Perennihirschioporus
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Figure S3. Maxent model of Perennihirschioporus a) The receiver operating curve, b) The response curves for the Precipitation of Wettest Quarter (Biol6), ¢) The response curves for the Isothermality (Bio3), d) The
response curves for the Precipitation of Driest Month (Bio14), e) Jackknife analysis of Perennihirschioporus



