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We categorized the different agricultural systems under different sustainability-related approaches. Environmental categorization was defined by the six environmental reviewed in section 2. While social and economic variables were chosen as the most critical ones under the authors' criteria. 
Each agricultural system was categorized under these three sustainability pillars. The corresponding author performed categorization through subjective qualitative analysis in the first instance. Then, categorization was reviewed and discussed by the remaining authors. Categorization considered each agricultural system's approaches rather than their current participation. Categories were set up through research synthesis, reviews, meta-analyses, and our judgment as environmental agriculture researchers. However, cases of these agriculture systems can widely vary as they entail different practices in different agricultural zones.
Categories are as follow: nd= not defined; red squares = very negative; orange = negative; yellow = neutral; light green = positive; green = very positive. According to the categorization, each agricultural system's sustainability was estimated based on ordinal scaling of the categories (very negative=1; negative=2; neutral=3; positive=4; very positive=5). Then, the attributes of Table 1 were weighted by the three sustainability dimensions (environmental, social, and economic) to get a sustainability index (SI) according to the following equation.
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	Agricultural system
	Sustainability attributes 
	
	Sustainability dimensions average
	
	SI

	
	SE
	BL
	EC
	NI
	WCA
	CC
	Fsec
	FS
	Y
	P
	
	Environment
	Social
	Economic
	
	

	Agroecological practices
	5
	4
	5
	5
	4
	5
	5
	4
	3
	2
	
	4.67
	4.5
	2.5
	
	3.89

	Ecological intensification
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	
	4.67
	3.5
	4.0
	
	4.06

	Integrated agriculture
	3
	3
	2
	1
	3
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4
	
	2.50
	3.5
	4.0
	
	3.33

	Intensive agriculture
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	2
	5
	3
	
	1.00
	2.5
	4.0
	
	2.50

	Organic agriculture
	3
	3
	4
	1
	4
	4
	3
	4
	3
	5
	
	3.17
	3.5
	4.0
	
	3.56

	Precision agriculture
	3
	1
	4
	4
	5
	3
	4
	3
	5
	4
	
	3.33
	3.5
	4.5
	
	3.78

	Agricultural biotechnology
	1
	1
	2
	2
	3
	1
	1
	2
	5
	3
	
	1.67
	1.5
	4.0
	
	2.39


SE = soil erosion; BL = biodiversity loss; EC = environmental contamination; ND = nutrient imbalance; WCA = water cycle alteration; CC = climate change; FW = farmer welfare; FS = food safety; Fsec = food security; Y = yield; P = economic profitability.
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Sampling
We conducted an online survey (using Google Forms) among adults over 18 to understand consumers' environmental concerns and preferences for environmentally friendly food. The relevant fieldwork was conducted between 28 October and 9 November 2021. We used chain sampling on social networks (Facebook and Instagram) and WhatsApp groups such as neighborhood councils, work, and friendships. 
Measures
We designed a survey with three main sections: (i) demographic questions to gather information on the socioeconomic of the respondents, (ii) free elicitation of word association, and (iii) closed-ended questions.
[bookmark: _Hlk106965785]To evaluate users' unbiased ideas and notions about environmental problems caused by agriculture and the attributes of environmentally friendly food, we first asked them to mention the first two concepts or words related to these two topics. Then, we coded the responses into major categories. Results were presented as a word cloud to highlight the most repeated concepts.
We presented four market problems to assess users' perception of the most critical problem for buying environmentally friendly foods. We asked them to rank them, giving the fourth-ranked to the most critical element and the first position to the least relevant. The features were "Hard to identify or not readily available," "Few product varieties," "Too expensive," and "Distrust of labeling." 
