressures across
the metapopulation, with regions where Veronica occurs
reliably favouring an increased performance on this host
plant, while the evolution of Plantago specialists is favoured
in patches where Veronica is absent.

It is important to place the observed effects of the host
plant on larval performance in the context of our exper-
imental design; while temperature interacted with the host
plant at the level of the insect herbivore, direct effects of
temperature on the host were not assessed. The plants
used in the study were cultivated and kept under green-
house conditions throughout the experiment, and thus
represented a high quality diet for the developing larvae.
In nature, the two host plants themselves may differ in
their responses to variation in temperature, and this inter-
specific variation may affect the nutritional quality of the
available hosts for example in terms of primary nutrients.
Additionally, the two host plants used in this study both
produce iridoid glycosides [72] (defence chemicals known
to deter feeding by generalist insect herbivores [73,74]).
Interestingly, these iridoids can also act as feeding
stimulants in specialist butterfly larvae [75,76], such as
M. cinxia, and the concentrations of these secondary
compounds are known to be susceptible to variability
in precipitation and temperature in Plantago [77]. Thus, in
the field, when potential effects of temperature on the
host plant are present, the interacting effects of temperature
and host on insect development demonstrated here could
be different.

As a final note we would like to emphasize that the gen-
eral patterns described in studies like the one presented here
(i.e. using a relatively small number of families), may be sus-
ceptible to bias when phenotypes vary strongly across genetic
backgrounds. For example, using fourteen families we
describe that larvae of M. cinxia in general perform better
on Veronica than on Plantago, while this is in fact not the
case for all families. Therefore, with a different and/or smal-
ler subset of families we could potentially have observed
different general patterns.

In conclusion, we demonstrated that larval performance
curves in the Glanville fritillary butterfly are family-specific
and interactively mediated by the thermal and nutritional
environment. The results of our study therefore underscore
the importance of studying the multidimensionality of
environmental effects on phenotype expression. In addition,
our work demonstrates that intraspecific variation is
probably an important determinant of population-level
responses to environmental change in this system.

Data accessibility. Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository:
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kwh70rz2m [78].

Authors’ contributions. N.V., S.I., M.S. and E.v.B. conceived and designed
the experiments. N.V. performed the experiments. N.V. and E.v.B.
analysed the data and wrote the first draft of the manuscript. All
authors provided critical feedback and helped to shape the research,
analyses and manuscript.
Competing interests. We declare we have no competing interests.

Funding. Financial support was provided by European Research Coun-
cil (independent starting grant no. 470 637412 ‘META-STRESS’ to
M.S.). N.V. was supported by the Erasmus+ programme of the Euro-
pean Union and a Lammi Biological Station’s Environmental
Research Foundation (LBAYS) grant.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Heini Karvinen for practical assist-
ance during the experiments, and Wilco Verberk for suggestions that
greatly improved earlier versions of our manuscript. We also thank
two anonymous reviewers whose constructive feedback helped to
improve our manuscript.

https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kwh70rz2m
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kwh70rz2m


8
References
royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rspb
Proc.R.Soc.B

287:20202577
1. Beldade P, Mateus A.RA, Keller RA. 2011 Evolution
and molecular mechanisms of adaptive
developmental plasticity. Mol. Ecol. 20, 1347–1363.
(doi:10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05016.x)

2. Hoffmann AA, Sgrò CM. 2011 Climate change and
evolutionary adaptation. Nature 470, 479–485.
(doi:10.1038/nature09670)

3. Parmesan C, Yohe G. 2003 A globally coherent
fingerprint of climate change impacts across natural
systems. Nature 421, 37.

