Supplementary material

TableS1. Variables collected in survey used to describe the landscape references

Type Factor Levels
Dehesa / Montado _ Dehesa / Montado with pastures
Dehesa / Montado _ Traditional olive grove
Dehesa / Montado _ Mediterranean forest
Dehesa / Montado _ Rural Settlements 1109
(o)
Dehesa / Montado _ Water bodies
. . . (1 absolute preference of left
L. Dehesa / Montado with pastures _ Traditional olive grove . . . .
Pairwise ) . side picture over right-side
. Dehesa / Montado with pastures _ Mediterranean forest )
comparisons picture; 9 absolute preference

of six different
pictures

Dehesa / Montado with pastures _ Rural Settlements
Dehesa / Montado with pastures _ Water bodies
Traditional olive grove _ Mediterranean forest
Traditional olive grove _ Rural Settlements
Traditional olive grove _ Water bodies
Mediterranean forest _ Rural Settlements
Mediterranean forest _ Water bodies

Rural Settlements _ Water bodies

of right-side picture over left
side picture; 5 both pictures
have the same preference
level)

Level of
landscape
preference to

Dehesa / Montado

Dehesa / Montado with pastures
Traditional olive grove
Mediterranean forest

Single choice

t isti
Ol:,n,st_lc Rural Settlements
iviti

activities Water bodies

Gender Male / l.:emale
Socio- Age Numeric

. & Basic studies, Medium studies,
demographic Study level Graduated
radua

variable Place of residence

Job Rural area / Urban area

o)

Multiple responses

TableS2. Preference matrix for the evaluation criteria.

Rivers and Dehesa/mo
Rural Forest and Dehesa/ ntado with Trad. olive
Goal water .
. settlements scrubland montado stockbreedi  grove
bodies
ng

Rivers and water 0.11 0.50 0.14 0.13 0.20
bodies
Rural settlements  9.00 1 7.00 2.00 1.00 4.00
Forest and 2.00 0.14 1 0.20 0.17 0.33
scrubland
Dehesa/montado  7.00 0.50 5.00 1 1 2.00
Dehesa/montado 1.00 6.00 1.00 1.00 3.00
w/ stockbreeding
Trad. olive grove  5.00 0.25 3.00 0.50 0.33 1
Y 32.00 3.00 22.50 4.84 3.63 10.53




Table S3. Results of Chi-Square Contingency Table Analysis.

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Residence o o
« PREF 174 100.00% 0 0 174 100.00%
Sex x PREF 174 100.00% 0 0 174 100.00%
Age x 0 :
PREF 174 100.00% 0 0 174 100.00%
Education
al level x 174 100.00% 0 0 174 100.00%
PREF
Area of Residence x PREF
Landscape Preferences
Dehesa / Dehesa / . Forest Rural Rivers
Montado W/ Olive an
Montad ) and Settlement Total
stokbreendin Grove Water
0 Scrub S .
g Bodies
Count 16 12 6 19 25 10 88
100.00
Row % 18.20% 13.60% 6.80% 21.60% 28.40% 11.40% o
3 Rural == 100.00 0
g Os/mm 51.60%  80.00% o 6330% 3620% 43.50% 50.60%
.-c o (o]
é"j Total % 9.20% 6.90% 3.40% 10.90% 14.40% 5.70% 50.60%
5 Count 15 3 0 11 44 13 86
3 100.00
= Row % 17.40% 3.50% 0.00% 12.80% 51.20% 15.10% o
Urban Col 2
© ;/mm 4840%  20.00%  0.00% 36.70% 63.80% 56.50% 49.40%
Total % 8.60% 1.70% 0.00% 6.30% 25.30% 7.50% 49.40%
Count 31 15 6 30 69 23 174
100.00
- Row % 17,8% 8.60% 3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% o
kS
a Column % 100.00%  100.00% 103‘00 103'00 100.00% 103'00 103‘00
Total % 1.80% 8.60% 3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% 100.0v
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymptotic Sig. (2-tailed)
Pearson
19.17 .002
Chi-Square ? > 0.00
Likelihood 21.96 5 0.001
Ratio
Linear-by-
Linear 5,9 1 0.021
Associatio
n
N of Valid 174
Cases

