ESM FIGURE 1
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Daily mean mass (g) ± SE of control (grey circle, N = 8) and exposed (white triangle, N = 8) goslings from July 1st to July 22nd, 2014.


ESM FIGURE 2: 

GROUP COHESION DURING THE GROUP ISOLATION
[image: ../../../../../Desktop/Bildschirmfoto%202018-10-29%20um%2010.48.16.png]Goslings of both groups split into one to five subgroups over the course of the group isolation, with the exception of one outlier in the control group (7 subgroups in minute 8). When excluding this outlier the general pattern remained similar: the exposed group consisted of fewer subgroups at the start of the experiment, but split into more subgroups as time progressed, while the number of subgroups in the control group marginally decreased over the course of the group isolation (Fig. S1). This effect, however, was no longer significant (interaction condition*time, LRT: χ 2 = 2.99, df = 1, p = 0.084).
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Group cohesion of exposed (black diamonds) and control (white circle) goslings over the course of the group isolation, excluding one outlier. Group cohesion is expressed as number of subgroups, i.e. low values indicate high cohesion and vice versa. Points depict the raw values binned into 4-minute intervals, lines show the fitted model conditional on all other predictors being at their average (dotted: exposed goslings, N = 8; dashed: control goslings, N = 8).
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