Appendix B - Reitz
Table B.1: Pearson correlation between ecological indicators and the Canonical Analysis of Principal Coordinates (CAP) axes (CAP 1 and CAP 2) for Reitz. Ecological indicators with a correlation coefficient greater than 0.6 or less than -0.6 were identified as primary indicators as indicated in bold
	Ecological Indicators
	CAP 1
	
	Ecological Indicators
	CAP 2

	Org Mat %
	0,90
	
	Herbivore footprint 
	0,61

	POXC
	0,76
	
	Basal Index 
	0,52

	Respiration
	0,73
	
	Composite footprint 
	0,51

	Herbivore footprint
	0,63
	
	Bacterivore footprint 
	0,25

	Composite footprint 
	0,55
	
	Channel Index 
	0,03

	Basal Index 
	0,16
	
	Fungivore footprint 
	-0,04

	Bacterivore footprint 
	0,02
	
	Enrichment footprint 
	-0,11

	Channel Index 
	-0,15
	
	Respiration
	-0,24

	Enrichment Index 
	-0,15
	
	Org Mat %
	-0,25

	Maturity Index 
	-0,18
	
	Predator footprint 
	-0,33

	Enrichment footprint 
	-0,20
	
	Enrichment Index 
	-0,37

	Fungivore footprint 
	-0,29
	
	Structure Index 
	-0,39

	Structure Index 
	-0,30
	
	Structure footprint 
	-0,41

	Omnivore footprint 
	-0,31
	
	Maturity Index 
	-0,48

	Predator footprint 
	-0,34
	
	POXC
	-0,49

	Structure footprint 
	-0,37
	
	Omnivore footprint 
	-0,49




Table B.2: Pearson correlation between physico-chemical properties and the Canonical Analysis of Principal Coordinates (CAP) axes (CAP 1 and CAP 2) for Reitz. Physico-chemical properties with a correlation coefficient greater than 0.6 or less than -0.6 were identified as primary indicators as indicated in bold
	Physico-chemical properties
	CAP 1
	
	Physico-chemical properties
	CAP 2

	%clay
	0,67
	
	Zn
	0,48

	Ca
	0,64
	
	Mn
	0,37

	Cu
	0,63
	
	P
	0,34

	%silt
	0,61
	
	EC
	0,27

	K
	0,55
	
	S
	0,23

	Inorganic N
	0,49
	
	Cu
	0,23

	Mg
	0,46
	
	Inorganic N
	0,21

	S
	0,44
	
	%clay
	0,13

	EC
	0,43
	
	K
	0,08

	Ni
	0,35
	
	% sand
	0,08

	B
	0,32
	
	pH
	0,04

	Mn
	0,30
	
	Mo
	-0,03

	Na
	0,17
	
	Ni
	-0,13

	Mo
	-0,07
	
	Ca
	-0,22

	Zn
	-0,10
	
	Na
	-0,36

	Fe
	-0,15
	
	%silt
	-0,40

	pH
	-0,20
	
	B
	-0,45

	P
	-0,42
	
	Mg
	-0,48

	% sand
	-0,77
	
	Fe
	-0,54
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Fig. B.1: Pairwise comparisons of the main physico-chemical properties recorded at Reitz, namely (a) sand, (b) silt, (c) clay, (d) calcium (Ca), and (e) copper (Cu). Comparisons were made between agricultural systems (conservation 1-3, conventional, and pasture) and sampling intervals (September 2019 = blue boxes; February 2020 = red boxes). Significant differences (p<0.05) between systems are indicated with uppercase letters, while significant differences (p<0.05) between intervals are indicated with lowercase letters.
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