Supplementary material

Table S1. Comparison of expert-assigned versus equal weights in the Composite Sustainability

Index.
Index Expert weights Equal weights
Profitability (PI) 0.046 0.048
Benefit cost (BC) 0.049 0.048
Land productivity (LDP) 0.045 0.048
Profit ratio (PR) 0.047 0.048
Remuneration of factors (RF) 0.048 0.048
Investment Intensity (I1) 0.044 0.048
Subsidy ratio (SUB) 0.042 0.048
Employment (EL) 0.038 0.048
Risk management (RMI) 0.045 0.048
Rural development (RD) 0.046 0.048
Insurance ratio (INS) 0.042 0.048
Age profile (AGE) 0.041 0.048
Education (EDU) 0.046 0.048
Family labour (FL) 0.053 0.048
Water intensity (WI) 0.054 0.048
Permanent Woodland (PW) 0.053 0.048
Eco-efficiency (EER) 0.053 0.048
Shannon Weaver (SH) 0.047 0.048
Energy intensity (EI) 0.054 0.048
Fertilizer intensity (FERT) 0.054 0.048
Pesticide intensity (PEST) 0.053 0.048
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