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Suppl. 1. Maps displaying the flood, gully and landslide conditioning factors: a) DEM (m), b) Slope percent c) Slope aspect, d) Land use, e) Profile curvature, f) Plan curvature, g) Soil texture, h) Topographic Position Index (TPI) i) Topographic Wetness Index (TWI), j) Distance to streams (m), k) Drainage density (km/km2), l) Annual mean rainfall (mm), m) Stream Power Index, n) Relative Slope Position, o) Terrain Ruggedness Index, p) Lithology, q) LS factor, r) Distance to road (m), s) Distance to faults (m).
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Suppl. 2. Factor importance analysis obtained from susceptibility model (a) Kappa-based Jackknife test for flood susceptibility, (b) Kappa-based Jackknife test for landslide susceptibility, and (c) Kappa-based Jackknife test for gully susceptibility.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Suppl. 3. The response curves of one data set (S1) for some of important conditioning factors used for three hazards (a-b-c landslides, e-f-g flood, and h-i-j gully erosion) assessment
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