4. Corl A, Bi K, Luke C, Challa AS, Stern AJ, Sinervo B,
Nielsen R. 2018 The genetic basis of adaptation
following plastic changes in coloration in a novel
environment. Curr. Biol. 28, 2970–2977. (doi:10.
1016/j.cub.2018.06.075)

5. Ghalambor CK, McKay JK, Carroll SP, Reznick DN.
2007 Adaptive versus non-adaptive phenotypic
plasticity and the potential for contemporary
adaptation in new environments. Funct. Ecol. 21,
394–407. (doi:10.1111/j.1365-2435.2007.01283.x)

6. Franks SJ, Weber JJ, Aitken SN. 2014 Evolutionary
and plastic responses to climate change in terrestrial
plant populations. Evol. Appl. 7, 123–139. (doi:10.
1111/eva.12112)

7. Sultan SE. 2000 Phenotypic plasticity for plant
development, function and life history. Trends
Plant Sci. 5, 537–542. (doi:10.1016/S1360-
1385(00)01797-0)

8. Telesca L, Michalek K, Sanders T, Peck LS, Thyrring J,
Harper EM. 2018 Blue mussel shell shape plasticity
and natural environments: a quantitative approach.
Sci. Rep. 8, 2865. (doi:10.1038/s41598-018-20122-9)

9. Atkinson D. 1994 Temperature and organism size: a
biological law for ectotherms? Adv. Ecol. Res. 25,
1–58.

10. Atkinson D. 1996 Ectotherm life-history responses to
developmental temperature. In Animals and
temperature: phenotypic and evolutionary adaptation
(eds IA Johnston, AF Bennett), pp. 183–204.
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

11. Angilletta MJ, Dunham AE. 2003 The temperature-size
rule in ectotherms: simple evolutionary explanations
may not be general. Am. Nat. 162, 332–342.

12. Dixon AFG, Chambers RJ, Dharma TR. 1982 Factors
affecting size in aphids with particular reference to
the black bean aphid, Aphis fabae. Entomol. Exp.
Appl. 32, 123–128.

13. Gray LJ, Simpson SJ, Polak M. 2018 Fruit flies may
face a nutrient-dependent life-history trade-off
between secondary sexual trait quality, survival and
developmental rate. J. Insect. Physiol. 104, 60–70.
(doi:10.1016/j.jinsphys.2017.11.010)

14. Lee KP, Roh C. 2010 Temperature-by-nutrient
interactions affecting growth rate in an insect
ectotherm. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 136, 151–163.
(doi:10.1111/j.1570-7458.2010.01018.x)

15. Silva-Soares NF, Nogueira-Alves A, Beldade P, Mirth
CK. 2017 Adaptation to new nutritional
environments: larval performance, foraging
decisions, and adult oviposition choices in
Drosophila suzukii. BMC Ecol. 17, 21. (doi:10.1186/
s12898-017-0131-2)

16. Saastamoinen M, van Nouhuys S, Nieminen M,
O’Hara B, Suomi J. 2007 Development and survival
of a specialist herbivore, Melitaea cinxia, on host
plants producing high and low concentrations of
iridoid glycosides. Ann. Zool. Fenn. 44, 70–80.

17. Westneat DF, Potts LJ, Sasser KL, Shaffer JD. 2019
Causes and consequences of phenotypic plasticity in
complex environments. Trends Ecol. Evol. 34,
555–568. (doi:10.1016/j.tree.2019.02.010)

18. Singh P, van Bergen E, Brattström O, Osbaldeston D,
Brakefield PM, Oostra V. 2020 Complex multi-trait
responses to multivariate environmental cues in a
seasonal butterfly. Evol. Ecol. 79, 713–734. (doi:10.
1007/s10682-020-10062-0)

19. Kutz TC, Sgrò CM, Mirth CK. 2019 Interacting with
change: diet mediates how larvae respond to their
thermal environment. Funct. Ecol. 33, 1940–1951.
(doi:10.1111/1365-2435.13414)

20. Lafuente E, Duneau D, Beldade P. 2018 Genetic
basis of thermal plasticity variation in Drosophila
melanogaster body size. PLoS Genet. 14, e1007686.
(doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1007686)

21. Mangin B et al. 2017 Genetic control of plasticity of
oil yield for combined abiotic stresses using a joint
approach of crop modelling and genome-wide
association. Plant Cell Environ. 40, 2276–2291.
(doi:10.1111/pce.12961)

22. Nussey DH, Postma E, Gienapp P, Visser ME. 2005
Selection on heritable phenotypic plasticity in a
wild bird population. Science 310, 304–306.
(doi:10.1126/science.1117004)

23. Kelly M. 2019 Adaptation to climate change through
genetic accommodation and assimilation of plastic
phenotypes. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. B 374, 20180176.

