Summary (a brief description/overview of the data)
The data comprise outcomes from questionnaire surveys conducted with greenspace users on their perceptions of experimentally manipulated urban meadows (varying levels of diversity and vegetation height of sown wildflower meadows), and associated socio-economic data of respondents to the questionnaire surveys. The experimental meadows were located in Bedford and Luton. Data was collected by the data authors, and participants gave informed consent before completing the questionnaires. The work was initially completed under the Fragments, functions and flows NERC BESS project in 2014, and the data subsequently re-analysed for the paper by Jones et al. (in press 2021) in the journal People and Nature.

Experimental Design/Sampling Regime
Nine experimental meadows (3 diversity levels x 3 heights) at each of four sites; 30 users were surveyed at each location.
	Town
	Site
	Location

	Bedford
	Chiltern Ave
	52°08'53.2"N 0°26'48.0"W

	Bedford
	Goldington Green
	52°08'38.9"N 0°25'42.0"W

	Bedford
	Brickhill Heights**
	52°09'10.2"N 0°28'15.3"W

	Luton
	Bramingham Road
	51°54'53.6"N 0°26'16.2"W




Collection/Generation/Transformation Methods
Greenspace users were surveyed by questionnaire. 

Nature and Units of Recorded Values
Recorded data comprise preference scores and categorical answers from the questionnaire (detailed in data description below, including units where applicable)
Analytical Methods
The data as presented has not passed through any analytical methods.
The following analytical methods have been used on the data resource
Data in Southon et al. (2017; 2018) were analysed using multivariate analysis and mixed effects models in R to establish relationships between meadow characteristics and user characteristics within the responses of greenspace users. Analysis in Jones et al. 2021 used mixed effects models and Bayesian modelling in R to evaluate the role of different user characteristics in shaping perception of greenspace users to meadows in the context of a cultural services framework approach.


Quality Control
The questionnaire survey was ethically approved by the University of Sheffield's Research Ethics Committee devolved to the Department of Landscape Architecture Ethics Panel. Questionnaire responses were checked on data entry. Answers not matching the categorical options were excluded.

Details of data structure
Data resource consists of one comma separated value file (Data_Phase 2_AsUsed_ForPublicArchive .csv) of 1020 data rows and 21 columns. The column names and descriptions are given in the table below.
NA = no response to that question

Column name						Description
	SITE
	A unique two letter code indicating the location of each set of experimental meadows 
(CA Chiltern Avenue, BK Brickhill Heights, GG Goldington Green, BR Bramingham Road).

	Sample
	A unique code for each respondent, numbered sequentially following the site code

	SampNo
	A unique code for each data point, i.e. a person's response to a particular type of meadow

	Diversity
	A three level categorical factor describing the sown floral diversity of each meadow (low, medium or high)

	Height
	A three level categorical factor describing the sward height of each meadow (short, medium or tall)

	Treatment description
	A nine level categorical factor describing each meadow type based on the combination of floral diversity and sward height (i.e. short height, low richness; short height, medium richness; short height, high richness; medium height, low richness; medium height, medium richness; medium height, high richness; tall, low richness; tall, medium richness; tall, high richness.)

	Q1_PerceivedDiversity
	Number of different plant types a respondent perceives to be in each plot

	Q2_PrefScore
	Number from a continuous ten-point scale indicating a respondent's impression of each plot (1 = strongly dislike to 10 = strongly like)

	plantid_EcoKnowledge
	Number of correctly identified plants from a photo-list of nine common species (Rhinanthus minor; Bellis perennis; Oxalis acetosella; Lotus corniculatus; Plantago lanceolata; Papaver rhoeas; Knautia arvensis; Taraxacum officinale)

	totalWL_EcoCentrism
	Combined number of wildlife features that a respondent (A) has in their garden and (B) would consider having in their garden. Based on seven features (Nettle bed for caterpillars; bird nesting boxes; bird feeding stations; nesting homes for bees; bat boxes; water features; woodpile for hedgehogs / insects). Maximum score = 14 (based on A =7 features; B = 7 features).

	visitlength
	Self-reported typical duration (minutes) of a typical visit to the site with experimental meadows

	visitfreq
	Number of separate visits made to the site with experimental meadows during a typical 14 day period

	othergsfreq
	Number of visits to other urban-green spaces (apart from domestic gardens) during a typical 14 day period

	visitcount
	Number of visits to the countryside during a typical 14 day period

	gender
	Self identified gender of respondent (1 = male; 2 = female)

	age
	Age of respondents - calculated as the mid-point of the selected age range bracket ((18-24; 25-34; 34-44; 45-54; 55-64;65-74; 75-84; 85+), the last category 85+ was denoted as 90, under 21 was denoted as N21. 

	income
	Annual household income - calculated as the mid-point of the selected income range bracket (0-15k; 16-30k; 31-45k; 46-60k; 61-100k; 100k+ ), the last category 100k+ was denoted as 100. 

	employ
	An eight level categorical factor describing a respondent's employment status (1 = Retired; 2 = Part-time paid employment; 3 = Full-time paid employment; 4 = Unemployed; 5 = Self-employed; 6 = Long-term sick / disabled; 7 = Full-time education; 8 = Home/ family care)

	edu
	A six level categorical factor describing a respondent's level of qualifications (1 = None; 2 = O level / GCSE equivalent; 3 = Vocational qualification; 4 = A level / equivalent; 5 = Undergraduate degree; 6 = Higher degree)

	ukresident
	Self reported residency status of respondent (1 = resident in the UK; 2 = not resident in the UK)

	ethnic
	Self-reported ethnicity of respondent, menu of options but with additional option for free text entry
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