Supplemental File 1. Supplementary material for the article “Community Based Participatory Research in
peacebuilding: A literature review”. This file contains Supplemental Tables 1-6: objectives of the
implementation of CBPR in contexts of peace and conflict (Supplemental Table 1), methodological tools
(Supplemental Table 2), benefits (Supplemental Table 3), challenges (Supplemental Table 4), a summary of
the 20 included studies (Supplemental Table 5) and an illustrative example of the coding process
(Supplemental Table 6). The geographic distribution of the included studies is shown in Figure 2 of the main

article.

Supplemental Table 1.

Objectives of the implementation of CBPR in contexts of peace and conflict

Objective

Description

Authors

Resilience in
conflict contexts.

Identify culturally rooted indicators of youth resilience in
post-war northern Uganda

(Vindevogel et al.,
2015)

Fostering a sense of security, psychological well-being and
resilience in children in conflict situations

(Veronese et al.,
2022)

Governance and

Establish shared accountability structures for the outcomes

(Hancock, 2023)

peacebuilding of peace interventions, fostering empowerment as a basis for

mechanisms sustainable peace
To analyse the role of international cooperation in the | (Nupia & Valencia
creation of knowledge in the post-conflict, developing | Espinosa, 2023)
hybrid models to produce knowledge for peace

Participatory Strengthening community capacity to address intimate (White et al., 2013)

interventions in

partner violence

gender violence

Design interventions that respond to the needs of survivors (Poleshuck et al.,
of gender-based violence 2018)

Exploring the intersection of intimate partner violence and | (Blanchard et al.,
vulnerability to HIV between sex workers and their partners | 2017)

Explore immigrant and refugee women's experiences of | (Vaughan et al.,
family violence, identifying barriers and facilitators of | 2015)

support services

Implement participatory research within domestic violence
care programs

(Nnawulezi et al.,
2019)

Develop accessible and effective interventions to address
sexual violence through community engagement and
collective learning

(Wolferman et al.,
2019)

Design of youth Co-design youth violence prevention programs with | (Leffetal., 2010)
violence community leaders
programmes Develop a hospital intervention to reduce the recidivism of | (Snider et al., 2010)
youth violence
Evaluate youth violence prevention programs co-created | (Le et al., 2011)
with communities
Explore how young people affected by sexual violence | (Warrington,
understand and express resistance from participatory | Langhoff &
creative methods Warnock, 2024)
Community Applying a community-based, participatory approach to | (Stalker et al., 2020)
experiences of crime and violence prevention
overcoming Defining gun violence through lived experiences in the | (Hausman &
conflict. community, strengthening local networks Becker, 2000)
Reducing violence against health workers through citizen | (Ferrari et al., 2023)
science approaches
Participatory Develop contextual knowledge about schools in conflict | (Lozano et al,
interventions for situations, strengthening the role of teachers as | 2023)
peace in the school | peacebuilding agents
context. Develop and implement a faith-based mental health | (Kataoka et al,




intervention for children exposed to violence, from a faith- | 2006)
based school setting
Development of Adapt psychometric scales used in youth intervention and | (Hausman et al.,
instruments from violence prevention programs, to define indicators of | 2013)
participatory success from the perspective of communities
approaches.

Source: Authors’ creation

Supplemental Table 2.

Methodological tools for the implementation of CBPR in contexts of peace and conflict

Methodological tools

Authors

Bibliographic narratives

(Lozano et al., 2023)

Focus groups

(Ferrari et al., 2023; Hausman et al., 2013; Kataoka et
al., 2006; Leff et al., 2010; Poleshuck et al., 2018;
Stalker et al., 2020; Vaughan et al., 2015; Vindevogel et
al., 2015; Wolferman et al., 2019)

Program pilots

(Leffetal., 2010)

Committees with community representation

(Blanchard et al., 2017; Kataoka et al., 2006; Poleshuck
et al., 2018; Wolferman et al., 2019)

Controlled Trials

(Ferrari et al., 2023; Kataoka et al., 2006)

Historical chronologies

(Vindevogel et al., 2015)

Development and adaptation of scales

(Hausman et al., 2013; White et al., 2013)

Community Mapping

(Hausman & Becker, 2000; Snider et al., 2010; Stalker et
al., 2020; Veronese et al., 2022; Vindevogel et al., 2015)

Participatory Classification Methodology

(Vindevogel et al., 2015)

Transect Walk

(Veronese et al., 2022; Vindevogel et al., 2015)

Rapid Participatory Evaluation

(Hausman & Becker, 2000)

Interviews

(Ferrari et al., 2023; Hausman & Becker, 2000;
Nnawulezi et al., 2019; Stalker et al., 2020; Vaughan et
al., 2015; Veronese et al., 2022)

Community validation sessions

(Hancock, 2023; Hausman et al., 2013; Hausman &
Becker, 2000; Snider et al., 2010; Wolferman et al.,
2019)

Ethnography

(Wolferman et al., 2019)

Surveys

(Le et al., 2011; Wolferman et al., 2019)

Art-based participatory methods

(Vaughan et al., 2015; Warrington, Langhoff &
Warnock, 2024)

Structured observation

(Ferrari et al., 2023; Stalker et al., 2020)

Cost-effectiveness evaluation

(Ferrari et al., 2023)

Longitudinal Case Study

(Blanchard et al., 2017)

Collaborative thematic analysis

(Blanchard et al., 2017; Snider et al., 2010)

Brainstorming

(Snider et al., 2010)

Workshops with researchers

(Nupia & Valencia Espinosa, 2023)

Source: Authors’ creation

Supplemental Table 3.

