Supplementary materials for Social Cohesion and Volunteering: Correlates, Causes and Challenges
Literature Review Searches
The current review draws upon searches for literature pertaining to social cohesion, social capital, and volunteering, primarily from the UK and US and published in the last 23 years. The following supplementary material outlines additional information that could not be included in the main manuscript. We conclude by discussing potential limitations of these procedures.  
Academic Literature Search Procedures
The search for academic literature on social cohesion or volunteering was limited to that from the UK or US, while academic literature relating to social capital was limited to that from the UK. Location parameters were set in Scopus by setting affiliation country to UK or US for social cohesion or volunteering literature, and to UK only for social capital literature. As Google Scholar does not have an equivalent function, we amended the searches to include any of the following location terms: “UK”, “United Kingdom”, “England”, “Wales”, “Scotland”, “Ireland”, “US” or “United States”, excluding the latter two for the social capital literature search.  We also limited our search results to those published before or after 2000 for literature relating to volunteering or social cohesion, and to those published before or after 2010 for literature relating to social capital (in line with the introduction of then UK prime minister David Cameron’s ‘Big Society’ campaign).  
We further refined the Scopus search by limiting results to journal articles, books, book chapters or reviews, which were already published. These options are not available in Google Scholar. Therefore, any sources included in the review from Google Scholar were checked against these criteria manually prior to inclusion.  Results from Scopus were based on the search terms appearing in the abstract, title or keywords. Limitations of Google Scholar’s search functions meant results from this search engine were broader, including articles where the search terms appeared anywhere in the text. 
Initial scoping review. An initial scoping review of literature relating to social cohesion, social capital and volunteering was conducted to inform the definitions and conceptualisations of these constructs in our review. These then determined our inclusion criteria for the main systematic search of the literature. Searches across Google Scholar and Scopus for each construct using the search terms described in the main text yielded a combined total of  23,984 hits for social cohesion, 796,295 hits for social capital and 91,623 hits for volunteering. 
The quantity of hits for these searches prevented a complete analytical inspection of all citations. Since the purpose of this initial scoping search was to identify the most widely accepted definitions and conceptualisations of these terms, we streamlined these results to focus only on the most relevant and impactful. To do this, search results were arranged by relevance, determined at a basic level by the number of times they had been cited and inclusion of search terms (in the full text for Google Scholar, and the title, abstract and keywords for Scopus). The first 50 results were taken for both search engines, of which citation counts ranged from over 6000 to less than five.  The full text of each item was then screened by the authors to assess whether they met our inclusion criteria, summarised in Table 1 in the main text. 
 A total of three academic literature sources were retained for social cohesion, five for volunteering and two for social capital. An additional three secondary sources were included for social cohesion, and four for social capital, providing a total of 17 academic sources from which our definitions and conceptualizations were drawn. One gray literature source from the social cohesion search was also retained but merged with results from the third stage of the review.
From these, we established the current definitions and conceptualisations of these constructs, as detailed in the introduction of the main text. These conceptualisations directly informed our inclusion criteria for the systematic searches of the gray and academic literature which formed the main review. Specifically, sources of evidence using measures that did not adhere to our conceptualisations (e.g., monetary donation as a measure of volunteering) were excluded from the review. 
Gray Literature Search Procedures
Gray literature searches were conducted primarily through the British Library Welfare section and the UK Government website, excluding sources published prior to 2000 for social cohesion and 2010 for social capital.  
A large quantity of gray literature from the British Library included case studies and qualitative evaluation approaches. We included the majority relevant to the review although, either because quantitative evidence was not explicit or because the material overlapped with other evidence already in the database, these were not included as additional separate items. For the purposes of retaining a transparent and systematic approach, we briefly touch on these sources here. 
Gaskin (2008) overviewed ten case studies of sports volunteering in the UK, and concluded that volunteering may positively impact social cohesion. Donahue and Russell (2009) overviewed the impacts of the PROVIDE student volunteering programme and observed that students reported positive effects of social capital from volunteering. The National Centre for Social Research et al. (2010) conducted an evaluation of V, a UK young volunteers’ service, outlining the key successes and challenges of the service, concluding that the service fostered engagement with people from a wide range of backgrounds and a sense of belonging to a community. Finally, Harlow-Rosentraub et al. (2006) reported longitudinal evidence for increased community attachment in a series of demonstration projects in the US aimed to recruit volunteers aged 50 or older to provide respite to carers of older individuals. 
[bookmark: _Hlk145089820]Sources from the UK Government website were identified using the volunteering, social cohesion and social capital search terms yielded a total of 240 results, of which seven were retained based on our inclusion criteria outlined in the main manuscript. 
Other sources of interest which were relevant but beyond the scope of this review are now briefly touched upon. CMS and DCMS (2022b), which provide insights into UK Government responses to the ‘Levelling Up’ campaign in light of COVID-19. Forsyth et al. (2021) discuss factors increasing recent demand for volunteers in the UK. HM Government (2018) provides more recent information on the ‘civil society’ paradigm. Panayiotou et al. (2017) and Dokal et al. (2020) provide evaluative reports on impacts of the National Citizen Service volunteering scheme on several factors and concluding mixed impacts of volunteering on social cohesion. ONS (2017) provides an overview of the state of social capital in the UK.
Literature search limitations
Whilst our review aims to provide a comprehensive overview of relevant evidence for the relationship between volunteering and social cohesion and social capital in the US and UK, we recognise some obvious limitations of our search approaches. First, limitations of each search engine resulted in variations in how search terms were used- based on the titles, abstracts and keywords from Scopus sources and whole texts from Google Scholar. It is possible that our Scopus searches may have omitted some relevant sources. However, it is unlikely that the most relevant literature on these topics would have no mention of these terms within the titles, abstracts or key words. Thus, we consider this a minor but nontrivial concern. 
Second, it is possible that some of the voluminous literature that our searches indicated as only referring to volunteering, only social cohesion or only social capital may have in fact included reference to forms of voluntary activity but not mentioned volunteering. Similarly, some that mentioned volunteering may have also mentioned aspects of cohesion or capital but not the specific search terms covering those constructs. Secondly, our approach to including sources from only the UK or US varied between Google Scholar and Scopus, limiting the consistency of our approach. We also recognize that limiting Scopus results to publications from the UK or US revealed sources that used data from outside of these nations, and it is equally plausible that the search missed papers published outside of these nations may have drawn on data from the UK or US. 
Thirdly, although some US literature was obtained from our UK gray literature databases (the British Library and UK Government), these inevitably did not cover the breadth of gray literature that might exist in the US. A separate investigation suggested that locating and collating these sources would be a very complex task as many would be located at State or district level, and perhaps not in the public domain.
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