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Figure S3. Effects of deforesting the low conservation-value forests on forest connectivity and
species habitat availability. (a) Changes in the amount of forest bridge, core, and edge (in ha and
%) if low conservation-value forests are deforested. Forest bridge, core, and edge were mapped
using MSPA (Morphological Spatial Pattern Analysis). The results from MSPA with different
parametrizations (user-defined widths) is also shown. (b) Distribution of elements of
conservation concern across the three different conservation categories of the land-use plan. The
amount of habitat in low conservation-value forests is an indicator of potential habitat loss.



