Tables

Table 1 - Overview of the main physical and silvicultural characteristics of sampling plots.
	Parameter
	Sector (Plot)

	
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	2 (3)
	2 (4)
	3 (5)
	3 (6)

	Altitude (m a.s.l.)
	525
	525
	485
	525
	480
	500

	slope (°)
	27
	16
	25
	30
	0
	6

	Aspect
	NW
	N
	NE
	NE
	flat
	SE

	Stone outcrop (%)
	< 30
	< 30
	< 30
	< 30
	< 5
	< 30

	Rock outcrop (%)
	~50
	~50
	~50
	~50
	< 5
	< 5

	Year since last wildfire
	1982
	1982
	1954
	1954
	1982
	1982

	Dominating tree species
	Q. ilex
	Q. ilex
	Q. ilex
	Q. ilex
	P. pinea
	P. pinea

	After fire understory management
	every two
years
	none
	every two years
	none
	every two years
	None


Table 2 - Dendrometric parameters of the dominant tree species within the investigated plots.

	Sector (Plot)
	Woody species
	Frequency 
(%)
	Stumps 
(N ha-1)
	Coppice shoots

(N ha-1)
	Stems

(N ha-1)
	DBH
(cm)
	Total height (m)
	Crown height 
(m)
	Crown cover 
(m2)
	Basal area
(m2 ha-1)

	1 (1)
	Quercus ilex2
	89.9
	995
	3'736
	-
	7.17
	6.65
	2.86
	2.36
	16.11

	
	Quercus pubescens2
	8.0
	133
	332
	-
	9.56
	6.95
	4.28
	2.48
	2.60

	
	Quercus suber2
	2.1
	-
	-
	88
	8.50
	5.05
	2.58
	0.85
	0.60

	1 (2)
	Fraxinus ornus
	20.0
	177
	1'238
	-
	3.75
	3.79
	1.51
	0.44
	1.60

	
	Quercus ilex2
	64.3
	796
	3'979
	-
	4.12
	2.74
	0.75
	1.11
	7.83

	
	Quercus pubescens2
	8.6
	88
	531
	-
	14.67
	4.80
	1.77
	6.36
	9.66

	2 (3)
	Quercus ilex2
	72.4
	442
	1'857
	-
	8.81
	7.66
	2.28
	3.20
	13.20

	
	Quercus pubescens2
	6.9
	-
	-
	177
	28.00
	7.90
	2.80
	23.35
	10.90

	
	Quercus suber2
	20.7
	88
	531
	-
	21.67
	6.18
	2.13
	12.80
	22.80

	2 (4)
	Quercus ilex2
	97.1
	1'680
	5'924
	-
	4.13
	3.49
	0.99
	2.45
	22.94

	
	Quercus pubescens2
	2.9
	-
	-
	177
	15.00
	8.75
	4.00
	10.47
	3.14

	3 (5)
	Pinus pinea1
	6.7
	-
	-
	531
	36.67
	17.35
	14.68
	62.57
	57.42

	
	Quercus ilex2
	91.1
	2'299
	7'250
	-
	3.51
	3.28
	0.82
	1.15
	8.55

	3 (6)
	Pinus pinea1
	41.2
	-
	-
	619
	27.21
	13.93
	8.93
	31.45
	36.33

	
	Quercus ilex2
	58.8
	265
	884
	-
	3.55
	3.37
	0.83
	2.05
	0.95


1Only planted; 2Mostly planted
.
Table 3 – Density and dendrometric parameters of the tree regeneration layer.
	Sector (Plot)
	Species
	Density

(N ha-1)
	Basal diameter (cm)
	Height

(m)

