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Figure S1. Correlations of the different predictor variables included in the models.



Table S1. Estimated parameters of the selected model for the Prays oleae infestation. Pr (<Iz|) shows the level of support
of these parameters.

Estimate Pr (<lzl)
Intercept -3.1380 <0.001
Surrounding olive groves (%) 0.0372 <0.001
C. carnea abundance 0.0246 <0.001

Interaction (Olive groves x C. carnea) -0.0007 <0.001