24. Oostra V, Saastamoinen M, Zwaan BJ, Wheat CW.
2018 Strong phenotypic plasticity limits potential
for evolutionary responses to climate change. Nat.
Commun. 9, 1005. (doi:10.1038/s41467-018-03384-9)

25. Ojanen SP, Nieminen M, Meyke E, Pöyry J, Hanski I.
2013 Long-term metapopulation study of the
Glanville fritillary butterfly (Melitaea cinxia): survey
methods, data management, and long-term
population trends. Ecol. Evol. 3, 3713–3737.

26. Friberg M, Olofsson M, Berger D, Karlsson B,
Wiklund C. 2008 Habitat choice precedes host plant
choice: niche separation in a species pair of a
generalist and a specialist butterfly. Oikos 117,
1337–1344. (doi:10.1111/j.0030-1299.2008.16740.x)

27. Refsnider JM, Janzen FJ. 2010 Putting eggs in one
basket: ecological and evolutionary hypotheses for
variation in oviposition-site choice. Annu. Rev. Ecol.
Evol. Syst. 41, 39–57. (doi:10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-
102209-144712)

28. Rosa E. In preparation. Male condition, microhabitat
type and plant condition shape female oviposition
preference.

29. Salgado AL, DiLeo MF, Saastamoinen, M. 2020
Narrow oviposition preference of an insect herbivore
risks survival under conditions of severe drought.
Funct. Ecol. 34, 1358–1369. (doi:10.1111/1365-
2435.13587)

30. Kuussaari M, Singer MC, Hanski I. 2000 Local
specialization and landscape-level influence on host
use in an herbivorous insect. Ecology 81,
2177–2187. (doi:10.2307/177106)

31. Singer MC, Lee JR. 2000 Discrimination within
and between host species by a butterfly:
implications for design of preference
experiments. Ecol. Lett. 3, 101–105. (doi:10.
1046/j.1461-0248.2000.00121.x)

32. Gibbs M, van Dyck H. 2009 Reproductive plasticity,
oviposition site selection, and maternal effects in
fragmented landscapes. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 64,
1–11. (doi:10.1007/s00265-009-0849-8)

33. van Nouhuys S, Singer MC, Nieminen M. 2003
Spatial and temporal patterns of caterpillar
performance and the suitability of two host plant
species. Ecol. Entomol. 28, 193–202. (doi:10.1046/j.
1365-2311.2003.00501.x)

34. Hahn DA, Denlinger DL. 2007 Meeting the energetic
demands of insect diapause: nutrient storage and
utilization. J. Insect. Physiol. 53, 760–773. (doi:10.
1016/j.jinsphys.2007.03.018)

35. Saunders D. 2000 Larval diapause duration and fat
metabolism in three geographical strains of the
blow fly, Calliphora vicina. J. Insect. Physiol. 46,
509–517.

36. Saastamoinen M. 2007 Life-history, genotypic, and
environmental correlates of clutch size in the
Glanville fritillary butterfly. Ecol. Entomol. 32,
235–242. (doi:10.1111/j.1365-2311.2007.00865.x)

37. Saastamoinen M, Ikonen S, Wong SC, Lehtonen R,
Hanski I. 2013 Plastic larval development in a
butterfly has complex environmental and genetic
causes and consequences for population dynamics.
J. Anim. Ecol. 82, 529–539. (doi:10.1111/1365-
2656.12034)

38. Kuussaari M, Van Nouhuys S, Hellmann JJ, Singer
MC. 2004 Checkerspot butterfly larval biology. In On
the wings of checkerspots: a model system for
population biology (eds PR Ehrlich, I Hanski),
pp. 138–160. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.

