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Table S1. Studies reporting color band effects on a range of traits, categorized as to whether the expected main effect was found or not

	Category
	Trait
	Main effect
	Interactions
	Population
	Reference

	fitness
	fitness 
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [1]

	fitness
	fitness 
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [2]

	fitness
	fitness: within-pair success
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [3]

	survival
	survival
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [4]

	survival
	survival
	no
	
	Wild
	Zann [5]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Irvine
	Burley [6]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [7]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Wild
	Burley [8]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Irvine
	Burley [9]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [10]

	preference
	EPCs
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [11]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Irvine
	Burley [12]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	yes
	
	Bristol
	Hunt [13]

	preference
	choice chamber preference
	no
	
	Oxford
	Jennions [14]

	maternal
	sex ratio 
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [1]

	maternal
	sex ratio 
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [15]

	maternal
	parental care 
	yes
	
	Illinois
	Burley [16]

	maternal
	yolk testosterone 
	yes
	
	StAndrews
	Gil [17]

	maternal
	offspring traits 
	no (a)
	yes
	StAndrews
	Gilbert [18]

	maternal
	parental care 
	no
	yes
	Glasgow
	Gorman [19]

	maternal
	female egg production 
	no
	yes
	StAndrews
	Rutstein [20]

	maternal
	sex ratio 
	no
	
	StAndrews
	Rutstein [20]

	maternal
	yolk testosterone 
	no
	
	StAndrews
	Rutstein [20]

	maternal
	sex ratio 
	no (b)
	
	StAndrews
	Rutstein [21]

	maternal

maternal

maternal
	yolk carotenoids 

daughter fecundity

son attractiveness
	no

yes

no
	yes 
	StAndrews

StAndrews

StAndrews
	Williamson [22]

Gilbert [23]

Gilbert [23]

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	maternal
	female egg production 
	yes
	
	Wild
	Zann [5]

	maternal
	sex ratio 
	no
	
	LaTrobe
	Zann [24]

	male trait
	dominance
	yes
	
	Bristol
	Cuthill [25]

	male trait
	fat gain
	yes
	
	Bristol
	Cuthill [25]

	male trait
	mass changes
	yes
	
	Bristol
	Cuthill [25]

	male trait
	song rate
	no
	yes
	Wild
	Gleeson [26]

	male trait
	beak color
	no
	yes
	Wild
	Gleeson [26]

	male trait
	immunity
	no
	yes
	Wild
	Gleeson [26]

	male trait
	courtship rate
	yes
	
	Wild
	Pariser [27]

	male trait
	mass
	no (c)
	
	Wild
	Pariser [27]

	male trait
	dominance
	no
	
	Queen's
	Ratcliffe [28]

	male trait
	dominance
	no
	
	Exeter
	Schuett [29]

	male trait
	fat
	no
	
	Exeter
	Schuett [29]

	male trait
	mass
	no
	
	Exeter
	Schuett [29]

	male trait
	mass
	no
	
	Wild
	Zann [5]

	other
	social learning
	yes
	
	StAndrews
	Benskin [30]

	other
	tutor choice
	no
	
	StAndrews
	Pearson [31]

	other
	male attention to female
	yes
	
	Glasgow
	Royle [32]


(a) Except offspring begging behavior

(b) Effect against the predicted direction

(c) Effect non-significant if tested with ANOVA
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