Table 1: land use patterns (CS), indicators describing the CS, surface. AC= arable crops, F= fallows, Ri= rivers,
W= woods, OG= olive groves, V= vineyards, Ro= roads, S= settlements, H= hedgerows, IT = isolated trees. ***
indicates p< 0.001.
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Figure 1: left (a), the land use map of the area (black = artificial areas and roads, yellow= arable crops, rose=
vineyards, light green = olive groves, dark green = woods and hedgerows; orange = fallows, black = settlements
and roads, blue = rivers and ponds; rivers, dots = isolated trees); right (b), the distribution of CS1 and CS2,
dashed fields represent overlaps between the two land use patterns SC1 and SC2.




