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Expected results:
1) Land cover scenarios 2) Ecosystem services trade-offs and synergies 3) Optimization of land use
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Fig 2: Land cover of Soyang watershed Fig 3: Negative (red) and postive (blue) correlations between Fig 4: Optimization of land use to
pairs of ecosystem services (from Raudsepp-Hearne et al. 2010) reduce conflicts and inefficiencies
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