o
5

A) Aphididac B) Cicadellidae

e
5

& Control DControl

)

. BT harziamim
B T henziamm

=
4

Number ocfiusutts /leal

Number of insects / leaf

)

Dz P | - Mi [hi o

12 Jal 22 Jul 3 Aug 26 Aug 21 Sep 123l 223 3 Aug 26 Aug 85ep
Date Date
04 EE] A
038 C) Thripidac o s D) Pentatomidae
= 5
= 03 G Control = @Control
% 025 B T harziamm ‘; 5 BT, harziamom
& 02 T 2
o) . Gogs
So1s °
B 2
2o £
= 3
2,005 m z 03 ﬁ
o o
125l 27l 3Aug  26Aug  ESmp 125l 223l JAug  26Aug £S5
Date Date

Figure S1. Families of piercing-sucking insects. Mean values (+ standard errors)
of insect abundance in the families of the piercing-sucking group on tomato
leaves over time. At the family level, no significant differences in insect
abundance were observed between treatments
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Figure S2. Families of chewing insects. Mean values (+ standard errors) of
insect abundance in the families of the chewing group on tomato leaves over
time. At the family level, no significant differences in insect abundance were
observed between treatments.
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Figure S3. Families of natural enemies of insect. Mean values (+ standard
errors) of insect abundance in the families of natural enemies in tomato leaves
over time. At the family level, no significant differences in insect abundance
between treatments were observed



