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S3 Table. Associations between temporal distributions of bureaucratic related rules changes (below the diagonal) and 
resource related rules changes (above the diagonal) among nine Dutch commons. Correlation matrix shows results 
from: a) Spearman rank correlation analyses (rs, P, and n-values) between pairs of commons. * indicates that the 
association was statistically significant after Bonferroni correction (α, 0.05/36 = 0.0014). b) Pairwise maximal 
information (according to [1]).  
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15 113 149 179 231 251 380 395 440 

15  0.00251 0.04375 0.0339 0.03461 0.00149 0.01928 0.04659 0.08534 

113 0.00632  0.00061 0.02244 0.01715 0.05622 0.031 0.03393 0.07967 

149 0.02637 0.00087  0.03282 0.00755 0.00037 0.00125 0.03079 0.02803 

179 0.04999 0.0153 0.02236  0.08191 0.04344 0.07101 0.01768 0.0995 

231 0.07775 0.03107 0.0161 0.05525  0.02575 0.02909 0.01992 0.082 

251 0.00267 0.04344 0.00037 0.02032 0.01852  0.04332 0.0013 0.03845 

380 0.01675 0.04071 0.00112 0.06567 0.01757 0.03091  0.04332 0.06903 

395 0.07837 0.00399 0.04332 0.02218 0.0444 0.00169 0.03528  0.02221 

440 0.06971 0.01846 0.01533 0.04531 0.04614 0.02009 0.06565 0.06372  
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