Table 1 Behavioural responses of prey tadpoles (small sized H. tigerinus; Gosner stage 27-28) to a various chemical cues (i.e., kairomones or conspecific/ heterospecific dietary cues) of predator (large sized H. tigerinus; Gosner stages 37-38). Data are presented as mean ± SE and analysed by paired-samples t-test (N = 20 trials per treatment).
__________________________________________________________________________________
Treatment	Maximum		Frequency of		Time spent	Distance   	
		swimming speed		swimming spurts		swimming (s)	travelled (cm) 
		(Vmax; cm/s)
__________________________________________________________________________________________
a. control 
Chemical blank	42.80 ± 0.52		122.00 ± 1.96		118.78 ± 2.00	802.77 ± 10.91
solution
Chemical blank	42.59 ± 0.53		118.95 ± 2.19		116.72 ± 2.19	803.97 ± 11.47
solution 
t values		t19 = 0.277,		t19 = 1.216,		t19 = 0.843,	t19 = -0.083,
P values 	P = 0.785		P = 0.239		P = 0.480	P = 0.935
__________________________________________________________________________________
b. Control vs kairomones of predator
Chemical blank	42.25 ± 0.45		114.65 ± 2.43		112.19 ± 2.93	793.90 ± 12.12
solution
Stimulus solution	41.92 ± 0.36		118.40 ± 1.85		115.90 ± 1.97	804.48 ± 6.52

t values		t19 = -0.585,		t19 = -1.350,		t19 = -1.323,	t19 = -0.764,
P values	P = 0.586		P = 0.193		P = 0.202	P = 0.454
__________________________________________________________________________________
c. Control vs dietary cues of predator fed with heterospecific tadpoles (S. breviceps)
Chemical blank	42.24 ± 0.56		119.85 ± 1.93		117.99 ± 1.94	785.58 ± 11.69
solution
Stimulus solution	41.96 ± 0.57		120.75 ± 1.75		118.49 ± 1.87	804.54 ± 8.61

t values		t19 = 0.315,		t19 = -0.330,		t19 = -0.179,	t19 = -1.315,
P values		P = 0.756		P = 0.745		P = 0.860	P = 0.204
__________________________________________________________________________________________
d. Control vs dietary cues of predator fed with conspecifics (own species)
Chemical blank	41.76 ± 0.42		120.05 ± 2.08		117.90 ± 2.02	802.78 ± 8.95
solution
Stimulus solution	61.02 ± 0.55		34.45 ± 1.12		32.45 ± 1.15	256.96 ± 4.91

t values		t19 = -34.598,		t19 = 37.046,		t19 = -0.179,	t19 = 51.432,
P values		P = 0.000		P = 0.000		P = 0.000	P = 0.000
__________________________________________________________________________________________












Table 2 Behavioural responses of prey tadpoles (small sized H. tigerinus; Gosner stage 27-28) to chemical blank solution (aged tap water) or various stimulus solutions (i.e., kairomones or dietary cues of heterospecifics/ conspecifics) of a predator (large sized H. tigerinus; Gosner stages 37-38). Data are represented as mean ± SE and analysed by one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey’s HSD post-hoc test (N = 20 trials were conducted for each treatment). Dissimilar alphabets indicates significant difference
__________________________________________________________________________________________
Treatment	Maximum		Frequency of		Time spent	Distance   	
		swimming speed		swimming spurts		swimming (s)	travelled (cm) 
		(Vmax; cm/s)
__________________________________________________________________________________________
Control (Pooled)	42.26 ± 0.24a		119.13 ± 1.08a		116.71 ± 1.07a	796.28 ± 5.44a
Chemical blank	42.59 ± 0.53a		118.95 ± 2.19a		116.72 ± 2.19a	803.97 ± 11.47a
Kairomones	41.92 ± 0.36a		118.40 ± 1.85a		115.90 ± 1.97a	804.48 ± 6.52a
Dietary cues	41.96 ± 0.57a		120.75 ± 1.75a		118.49 ± 1.87a	804.54 ± 8.61a
(heterospecifics)
Dietary cues	61.02 ± 0.55b		34.45 ± 1.12b		32.45 ± 1.15b	256.96 ± 4.91b	
(conspecifics)	
F values		F4, 155 = 305.921,		F4, 155 = 400.100,		F4, 155 = 387.009,	F4, 155 = 686.162,
P values		P = 0.000		P = 0.000		P = 0.000	P = 0.000
__________________________________________________________________________________________
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