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Figure S1. Zoomed-in spatial supply chain for grain farming in Iowa. The highest used of grain (corn)

is in manufacturing (other basic organic chemical), which is high fructose corn syrup or artificial
sweetener.
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Supply chain of grain farming to other basic organic chemical manufacturing
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Supply chain of grain farming to flour milling and malt manufacturing
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Figure S2. Spatial supply chain for Grain farming to the top two recipients of the transaction.
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Figure S3. Spatial supply chain for Motor vehicle manufacturing to the top two recipients of the

transaction.
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Figure S4. Spatial supply chain for Data processing to the top two recipients of the transaction.
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Figure S5. Production and supply chain for vegetable and melon farming.
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Figure S6. Production and supply chain for beef cattle ranching and farming.
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Figure S7. Zoomed-in spatial supply chain for beef cattle in Iowa.

Supply chain of beef cattle to animal slaughtering
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Figure S8. Zoomed-in spatial supply chain for animal slaughtering

Supply chain of animal slaughtering to animal slaughtering
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