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Supplementary Table 1. Results of Tukey’s post hoc tests performed to assess differences between the different treatments on total movement (A), time spent in clockwise orientation (acting as predator) (B) and time spent in anticlockwise orientation (acting as prey) of Pyrenean newts. In bold we show the significant relationships.

	A) Total movement
	
	
	
	

	
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	P

	Unknown cues (lemon) - Control
	-1.17
	4.60
	-0.25
	0.99

	Prey cues - Control
	-3.28
	4.60
	-0.71
	0.89

	Predator Cues - Control
	-30.93
	4.62
	-6.70
	< 0.001

	Prey cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-2.12
	4.59
	-0.46
	0.97

	Predator cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-29.77
	4.61
	-6.46
	< 0.001

	Predator cues - Prey cues
	-27.65
	4.61
	-6.00
	< 0.001

	B) Clockwise time
	
	
	
	

	
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	P

	Unknown cues (lemon) - Control
	0.09
	0.30
	0.30
	0.99

	Prey cues - Control
	0.22
	0.30
	0.75
	0.88

	Predator Cues - Control
	-1.02
	0.29
	-3.46
	0.00

	Prey cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	0.13
	0.30
	0.45
	0.97

	Predator cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-1.11
	0.29
	-3.75
	< 0.001

	Predator cues - Prey cues
	-1.24
	0.30
	-4.18
	< 0.001 

	C) Anticlockwise time
	
	
	
	

	
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	P

	Unknown cues (lemon) - Control
	0.18
	0.22
	0.83
	0.84

	Prey cues - Control
	0.39
	0.22
	1.78
	0.28

	Predator Cues - Control
	-0.12
	0.22
	-0.52
	0.95

	Prey cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	0.21
	0.22
	0.96
	0.77

	Predator cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-0.30
	0.22
	-1.35
	0.53

	Predator cues - Prey cues
	-0.51
	0.22
	-2.30
	0.10






Supplementary Table 2. Results of Tukey’s post hoc tests performed to assess differences between the different treatments on total movement (A), time spent in clockwise orientation (acting as predator) (B) and time spent in anticlockwise orientation (acting as prey) of olms. In bold we show the significant relationships.
	A) Total movement
	
	
	
	

	
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	P

	Unknown cues (lemon) - Control
	12.01
	6.72
	1.79
	0.28

	Prey cues - Control
	0.11
	6.30
	0.02
	1.00

	Predator Cues - Control
	-7.67
	6.21
	-1.23
	0.60

	Prey cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-11.90
	6.47
	-1.84
	0.26

	Predator cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-19.68
	6.39
	-3.08
	0.01

	Predator cues - Prey cues
	-7.78
	5.98
	-1.30
	0.56

	B) Clockwise time
	
	
	
	

	
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	P

	Unknown cues (lemon) - Control
	0.68
	0.86
	0.78
	0.86

	Prey cues - Control
	1.28
	0.80
	1.60
	0.38

	Predator Cues - Control
	-0.70
	0.80
	-0.87
	0.82

	Prey cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	0.61
	0.82
	0.74
	0.88

	Predator cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	-1.37
	0.80
	-1.71
	0.32

	Predator cues - Prey cues
	-1.98
	0.78
	-2.54
	0.05

	C) Anticlockwise time
	
	
	
	

	
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	P

	Unknown cues (lemon) - Control
	-1.24
	0.63
	-1.98
	0.20

	Prey cues - Control
	-0.64
	0.59
	-1.09
	0.70

	Predator Cues - Control
	-0.89
	0.58
	-1.53
	0.42

	Prey cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	0.60
	0.60
	1.01
	0.75

	Predator cues - Unknown cues (lemon)
	0.35
	0.59
	0.60
	0.93

	Predator cues - Prey cues
	-0.25
	0.57
	-0.44
	0.97




