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[bookmark: _Hlk179241024]Table S1. Principles of integrated landscape approaches according to Sayer et al. (2013)
	Integrated Landscape Approaches

	Principles
	Description

	[bookmark: _Hlk152981618]Principle 1. Continual learning and adaptive management 

	“(...)changes in landscape attributes must inform decision-making. Learning from outcomes can improve management.” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 2. Common concern entry point

	“Each stakeholder will only join the process
if they judge it to be in their interest. (...)The process will build the confidence and the trust needed to address further issues.” The process will build the confidence and the trust needed to address
further issues” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 3. Multiple scales

	“An awareness of these higher and lower level processes can improve local interventions, inform higher-level policy and governance, and help coordinate administrative entities” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 4. Multifunctionality

	“Landscapes and their components have multiple uses and purposes, each of which is valued in different ways by different stakeholders” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 5. Multiple stakeholders
	“Multiple stakeholders frame and express objectives in different ways” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 6. Negotiated and transparent change logic

	“All stakeholders need to understand and accept the general logic, legitimacy, and justification for a course of action, and to be aware of the risks and uncertainties” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 7. Clarification of rights and responsibilities

	“The rights and responsibilities of different
actors need to be clear to, and accepted by, all stakeholders.” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8351)

	Principle 8. Participatory and user-friendly monitoring

	“When stakeholders have agreed on desirable actions and outcomes, they will share an interest in assessing progress.” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8352)

	Principle 9. Resilience
	“Actions need to be promoted that address threats and that allow recovery after perturbation through improving capacity to resist and respond” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8352)

	Principle 10. Strengthened stakeholder capacity
	“People require the ability to participate effectively and to accept various roles and responsibilities. Such participation pre-supposes certain skills and abilities (social, cultural, financial)” (Sayer et al. 2013, p. 8352)


Source: Sayer et al., 2013.
Table S2. Explanation of codes used for the research participants
	Participant
	General code
	Village
	Final Code

	Participant 1
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu1

	Participant 2
	LK
	Si
	LKSi2

	Participant 3
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu3

	Participant 4
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu4

	Participant 5
	LK
	Mt
	LKMu5

	Participant 6
	LK
	Si
	LKSi6

	Participant 7
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu7

	Participant 8
	LK
	Si
	LKSi8

	Participant 9
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu9

	Participant 10
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu10

	Participant 11
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu11

	Participant 12
	LK
	Si
	LKSi12

	Participant 13
	LK
	Si
	LKSi13

	Participant 14
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt14

	Participant 15
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt15

	Participant 16
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt16

	Participant 17
	LK
	Si
	LKSi17

	Participant 18
	LK
	Mt
	LKSi18

	Participant 19
	LK
	Si
	LKSi19

	Participant 20
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt20

	Participant 21
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt21

	Participant 22
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt22

	Participant 23
	LK
	Mt
	LKMt23

	Participant 24
	LK
	Mu
	LKMu24


LK =  Local knowledge holder; Mu = Code for Village 1; Si = Code for Village 2; Mt = Code for Village 3.


Table S3. Coding scheme used for the walking interviews
	Theme
	Code

	a) Information on individual Indigenous local knowledge notions and use
	Local knowledge definition
Local knowledge and practices for sustainable NRM
Positive aspects of local knowledge and practices
Negative aspects of local knowledge and practices


	b) Knowledge erosion
	Cause of disappearance
Knowledge transmission to the younger generation
How younger people use local practices



	c) The relationship between local knowledge, politics, and power
	Local practices and decision-making processes
Local practices used by different actors
Value of local knowledge for different actors


	d) Questions on landscape changes, users’ perceptions, local knowledge resilience and adaptation
	Perceptions of landscape changes over time and space
Changes impacting local knowledge and practices
Local knowledge and landscape challenges
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