39. Gotthard K, Nylin S, Wiklund C. 1994 Adaptive
variation in growth rate: life history costs and
consequences in the speckled wood butterfly,
Pararge aegeria. Oecologia 99, 281–289. (doi:10.
1007/BF00627740)

40. van Bergen E, Osbaldeston D, Kodandaramaiah U,
Brattström O, Aduse-Poku K, Brakefield PM. 2017
Conserved patterns of integrated developmental
plasticity in a group of polyphenic tropical
butterflies. BMC Evol. Biol. 17, 59. (doi:10.1186/
s12862-017-0907-1)

41. Therneau TM, Lumley T. 2019 Survival: a package
for survival analysis in S. (2.44–1.1 ed).

42. Kassambara A, Kosinski M, Biecek P, Scheipl F. 2019
survminer: drawing survival curves using ‘ggplot2’.
(0.4.4 ed.)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05016.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.06.075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.06.075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2007.01283.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eva.12112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eva.12112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(00)01797-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(00)01797-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20122-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2017.11.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.2010.01018.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12898-017-0131-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12898-017-0131-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2019.02.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10682-020-10062-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10682-020-10062-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1007686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/pce.12961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1117004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03384-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2008.16740.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-102209-144712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-102209-144712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13587
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/177106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1461-0248.2000.00121.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1461-0248.2000.00121.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-009-0849-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2311.2003.00501.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2311.2003.00501.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2007.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2007.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.2007.00865.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00627740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00627740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-017-0907-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-017-0907-1


royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rspb
Proc.R.Soc.B

287:20202577

9
43. Fay MP, Shaw PA. 2010 Exact and asymptotic
weighted logrank tests for interval censored data:
the interval R package. J. Stat. Softw. 36, 1–34.
(doi:10.18637/jss.v036.i02)

44. Bates D, Mächler M, Bolker B, Walker S. 2015 Fitting
linear mixed-effects models using lme4. J. Stat.
Softw. 67, 1–48. (doi:10.18637/jss.v067.i01)

45. Lenth R, Singmann H, Love J, Buerkner P, Herve M.
2019 Emmeans: estimated marginal means, aka
least-squares means. (1.3.5.1 ed).

46. The R Core Team. 2019 R: a language and
environment for statistical computing. Vienna,
Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

47. Hazel JR. 1995 Thermal adaptation in biological
membranes: is homeoviscous adaptation the
explanation? Annu. Rev. Physiol. 57, 19–42.

48. Somero GN, Hochachka PW. 1971 Biochemical
adaptation to the environment. Am. Zool. 11,
159–167. (doi:10.1093/icb/11.1.159)

49. Shima JS, Swearer SE. 2009 Larval quality is shaped
by matrix effects: implications for connectivity in a
marine metapopulation. Ecology 90, 1255–1267.
(doi:10.1890/08-0029.1)

50. Przeslawski R, Webb AR. 2009 Natural variation in
larval size and developmental rate of the northern
quahog Mercenaria mercenaria and associated
effects on larval and juvenile fitness. J. Shellfish Res.
28, 505–510. (doi:10.2983/035.028.0312)

51. Kause S, Haukioja H. 1999 How to become large
quickly: quantitative genetics of growth and
foraging in a flush feeding lepidopteran larva.
J. Evol. Biol. 12, 471–482. (doi:10.1046/j.1420-
9101.1999.00045.x)

52. Woestmann L, Saastamoinen M. 2016 The
importance of trans-generational effects in
Lepidoptera. Cur. Zool. 62, 489–499. (doi:10.1093/
cz/zow029)

