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Figure S1. Duncan’s test for ring width (RW) and earlywood (EW) at the family level. Homogeneous groups (H. g.) for 5%
transgression probability (a). Affiliation of families (1-24 = pendula; 25-48 = pyramidalis) to provenances: 1-3 and 25-27= provenance 1; 4-6 and 28-
30= prov. 2; 7-9 and 31-33= prov. 3; 10-12 and 34-36= prov. 4; 13-15 and 37-39= prov. 5; 16-18 and 40-42= prov. 6; 19-21 and 43-45= prov. 7; 22-24 and
46-48=prov. 8.
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Figure S2. Duncan’s test for latewood (LW) and latewood proportion (LWP) at the family level. Homogeneous groups (H. g.) for
5% transgression probability (a). Affiliation of families (1-24 = pendula; 25-48 = pyramidalis) to provenances as in figure S1.
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Figure S3. Five-year dynamics of ring width (RW) and latewood proportion (LWP).
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Figure S4. Monthly SPI index of the 2011-2012 drought period.
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Figure S5. Resistance, recovery, and resilience of the two crown forms in each provenance.
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