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Figure S1. Principal Component Analysis bi-plot representing different scales and gradients: surfaces of each land use/land cover type (in ha) measured in 100 m buffer and showing land uses surfaces in 1000 m as supplementary cases (subfigure A: PC1 and PC2;  subfigure B: PC2 and PC3); surfaces of each land use type (in ha) measured in 1000 m ring (subfigure C: PC1 and PC2; subfigure D: PC2 and PC3); and distance to shelter or stressful elements (subfigure E: PC1 and PC2; subfigure F: PC2 and PC3).
