7.1 Definitions of the question components
Alternative livelihood project (ALP): Alternative livelihood project (ALP) is a ‘widely used term for interventions that aim to reduce the prevalence of activities deemed to be environmentally damaging by substituting them with lower impact livelihood activities that provide at least equivalent benefits’ (Wright et al. 2016). This is achieved by providing an alternative resource to the one being exploited, providing an alternative occupation or source of income, and encouraging an alternative method of exploiting a resource (Roe et al., 2015). Although ALPs are a commonly used term, Wright et al. (2016) argue for reframing the concept to the broader term ‘livelihood-focused intervention’ due to flawed assumptions that underlie the design and implementation of many ALPs. These implicit assumptions are related to the notions of substitution, the homogenous community and impact scalability. Hence, in this review, we will adopt the broader categorization proposed by Wright et al. (2016), which not only considers providing alternatives but also encompasses the diverse compensation or incentive schemes implemented within conservation (see Wright et al. 2016, p. 9).
Community-Based Conservation (CBC): CBC is an umbrella term for variants of conservation initiatives aiming to empower communities to collaboratively manage their natural resources to both protect biodiversity and spur economic growth in rural areas (Berkes 2007). The different variations of community-based conservation include community-based natural resource management (CBNRM), community-based forest management (CBFM), community-based wildlife management (CBWM), community-based marine management (CBMM), community-based fisheries management (CBFM), participatory forest management (PFM), community forest management (CFM). Hence, our review will focus on diverse types of ecosystems (e.g., forest, marine) and diverse forms of CBC approaches that emphasize the role of local people in decision-making and management of natural resources (see Roe et al. 2009).
Well-being: For decades, material well-being metrics, such as income, dominated rural development interventions (Woodhouse et al. 2015). However, a shift to recognize the multidimensionality of well-being continued gaining momentum in recent years (Betley et al., 2021, Coulthard, et al. 2018, Narayan et al., 2000, Woodhouse et al., 2015). Conservation interventions with the dual goals of biodiversity conservation and rural development have become popular (McShane & Wells, 2004) and led to the introduction of multiple frameworks for the evaluation of different interventions for human well-being, including within conservation (Betley et al. 2021, Woodhouse et al. 2015). One such framework ‘Voices of the Poor’ was developed based on the views, experiences, and aspirations of more than 60,000 poor men and women from 60 countries (Narayan et al. 2000). For the poor people in the ‘Voices of the Poor’ project, there are five well-being domains namely material, health, social relations, security, and freedom of choice and action (Narayan et al. 2000). Although we acknowledge that well-being has been defined in different ways in the literature, however, for our review, we define well-being based on Breslow et al. (2016)’s definition which is “a state of being with others and the environment, which arises when human needs are met, when individuals and communities can act meaningfully to pursue their goals, and when individuals and communities enjoy a satisfactory quality of life.” (p. 251). We will also adapt the five well-being domains from Narayan et al. (2000) to evaluate the impact of alternative livelihood projects on local livelihood and well-being. 
[bookmark: _Int_ajqGcDnZ]Livelihood: As Ian Scoones (2009) noted, ‘livelihood’ is a mobile and flexible term very popular in rural development literature and project materials (Scoones, 2009). Simply defined, livelihood refers to ‘the means of gaining a living’ (Chambers, 1995), and for most people, many different activities and resources are combined to make a living (Chambers, 1995, Scoones, 2009)





















	
