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5- P=0.0828 Fig. S2. Volumes of sucrose consumed in control and
treatment capillaries during choice CAFE assays in adult

female Ae. aegypti (LVP strain). The compound (1 mM) used
in the treatment capillaries is indicated. As described in the
2- methods, the differences in volume consumed between the
. capillaries were used to calculate the antifeedant indices in Fig.
6A. Values are means = SEM; N= 10-24 independent replicates
0- of 5 mosquitoes each. Differences in volumes consumed

C 11 CFGL . . .
ontre between control and treatment capillaries were determined by
paired t-tests (P < 0.05).