Gender x PREF




Landscape Preferences

Dehesa / Dehesa / . Forest Rural Rivers
Montado W/ Olive
Montad . and Settlement Total
stokbreendin Grove Water
Scrub S .
g Bodies
Count 16 7 3 12 35 9 82
100.00
Row % 19.50% 8.50% 3.70% 14.60% 42.70% 11.00% o
Woman Col 2
s © :/mm 51.6 467 50 40 507 391 47.10%
s: o
quJ Total % 9.20% 4.00% 1.70% 6.90% 20.10% 5.20% 47,0%
g Count 1 8 3 18 34 14 9
Row % 16.30% 8.70% 3.30% 19.60% 37.00% 15.20% 100
M 1
an Co ;mn 48.40%  53.30%  50.00% 60.00% 49.30% 60.90% 52.00%
Total % 8.60% 4.60% 1.70% 10.30% 19.50% 8.00% 52.00%
Count 31 15 6 30 69 23 174
100.00
Row % 17,8% 8.60% 3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% 9
,C_‘G (o}
ks 100. 100. 100. 100.
i Column % 100,0% 10000% 10000 100005 o, 100-00 100.00
% % % %
Total % 17.80% 8.60% 3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% 10((;'00
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymptotic Sig. (2-tailed)
Pearson
1. 872
Chi-Square 83 > 08
Likelihood 1.84 5 0.871
Ratio
Linear-by-
Linear 0.23 1 0.631
Associatio
n
N of Valid 174
Cases
Age x PREF
Landscape Preferences
Dehesa / Dehesa / . Forest Rural Rivers
Montado W/ Olive an
Montad . and Settlement Total
stokbreendin Grove Water
0 Scrub .
g Bodies
1825 Count 9 1 0 0 2 1 13
Row % 69.20% 7.70% 0.00% 0.00% 15.40% 7.70% 103'00
Age COIJ/“““ 29.00%  6.70%  0.00% 0.00% 2.90% 4.30% 7.50%
Total % 5.20% 0.60% 0.00% 0.00% 1.10% 0.60% 7.50%
26-35 Count 5 2 1 1 13 5 27




100.00

Row % 1850%  740%  370% 3.70% 4810% 18.50%
COl;m“ 16.10%  13.30%  16.70% 3.30% 18.80% 21.70% 15.50%
Total % 290%  1.10%  0.60% 0.60% 7.50% 2.90% 15.50%
36-45 Count 5 3 1 10 12 10 41
100.00
Row % 1220%  7.30%  240% 2440% 29.30% 24.40%
COIJ/“““ 16.10%  20.00%  16.70% 33.30% 17.40%  43,5% 23.60%
Total % 2.90%  1.70%  0.60% 570% 690%  57% 23.60%
4655 Count 5 4 4 8 19 2 42
100.00
Row % 1190%  9.50%  950% 19.00% 4520% 480%
COlj/mm 16.10%  26.70%  66.70% 26.70% 27.50% 8.70% 24.10%
Total % 290%  230%  2.30% 4.60% 10.90% 1.10% 24.10%
56-65 Count 5 4 0 4 11 3 27
100.00
Row % 1850%  1480%  000% 1480% 40.70% 1110%
COlj/mm 16.10%  26.70%  0.00% 13.30% 15.90% 13.00% 15.50%
Total % 290%  230%  0.00% 230% 630% 1.70% 15.50%
65 Count 2 1 0 7 12 2 24
100.00
Row% 830%  420%  000% 2920% 5000% 830%
COI;/mm 650%  670%  0.00% 23.30% 17.40% 8.70% 13.80%
Total % 1.10%  0.60%  0.00% 4.00% 690% 1.10% 13.80%
Count 31 15 6 30 69 23 174
100.00
Row % 1780%  8.60%  3.40% 17.20% 3970% 1320%
TG (o}
2 Column%  100.00%  100.00% 10?/‘00 103'00 100.00% 103'00 10?/‘00
Total % 17.80%  8.60%  3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% 103‘00
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymptotic Sig. (2-tailed)
Pearson 51.37 25 0.001
Chi-Square
Likelihood 48.08 25 0.004
Ratio
Linear-by-
Linear 3.83 1 0.05
Associatio
n
N of Valid 174
Cases

