Appendix A. Systematic review of socio-cultural valuation research on nature’s contributions to people
[bookmark: _GoBack]We carried out a systematic review following the criteria of Pullin and Stewart (2006). We made use of the keywords comprising three main components of the research:
1. Socio-cultural valuation metrics: (preference* OR perception* OR “socio-cultural valu*” OR “sociocultural valu*” OR “cultural valu*” OR “non-monetary valu*”  OR “non-economic valu*”)
2. Geographical range, covering Central Europe (Albania* OR Bosni* OR Herzegov* OR Bulgaria* OR Croatia* OR Cyprus OR Czech* OR Estonia* OR Hungar* OR Kosov* OR Latvia* OR Lithuania* OR Montenegr* OR Poland OR polish OR Romania* OR Serbia* OR Slovakia* OR Slovenia* OR Macedonia* OR Turkey OR turkish OR “Central Europe” OR Europe); Western Europe (Andorra OR Austria* OR Belgium OR belgian OR Denmark OR danish* OR Finland OR finnish OR France OR french OR German* OR Greece OR greek OR Iceland* OR Ireland OR irish OR Israel* OR Italy OR italia* OR Liechtenstein OR Luxembourg OR Malta OR maltes* OR Monaco OR Netherlands OR dutch OR Norway OR norwegian OR Portug* OR “San Marino” OR Spain OR spanish* OR Sweden OR swedish OR Switzerland OR swiss OR "United Kingdom" OR UK OR brit* OR England* OR Scotland* OR Wales OR “Western Europe” OR Europe); Eastern Europe (Armenia* OR Azerbaijan* OR Belarus OR Georgia* OR Moldova* OR Russia* OR Soviet* OR “U.S.S.R.” OR “USSR” OR Ukrain* OR “Eastern Europe” OR Europe) and Central Asia (Kazakh* OR Kyrgyzstan OR kirghizia* OR kirgizstan OR Tajiki* OR Turkmeni* OR Uzbeki* OR “Central Asia”) 
3. Nature’s contributions to people (NCP) and ecosystem services (“ecosystem service*” OR “environmental service*” OR “ecosystem benefits”)
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