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Figure S1
Plot of correlation between impervious surface, crop, woody surface, and herbaceous surface land cover in three scaled buffers around 66 urban grasslands (250 m, 500 m, and 1,000 m). Colored circles represent couples with correlations higher than 0.75.
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Table S1
Species codes, full names (nomenclature following Tison and de Foucault, 2014), and occurrences in 330 samples (for the species used in the CCA illustration, Figure 4).

	Names
	Full names
	Occurrence

	Hol.lan
	Holcus lanatus L.
	280

	Vic.sat
	Vicia sativa L.
	192

	Ran.acr
	Ranunculus acris L.
	175

	Ant.odo
	Anthoxanthum odoratum L.
	173

	Pla.lan
	Plantago lanceolata L.
	150

	Con.arv
	Convolvulus arvensis L.
	128

	Bro.hor
	Bromus hordeaceus L.
	110

	Dau.car
	Daucus carota L.
	107

	Poa.pra
	Poa pratensis L.
	92

	Hyp.rad
	Hypochaeris radicata L.
	79

	Vul.bro
	Vulpia bromoides (L.) S.F.Gray
	69

	Cir.arv
	Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop.
	68

	Leu.vul
	Leucanthemum vulgare Lam.
	54

	Rum.cri
	Rumex crispus L.
	46

	Her.sph
	Heracleum sphondylium L.
	41

	Tri.fla
	Trisetum flavescens (L.) P.Beauv. subsp. flavescens
	41

	Ste.gra
	Stellaria graminea L.
	40

	Myo.dis
	Myosotis discolor Pers.
	38

	Ran.rep
	Ranunculus repens L.
	29

	Ave.bar
	Avena barbata Pott ex Link subsp. barbata
	28








Table S2
Final mean models for the effect of mowing practices and land cover proportion within a 500-m radius on species richness, Shannon index; Ellenberg index for reaction, light, and nitrogen; and plant life-form species richness (for hemicryptophytes and geophytes). Significant results, i.e. estimates whose 95% confidence interval do not include zero, are in bold. 
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Response variableIndependent variableEstimateAdj. SEZ-valueLower 95% CIUpper 95% CI

Intercept15,5200,70522,02014,13916,901

% Impervious surfaces0,3200,2621,220-0,1940,834

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,3800,5000,760-1,3600,600

% Crops-0,1600,4850,330-1,1100,790

1EM vs 1LM0,4900,9800,500-1,4312,411

23EM vs 1LM-0,1301,0000,130-2,0901,830

23EM vs 1EM-0,6190,9570,647-2,4941,256

Intercept2,5900,02989,9802,5342,646

% Impervious surfaces0,0500,0301,690-0,0080,108

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,0300,0291,030-0,0870,027

% Crops-0,0250,0290,860-0,0820,032

1EM vs 1LM0,0040,0050,810-0,0060,014

23EM vs 1LM0,0060,1000,060-0,1900,202

23EM vs 1EM-0,0530,0680,775-0,1870,081

Intercept6,3380,09169,4376,1596,517

% Impervious surfaces0,0450,0301,502-0,0140,104

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,0280,0290,979-0,0840,028

% Crops0,0220,0340,651-0,0440,088

1EM vs 1LM-0,0520,0640,809-0,1780,074

23EM vs 1LM-0,0170,0250,669-0,0670,033

23EM vs 1EM0,0110,0390,285-0,0650,087

Intercept7,1510,042168,4117,0687,234

% Impervious surfaces-0,0040,0130,298-0,0300,022

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,0070,0110,618-0,0290,015

% Crops0,0150,0111,314-0,0070,037

1EM vs 1LM0,0140,0290,483-0,0430,071

23EM vs 1LM0,0380,0271,389-0,0160,092

23EM vs 1EM0,0000,0000,0250,0000,000

Intercept5,2020,08859,2615,0305,374

% Impervious surfaces-0,0150,0460,325-0,1050,075

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,0300,0430,700-0,1140,054

% Crops0,0620,0401,557-0,0160,140

1EM vs 1LM-0,1480,0931,591-0,3300,034

23EM vs 1LM-0,1660,1001,666-0,3610,029

23EM vs 1EM0,1160,0981,187-0,0760,308

Intercept13,4650,86715,52811,76515,165

% Impervious surfaces0,5670,4091,388-0,2341,368

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,0750,4440,169-0,9450,795

% Crops-0,3980,3771,056-1,1370,341

1EM vs 1LM0,6680,7990,836-0,8982,234

23EM vs 1LM-0,0640,7710,083-1,5751,447

23EM vs 1EM0,7320,7750,944-0,7882,252

Intercept1,0460,07014,9860,9091,183

% Impervious surfaces-0,0150,0910,164-0,1940,164

% Herbaceous surfaces-0,0960,0731,313-0,2390,047

% Crops0,0570,0700,809-0,0810,195

1EM vs 1LM-0,1240,1710,724-0,4600,212

23EM vs 1LM0,0200,1630,123-0,2990,339

23EM vs 1EM-0,1440,1660,868-0,4690,181
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