Education level x PREF




Landscape Preferences

Dehesa / Dehesa / . Forest Rural Rivers
Montado W/ Olive
Montad . and Settlement Total
stokbreendin Grove Water
Scrub S .
g Bodies
Count 0 0 0 4 2 0 6
100.
Row % 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 66.70% 33.30% 0.00% 00.00
Elementar %
y school Column
o 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 13.30% 2.90% 0.00% 3.40%
Total % 0.00% 0.00% 0%  2,3% 1,1% ,0%  3,4%
= Count 6 8 3 9 10 0 36
>
z 100.00
-~ Row % 16.70% 22.20% 8.30% 25.00% 27.80% 0.00%
= Middle ow % V. % % V. % v/ %
.-g SChOOI COlumn o, 0, 0, o, 0, o, (o)
< o 19.40% 53.30%  50.00% 30.00% 14.50% 0.00% 20.70%
,-G (o}
- Total % 3.40% 4.60% 1.70% 5.20% 5.70% 0.00% 20.70%
Count 25 7 3 17 57 23 132
. o, 0, 0, o, 0, o, 0, 10000
High Row % 18.90% 5.30% 2.30% 12.90% 43.20% 17.40% o
school or Col 100.00 2
above ;/mm 80.60%  46.70%  50.00%5670% 82.60% , 75.90%
Total % 14.40% 4.00% 1.70% 9.80% 32.80% 13.20% 75.90%
Count 31 15 6 30 69 23 174
100.00
Row % 17.80% 8.60% 3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% o
'(_‘3 o
° 100.00 100. 100.00 100.
S Column % 100.00%  100.00% 00.00° 100.00 100.00% 0000 100.00
% % % %
100.00
Total % 17.80% 8.60% 3.40% 17.20% 39.70% 13.20% o
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymptotic Sig. (2-tailed)
Pearson
4, 1
Chi-Square 34.63 0 0
L1ke11}.100d 35.59 10 0
Ratio
Linear-by-
Linear 2.68 1 0.101
Associatio
n
N of Valid 174

Cases




Zebreira
-
Sequ

Ladoeiro

g P
icastsla Branco
i /
. Monforte da Beira
Yy, S Rosmaninhal
"« Lentiscais <
./ Malpica do Tejo |
LA

I seTTLEMENTS

Salvaterra do Extremo ™% | &
s

7

| TINR Gy TINR
BIOSPHERE REVERV Saloring o) BIOSPHERE REVERVE :
UNESCO 0 5.10 UNESCO 1Q\
MUNICIPALITIES m

I FOREST ANB .
SCRUB

1° F - Rural settlements

MUNICIPALITIES

DEHESA /
MONTADO

TINR

BIOSPHERE REVERVI
UNESCO
MUNICIPALITIES

OLIVE GROVE =

[ TINR
BIGSPHERE REVERV!
UNESCO
MUNICIPALITIES

32 C - Olive Grove

RIVERS AND
WATER BODIES

T JTINR
BIOSPHERE REVERVI
UNESCO
MUNICIPALITIES

52 E - Rivers and water bodies

Favorite landscape (pairwise comparison
photo methodology)

Figure S1. Landscape preferences by pairwise comparison and AHP
methodology.
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Figure S2. Ranking of landscape preferences evaluated without photo.
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Figure S3. Ranking of landscape that conveys positive feelings.



