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Tables S1: Model summaries of how different scents of mammalian predators and experimental trial timing affected the number of visits and the duration of visits to bird baths by seven species of honeyeaters of different sizes. Mammal scent (rat, cat, possum or koala), bird size (small or large) and trial time (morning or afternoon) were included as factors in the models.

Number of visits
--------------
Model summary:
--------------

 Family: gaussian 
  Links: mu = identity; sigma = identity 
Formula: VisitsDiff ~ Scent + smallLarge + Time + (1 | Site/Commonname) 
   Data: data (Number of observations: 110) 
  Draws: 4 chains, each with iter = 2000; warmup = 1000; thin = 1;
         total post-warmup draws = 4000

Multilevel Hyperparameters:
~Site (Number of levels: 4) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)     2.52      2.37     0.10     8.68 1.00     2722     2496

~Site:Commonname (Number of levels: 17) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)     1.90      1.46     0.08     5.54 1.00     3199     2357

Regression Coefficients:
                Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
Intercept           8.92      4.68    -0.46    18.24 1.00     4628     2942
ScentRAT           -7.05      6.08   -19.01     5.04 1.00     4874     3030
ScentCAT           -6.38      5.40   -16.81     4.20 1.00     4891     3191
ScentPOSSUM       -13.23      5.40   -23.75    -2.84 1.00     5295     3123
smallLargelarge     0.85      4.28    -7.59     9.28 1.00     6746     2954
TimeMORN           -5.42      3.91   -13.11     2.31 1.00     6581     2764

Further Distributional Parameters:
      Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sigma    20.80      1.45    18.25    23.81 1.00     6016     2576

Draws were sampled using sampling(NUTS). For each parameter, Bulk_ESS
and Tail_ESS are effective sample size measures, and Rhat is the potential
scale reduction factor on split chains (at convergence, Rhat = 1).

Rope:
-----
# Proportion of samples inside the ROPE [-2.10, 2.10]:

Parameter       | inside ROPE
-----------------------------
Intercept       |      4.61 %
ScentRAT        |     14.55 %
ScentCAT        |     15.82 %
ScentPOSSUM     |      0.00 %
smallLargelarge |     40.53 %
TimeMORN        |     17.89 %

~~ % Inside ROPE Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence the effect is practically zero.
50–95%	Suggests the effect is possibly negligible, but not conclusive.
< 50%	Indicates the effect is likely meaningful (not negligible).

-------------------------
Probability of Direction:
-------------------------

Parameter       |     pd
------------------------
(Intercept)     | 96.83%
ScentRAT        | 88.38%
ScentCAT        | 87.92%
ScentPOSSUM     | 99.35%
smallLargelarge | 58.90%
TimeMORN        | 92.22%

~~ PD Range Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence for a directional effect.
90–95%	Moderate evidence.
80–90%	Weak-to-moderate evidence.
< 80%	Low confidence in direction—effect may be negligible or uncertain.

------------------------------
Bayesian version of R-squared:
------------------------------
    Estimate  Est.Error       Q2.5     Q97.5
R2 0.1159765 0.04442493 0.04012436 0.2097613

Duration of visits to baths
--------------
Model summary:
--------------

 Family: gaussian 
  Links: mu = identity; sigma = identity 
Formula: TotaldurationDiff ~ Scent + smallLarge + Time + (1 | Site/Commonname) 
   Data: data (Number of observations: 110) 
  Draws: 4 chains, each with iter = 2000; warmup = 1000; thin = 1;
         total post-warmup draws = 4000

Multilevel Hyperparameters:
~Site (Number of levels: 4) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)    93.31     91.10     2.85   330.11 1.00     1809     1524

~Site:Commonname (Number of levels: 17) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)    57.27     47.16     1.54   170.38 1.00     2488     1649

