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Antifeedant activity  
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Fig S1. Leaf consumption by Epilachna paenulata (circles) on leaf disks treated with the 

corresponding solvent (Control, grey) and with the extract (orange). Consumption was 

different in all cases as a function of treatment, time and the interaction time*treatment 

(ANOVA, GLM, p < 0.05). 

 

 

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

15 30 45 60 75 90 105 120 135
C

o
n

su
m

p
ti

o
n

 

Time (min)

Control

Valparaiso EtOH extract

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

15 30 45 60 75 90 105 120 135

C
o

n
su

m
p

ti
o

n
 

Time (min)

Control

Valparaiso MeOH extract



 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

15 30 45 60 75 90 105 120

C
o

n
su

m
p

ti
o

n
 

Time (min)

Control

Curicó MeOH  extract

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

15 30 45 60 75 90 105 120

C
o

n
su

m
p

ti
o

n
 

Time (min)

Control

Curicó DCM  extract

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

15 30 45 60 75 90 105 120

C
o

n
su

m
p

ti
o

n
 

Time (min)

Control

Curicó EtOH  extract



 

 

 

Fig S2: Leaf consumption by Pseudaletia adultera (triangles) on leaf disks treated with the 

corresponding solvent (Control, grey) and with the extract (orange). Consumption was 

different in all cases as a function of treatment, time and the interaction time*treatment 

(ANOVA, GLM, p < 0.05).   
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