53. Saastamoinen M, Hirai N, van Nouhuys S. 2013
Direct and trans-generational responses to food
deprivation during development in the Glanville
fritillary butterfly. Oecologia 171, 93–104. (doi:10.
1007/s00442-012-2412-y)

54. Bennett NL, Severns PM, Parmesan C, Singer MC.
2015 Geographic mosaics of phenology, host
preference, adult size and microhabitat choice
predict butterfly resilience to climate warming.
Oikos 124, 41–53. (doi:10.1111/oik.01490)

55. Singer MC, Parmesan C. 2018 Lethal trap created by
adaptive evolutionary response to an exotic
resource. Nature 557, 238–241. (doi:10.1038/
s41586-018-0074-6)

56. van Bergen E, Dallas T, DiLeo MF, Kahilainen A,
Mattila A.LK, Luoto M, Saastamoinen M. 2020 The
effect of summer drought on the predictability of
local extinctions in a butterfly metapopulation.
Conserv. Biol. 34, 1503–1511. (doi:10.1111/cobi.
13515)

57. Boggs CL, Freeman KD. 2005 Larval food limitation
in butterflies: effects on adult resource allocation
and fitness. Oecologia 144, 353–361. (doi:10.1007/
s00442-005-0076-6)

58. Fischer K, Karl I. 2010 Exploring plastic and genetic
responses to temperature variation using copper
butterflies. Clim. Res. 43, 17–30. (doi:10.3354/
cr00892)

59. Karl I, Stoks R, de Block M, Janowitz SA, Fischer K.
2011 Temperature extremes and butterfly fitness:
conflicting evidence from life history and immune
function. Glob. Change Biol. 17, 676–687. (doi:10.
1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02277.x)

60. Krengel S, Stangl GI, Brandsch C, Freier B, Klose T,
Moll E, Kiowsi A. 2012 A comparative study on
effects of normal versus elevated temperatures
during preimaginal and young adult period on body
weight and fat body content of mature Coccinella
septempunctata and Harmonia axyridis (Coleoptera:
Coccinellidae). Environ. Entomol. 41, 676–687.
(doi:10.1603/EN11267)

61. Kooi RE, Bergshoeff C, Rossie W, Brakefield PM.
1997 Bicyclus anynana (Lepidoptera: Satyrinae):
comparison of fat content and egg-laying in relation
to dry and wet season temperatures. Proc. Exper.
Appl. Entomol. 8, 17–22.

62. Schulz T, Vanhatalo J, Saastamoinen M. 2020 Long-
term demographic surveys reveal a consistent
relationship between average occupancy and
abundance within local populations of a butterfly
metapopulation. Ecography 43, 306–317. (doi:10.
1111/ecog.04799)

63. Kahilainen A, van Nouhuys S, Schulz T, Saastamoinen
M. 2018 Metapopulation dynamics in a changing
climate: Increasing spatial synchrony in weather
conditions drives metapopulation synchrony of a
butterfly inhabiting a fragmented landscape. Glob.
Change Biol. 24, 4316–4329. (doi:10.1111/gcb.
14280)

64. Hanski I. 2011 Eco-evolutionary spatial dynamics in
the Glanville fritillary butterfly. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci.
USA 108, 14 397–14 404. (doi:10.1073/pnas.
1110020108)

65. Hanski I, Singer MC. 2001 Extinction-colonization
dynamics and host-plant choice in butterfly
metapopulations. Am. Nat. 158, 341–353. (doi:10.
1086/321985)

66. Nokelainen O, van Bergen E, Ripley B, Brakefield P.
2018 Adaptation of a tropical butterfly to a
temperate climate. Biol. J. Linnean Soc. 123,
279–289. (doi:10.1093/biolinnean/blx145)

67. Sgro CM, Terblanche JS, Hoffmann AA. 2016
What can plasticity contribute to insect responses
to climate change? Annu. Rev. Entomol. 61,
433–451. (doi:10.1146/annurev-ento-010715-
023859)

