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» Land-use change is the single biggest cause » Yet, studies have so far mainly focussed on
of biodiversity loss. agricultural expansion.
> Land-based production faces increased > It is unclear how global patterns of
demands due to growing human population, biodiversity & land use intensity (LUI) relate.
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» We compiled a geodatabase of thirteen ]
complementary global LUI metrics circa the Research questions:
year 2000 (see refs below). 1. How do patterns of LUI relate to the spatial
> As biodiversity indicators, we used endemism distribution of biodiversity?
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Conclusions
S » We provide a global view of the patterns of
» In order to identify regions where any one = . LUI & its concordance with biodiversity,

LUI metric was associated with any one taxa,
we combined individual results from local
indicators of spatial association (LISA) by LUI
metric & ER (Fig. 2).

» To date, no established conservation 4 of Taxa
prioritization scheme has considered LUI.

» We found substantial areas of high
biodiversity, for all three taxa & high LUI

thereby shedding light on regions where
highly intensive agriculture & unique wildlife
coincide.

» Most assessments of land-use impacts on
biodiversity either disregard LUI or include a
single metric to measure it. This can
underestimate biodiversity threat.

L’ | j " » A wider spectrum of relevant LUI metrics
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