Regression Coefficients:
                Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
Intercept         180.69    141.06   -92.86   462.34 1.00     3551     2949
ScentRAT          -89.50    166.71  -411.48   252.24 1.00     4102     2862
ScentCAT          -51.48    145.70  -342.37   228.61 1.00     3551     3078
ScentPOSSUM      -204.13    146.13  -492.87    86.98 1.00     3816     2987
smallLargelarge   -25.90    119.96  -259.78   211.43 1.00     5421     2674
TimeMORN          -89.17    109.79  -308.65   130.75 1.00     5981     2115

Further Distributional Parameters:
      Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sigma   578.24     40.83   504.63   665.77 1.00     5043     2567

Draws were sampled using sampling(NUTS). For each parameter, Bulk_ESS
and Tail_ESS are effective sample size measures, and Rhat is the potential
scale reduction factor on split chains (at convergence, Rhat = 1).

Rope:
-----
# Proportion of samples inside the ROPE [-56.72, 56.72]:

Parameter       | inside ROPE
-----------------------------
Intercept       |     14.97 %
ScentRAT        |     22.84 %
ScentCAT        |     30.50 %
ScentPOSSUM     |     11.66 %
smallLargelarge |     36.47 %
TimeMORN        |     31.39 %

~~ % Inside ROPE Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence the effect is practically zero.
50–95%	Suggests the effect is possibly negligible, but not conclusive.
< 50%	Indicates the effect is likely meaningful (not negligible).

-------------------------
Probability of Direction

Parameter       |     pd
------------------------
(Intercept)     | 90.40%
ScentRAT        | 70.88%
ScentCAT        | 63.85%
ScentPOSSUM     | 92.03%
smallLargelarge | 58.63%
TimeMORN        | 79.20%

~~ PD Range Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence for a directional effect.
90–95%	Moderate evidence.
80–90%	Weak-to-moderate evidence.
< 80%	Low confidence in direction—effect may be negligible or uncertain.

------------------------------
Bayesian version of R-squared:
------------------------------
     Estimate  Est.Error       Q2.5     Q97.5
R2 0.08211496 0.03559795 0.02430053 0.1620409


Tables S2: Model summaries of how different scents of mammalian predators and experimental trial timing affected the drinking and bathing behaviour at bird baths by seven species of honeyeaters of different sizes. Mammal scent (rat, cat, possum or koala), bird size (small or large) and trial time (morning or afternoon) were included as factors in the models.


Drinking behaviour

--------------
Model summary:
--------------

 Family: gaussian 
  Links: mu = identity; sigma = identity 
Formula: DrinkingDiff ~ Scent + smallLarge + Time + (1 | Site/Commonname) 
   Data: data (Number of observations: 84) 
  Draws: 4 chains, each with iter = 2000; warmup = 1000; thin = 1;
         total post-warmup draws = 4000

Multilevel Hyperparameters:
~Site (Number of levels: 4) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)     2.87      2.65     0.09     9.80 1.00     1701     2126

~Site:Commonname (Number of levels: 16) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)     1.88      1.50     0.07     5.82 1.00     2531     1851

Regression Coefficients:
                Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
Intercept           8.13      4.35    -0.34    16.68 1.00     3542     2819
ScentRAT           -6.85      5.75   -17.93     4.47 1.00     4513     3266
ScentCAT           -3.45      4.66   -12.75     5.71 1.00     4027     2910
ScentPOSSUM        -7.00      4.47   -15.81     1.91 1.00     4567     3034
smallLargelarge    -0.77      3.94    -8.44     7.04 1.00     4719     3013
TimeMORN           -5.86      3.50   -12.83     1.04 1.00     6341     2926

Further Distributional Parameters:
      Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sigma    15.65      1.24    13.47    18.31 1.00     5784     2892

Draws were sampled using sampling(NUTS). For each parameter, Bulk_ESS
and Tail_ESS are effective sample size measures, and Rhat is the potential
scale reduction factor on split chains (at convergence, Rhat = 1).

