Supplementary material for “Effects of land use characteristics, physiochemical variables and river

connectivity on fish assemblages in a lowland basin”
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Figure S1. Box plots of selected Land cover variables in the four connectivity groups. Kruskal-Wallis

test of the variables among the four groups indicated significant differences between the groups (p<0.05).
U_Grass, U_Wood, and U_Water represent the grassland, woodland, and water body in the 1 km buffer
around the upstream segment; D_Wood and D_Water represent the woodland and water body in the 1
km buffer around the downstream segment; T_Grass, T_Wood, and T_Water represent the grassland,

woodland, and water body in the 1 km buffer around the total segment where sampling site located.