68. Williams SE, Shoo LP, Isaac JL, Hoffmann AA,
Langham G. 2008 Towards an integrated framework
for assessing the vulnerability of species to climate
change. PLoS Biol. 6, 2621–2626. (doi:10.1371/
journal.pbio.0060325)

69. Reed TE, Waples RS, Schindler DE, Hard JJ, Kinnison
MT. 2010 Phenotypic plasticity and population
viability: the importance of environmental
predictability. Proc. R. Soc. B 277, 3391–3400.
(doi:10.1098/rspb.2010.0771)

70. Fry JD. 1996 The evolution of host specialization:
are trade-offs overrated? Am. Nat. 148, S84-–S107.

71. Wiklund C, Friberg M. 2009 The evolutionary
ecology of generalization: among-year variation in
host plant use and offspring survival in a
butterfly. Ecology 90, 3406–3417. (doi:10.1890/
08-1138.1)

72. Suomi J, Wiedmer SK, Jussila M, Riekkola M.-L.
2002 Analysis of eleven iridoid glycosides by
micellar electrokinetic capillary chromatography
(MECC) and screening of plant samples by partial
filling (MECC)–electrospray ionisation mass
spectrometry. J. Chromatogr. A 970, 287–296.
(doi:10.1016/S0021-9673(02)00381-3)

73. Biere A, Marak HB, van Damme JMM. 2004 Plant
chemical defense against herbivores and pathogens:
generalized defense or trade-offs? Oecologia 140,
430–441. (doi:10.1007/s00442-004-1603-6)

74. Pankoke H, Dobler S. 2015 Low rates of iridoid
glycoside hydrolysis in two Longitarsus leaf beetles
with different feeding specialization confer
tolerance to iridoid glycoside containing host plants.
Physiol. Entomol. 40, 18–29. (doi:10.1111/phen.
12085)

75. Bowers MD. 1983 The role of iridoid glycosides in
host-plant specificity of checkerspot butterflies.
J. Chem. Ecol. 9, 475–493. (doi:10.1007/
BF00990220)

76. Bowers MD. 1984 Iridoid glycosides and host-plant
specificity in larvae of the buckeye butterfly,
Junonia coenia (Nymphalidae). J. Chem. Ecol. 10,
1567–1577. (doi:10.1007/BF00988425)

77. Orians CM, Schweiger R, Dukes JS, Scott ER, Müller
C. 2019 Combined impacts of prolonged drought
and warming on plant size and foliar chemistry.
Ann. Bot. 124, 41–52. (doi:10.1093/aob/mcz004)

78. Verspagen N, Ikonen S, Saastamoinen M, van
Bergen E. 2020 Data from: Multidimensional
plasticity in the Glanville fritillary butterfly: larval
performance is temperature, host and family
specific. Dryad Digital Repository. (doi:10.5061/
dryad.kwh70rz2m)

http://dx.doi.org/10.18637/jss.v036.i02
http://dx.doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icb/11.1.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/08-0029.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.2983/035.028.0312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1420-9101.1999.00045.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1420-9101.1999.00045.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cz/zow029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cz/zow029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2412-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2412-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/oik.01490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0074-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0074-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-005-0076-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-005-0076-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr00892
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/cr00892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02277.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02277.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1603/EN11267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ecog.04799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ecog.04799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1110020108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1110020108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blx145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-010715-023859
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-010715-023859
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0060325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0060325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.0771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/08-1138.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/08-1138.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(02)00381-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-004-1603-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/phen.12085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/phen.12085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00990220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00990220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00988425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcz004
http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kwh70rz2m
http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kwh70rz2m

	Multidimensional plasticity in the Glanville fritillary butterfly: larval performance is temperature, host and family specific
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study system
	Experimental design
	Life-history traits
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Pre-diapause survival and clutch mass
	Individual growth rates and allocation to fat reserves
	Family-specific responses to the host plant

	Discussion
	Data accessibility
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	Funding
	Acknowledgements
	References