Rope:
-----
# Proportion of samples inside the ROPE [-1.57, 1.57]:

Parameter       | inside ROPE
-----------------------------
Intercept       |      4.26 %
ScentRAT        |     10.92 %
ScentCAT        |     20.82 %
ScentPOSSUM     |      8.39 %
smallLargelarge |     31.50 %
TimeMORN        |      8.87 %

~~ % Inside ROPE Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence the effect is practically zero.
50–95%	Suggests the effect is possibly negligible, but not conclusive.
< 50%	Indicates the effect is likely meaningful (not negligible).

-------------------------
Probability of Direction

Parameter       |     pd
------------------------
(Intercept)     | 96.97%
ScentRAT        | 88.28%
ScentCAT        | 77.95%
ScentPOSSUM     | 94.25%
smallLargelarge | 57.55%
TimeMORN        | 94.75%

~~ PD Range Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence for a directional effect.
90–95%	Moderate evidence.
80–90%	Weak-to-moderate evidence.
< 80%	Low confidence in direction—effect may be negligible or uncertain.

------------------------------
Bayesian version of R-squared:
------------------------------
    Estimate  Est.Error       Q2.5     Q97.5
R2 0.1336624 0.05156564 0.04388273 0.2458469

Washing behaviour
--------------
Model summary:
--------------

 Family: gaussian 
  Links: mu = identity; sigma = identity 
Formula: WashingDiff ~ Scent + smallLarge + Time + (1 | Site/Commonname) 
   Data: data (Number of observations: 84) 
  Draws: 4 chains, each with iter = 2000; warmup = 1000; thin = 1;
         total post-warmup draws = 4000

Multilevel Hyperparameters:
~Site (Number of levels: 4) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)     1.03      0.89     0.03     3.34 1.00     2494     2008

~Site:Commonname (Number of levels: 16) 
              Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sd(Intercept)     0.70      0.56     0.03     2.11 1.00     3049     2016

Regression Coefficients:
                Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
Intercept           0.19      1.76    -3.23     3.68 1.00     4101     2623
ScentRAT           -1.22      2.41    -5.84     3.48 1.00     4497     3381
ScentCAT           -2.67      1.93    -6.46     0.98 1.00     4075     3093
ScentPOSSUM        -3.58      1.88    -7.24     0.01 1.00     3857     3036
smallLargelarge     1.18      1.64    -2.04     4.43 1.00     5061     3245
TimeMORN            1.11      1.47    -1.86     3.97 1.00     6997     2970

Further Distributional Parameters:
      Estimate Est.Error l-95% CI u-95% CI Rhat Bulk_ESS Tail_ESS
sigma     6.59      0.52     5.67     7.75 1.00     5939     2931

Draws were sampled using sampling(NUTS). For each parameter, Bulk_ESS
and Tail_ESS are effective sample size measures, and Rhat is the potential
scale reduction factor on split chains (at convergence, Rhat = 1).

Rope:
-----
# Proportion of samples inside the ROPE [-0.66, 0.66]:

Parameter       | inside ROPE
-----------------------------
Intercept       |     31.08 %
ScentRAT        |     20.29 %
ScentCAT        |     11.92 %
ScentPOSSUM     |      3.45 %
smallLargelarge |     26.24 %
TimeMORN        |     27.58 %

~~ % Inside ROPE Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence the effect is practically zero.
50–95%	Suggests the effect is possibly negligible, but not conclusive.
< 50%	Indicates the effect is likely meaningful (not negli
-------------------------
Probability of Direction

Parameter       |     pd
------------------------
(Intercept)     | 54.20%
ScentRAT        | 69.85%
ScentCAT        | 91.70%
ScentPOSSUM     | 97.45%
smallLargelarge | 76.38%
TimeMORN        | 77.25%

~~ PD Range Interpretation ~~
> 95%	Strong evidence for a directional effect.
90–95%	Moderate evidence.
80–90%	Weak-to-moderate evidence.
< 80%	Low confidence in direction—effect may be negligible or uncertain.

------------------------------
Bayesian version of R-squared:
------------------------------
    Estimate  Est.Error       Q2.5     Q97.5
R2 0.1276251 0.05090233 0.03989403 0.2357172


