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Supplementary Materials

Fig. S1: Imaging setup used for the springail number quantification using a Canon EOS Rebel T7
camera equipped with an EF-S 18-55 lens mounted on a tripod.




Fig. S2: Two-way Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) olfactometer with central pipe (A), side pipe (B), and
elbow piece (C).

Fig. S3: Cloth mesh pouches filled with sterilized potting mix and springtails.




Fig. S4: Mean (£SE) number of springtails in control and brown mustard seed meal (BMSM)-
treated pots using untransformed data across all time points (1 to 40). The main graph presents the
complete time course, while the inset highlights days 1 to 19 to emphasize initial treatment effects.
Asterisks indicate significant differences (p<0.05) between treatments at each time point.
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