	1 (1)
	Quercus ilex
	2’403
	0.75
	0.42

	
	Quercus pubescens
	420
	0.79
	0.23

	
	Quercus suber
	44
	0.70
	0.30

	
	Rhamnus alaternus
	66
	2.55
	0.50

	1 (2)
	Quercus ilex
	1’238
	2.25
	1.39

	
	Quercus pubescens
	1’149
	1.02
	0.95

	
	Fraxinus ornus
	88
	0.80
	0.80

	
	Rhamnus alaternus
	619
	2.86
	1.49

	2 (3)
	Quercus ilex
	19’983
	1.39
	0.84

	
	Quercus pubescens
	2’299
	0.23
	0.08

	
	Rhamnus alaternus
	265
	1.45
	0.57

	2 (4)
	Quercus ilex
	6’366
	0.83
	0.76

	
	Quercus pubescens
	88
	0.50
	0.40

	3 (5)
	Quercus ilex
	2’653
	0.34
	0.28

	
	Quercus pubescens
	796
	0.28
	0.18

	3 (6)
	Quercus ilex
	1’592
	0.73
	0.86

	
	Quercus pubescens
	88
	0.50
	0.60

	
	Rhamnus alaternus
	707
	1.58
	0.57


Table 4 – Density and dendrometric parameters of the shrub layer plus Ampelodesmos.
	Sector (Plot)
	Species
	Density

(N ha-1)
	Basal diameter (cm)
	Height

(m)

	1 (1)
	Ampelodesmos mauritanicus
	1’172
	8.60
	0.30

	
	Calicotome infesta
	44
	8.60
	0.30

	
	Erica multiflora
	155
	3.10
	0.29

	1 (2)
	Cistus creticus
	2’387
	1.78
	0.40

	
	Emerus major subsp. major
	2’299
	5.00
	1.22

	
	Spartium junceum
	531
	4.13
	1.38

	
	Teucrium flavum
	354
	1.98
	0.50

	2 (3)
	Ampelodesmos mauritanicus
	3’095
	10.20
	0.44

	
	Calicotome infesta
	442
	2.70
	0.74

	
	Cistus salviifolius
	88
	2.30
	0.40

	
	Spartium junceum
	442
	4.82
	1.20

	
	Teucrium flavum
	177
	1.65
	0.40

	2 (4)
	Ampelodesmos mauritanicus
	2’829
	8.30
	0.74

	
	Calicotome infesta
	265
	2.85
	0.87

	
	Cistus salviifolius
	88
	2.30
	0.40

	
	Teucrium flavum
	1’061
	1.95
	0.67

	
	Teucrium fruticans
	1’592
	1.45
	0.41

	3 (5)
	Ampelodesmos mauritanicus
	3’979
	5.35
	0.30

	
	Cistus creticus
	88
	2.00
	1.57

	
	Crataegus monogyna
	531
	2.58
	1.50

	3 (6)
	Ampelodesmos mauritanicus
	1’680
	4.86
	0.30

	
	Erica multiflora
	4’244
	2.00
	0.80

	
	Teucrium flavum
	884
	2.00
	0.80


Table 5 – Synthesis of the phytosociological relevés carried out within the investigated plots.

	
	Sector (Plot)

	
	1 (1)
	1 (2)
	2 (3)
	2 (4)
	3 (5)
	3 (6)

	Tree layer
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cover (%)
	50
	60
	80
	70
	80
	70

	Mean height (cm)
	622
	378
	725
	612
	1032
	865

	Shrub layer
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cover (%)
	40
	60
	30
	60
	40
	60

	Mean height (cm)
	30
	85
	60
	65
	170
	120

	Herb layer
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cover (%)
	40
	50
	30
	20
	30
	15

	Mean height (cm)
	10
	15
	15
	10
	10
	15

	Total taxa
	29
	38
	27
	17
	21
	21

	Planted species
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1

	char. Quercetalia ilicis
	8
	10
	5
	5
	5
	4

	char. Quercetalia calliprini
	4
	7
	5
	5
	3
	2

	char. Cisto-Ericetalia multiflorae
	3
	3
	2
	2
	0
	6

	char. Prunetalia spinosae
	2
	3
	2
	0
	3
	0

	char. Hyparrhenietalia hirtae
	7
	6
	7
	2
	7
	6

	plants linked to rocky/stony habitats
	1
	4
	2
	2
	1
	1

	other herbs and grasses
	4
	5
	4
	1
	1
	1


Figures Captions

Figure 1 - Location of the study area (Mt. Petroso). Numbers from 1 to 6 show the location of the sampling plots. The picture on the center of upper part was taken in 1934 and shows the SW slopes, while the picture on the upper right corner shows the S-SW slopes.

Figure 2 - Structural representation of the vegetation structure within the investigated plots.
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