Benefits of implementing CBPR in contexts of peace and conflict

Benefits

Authors

Fosters  trust, collaboration

empowering local communities

and action.

community | (Blanchard et al., 2017; Ferrari et al., 2023;
empowerment through participation and dialogue, | Hancock, 2023; Hausman et al., 2013; Hausman &
and enhancing | Becker, 2000; Kataoka et al., 2006; Le et al,
stakeholder engagement through shared reflection | 2011; Leff et al., 2010; Nnawulezi et al., 2019;

Nupia & Valencia Espinosa, 2023; Poleshuck et
al., 2018; Snider et al., 2010; Stalker et al., 2020;
Vaughan et al., 2015; Veronese et al., 2022;




Vindevogel et al., 2015; Warrington, Langhoff &
Warnock, 2024; White et al., 2013; Wolferman et
al., 2019)

Promotes greater community ownership,
sustainability and relevance of results by integrating
local perspectives and partnerships between different
actors

(Blanchard et al.,, 2017; Ferrari et al., 2023;
Hancock, 2023; Hausman et al., 2013; Hausman &
Becker, 2000; Kataoka et al., 2006; Le et al.,
2011; Leff et al., 2010; Lozano et al., 2023;
Poleshuck et al., 2018; Stalker et al., 2020; White
etal., 2013)

Strengthens skills development and community
resilience through the participatory research process
itself.

(Ferrari et al., 2023; Hancock, 2023; Lozano et al.,
2023; Nnawulezi et al., 2019; Snider et al., 2010;
Stalker et al., 2020; Vindevogel et al., 2015;
Wolferman et al., 2019)

Contributes to the development of policies,
programmes and interventions based on locally
identified needs.

(Blanchard et al.,, 2017; Ferrari et al.,, 2023;
Hausman et al., 2013; Hausman & Becker, 2000;
Kataoka et al., 2006; Le et al., 2011; Leff et al.,
2010; Poleshuck et al., 2018; Snider et al., 2010;
Stalker et al., 2020; Vaughan et al., 2015;
Veronese et al., 2022; Warrington, Langhoff &
Warnock, 2024)

Improves  peacebuilding  strategies  through
interdisciplinary and context-sensitive approaches.

(Hancock, 2023; Lozano et al., 2023; Nupia &
Valencia Espinosa, 2023)

Promote the closing of the gap between academic and
community knowledge through participatory
techniques by generating culturally relevant data.

(Nnawulezi et al.,, 2019; Nupia & Valencia
Espinosa, 2023)

Source: Authors’ creation

Supplemental Table 4.

Challenges of implementing community-based participatory research in peace and conflict contexts

Limitation

Authors

High demand for time, personnel and training by
stakeholders which could affect their continued
participation in the process.

(Blanchard et al., 2017; Ferrari et al., 2023;
Hausman et al., 2013; Hausman & Becker, 2000;
Nnawulezi et al,, 2019; Nupia & Valencia
Espinosa, 2023; Poleshuck et al., 2018; Snider et
al., 2010; Stalker et al., 2020; Vaughan et al.,
2015; Veronese et al, 2022; Warrington,
Langhoff & Warnock, 2024; White et al., 2013;
Wolferman et al., 2019)

Challenges in reconciling scientific

community knowledge.

rigour with

(Blanchard et al., 2017; Hausman et al., 2013;
Leff et al., 2010; Nupia & Valencia Espinosa,
2023)

Difficulty in balancing research objectives with the
urgent needs of the community

(Hausman & Becker, 2000; Leff et al., 2010;
Nupia & Valencia Espinosa, 2023; Stalker et al.,
2020)

Emotional and ethical cost to staff and participants.

(Ferrari et al., 2023; Le et al., 2011; Lozano et
al., 2023; Nnawulezi et al., 2019; Poleshuck et
al., 2018; Snider et al., 2010; Vaughan et al.,
2015; Warrington, Langhoff & Warnock, 2024)

Limited generalization due to context-specific findings.

(Hancock, 2023; Vaughan et al, 2015;
Vindevogel et al., 2015)

Logistical challenges in coordinating activities with
community participation.

(Blanchard et al., 2017; Kataoka et al., 2006;
Leff et al., 2010; Lozano et al., 2023; Snider et
al., 2010; Stalker et al., 2020)

Possible cultural or social desirability biases that affect
participants' responses, interactions, and interpretation

(Snider et al., 2010; Stalker et al., 2020;
Veronese et al., 2022; Vindevogel et al., 2015)




of participatory exercises.

Limitations in the establishment of mechanisms for the
long-term monitoring of Community initiatives

(Hancock, 2023; Hausman et al., 2013; Hausman
& Becker, 2000; Le et al., 2011)

(Blanchard et al., 2017; Ferrari et al., 2023;
Hancock, 2023; Hausman & Becker, 2000;
Nupia & Valencia Espinosa, 2023; Warrington,
Langhoff & Warnock, 2024)

Persistence of power asymmetries despite participatory
objectives between the different actors

Administrative and financing difficulties limiting the | (Ferrari et al., 2023; Kataoka et al., 2006; Nupia

flexibility = and  adaptation  of  participatory | & Valencia Espinosa, 2023; Warrington,
methodologies Langhoff & Warnock, 2024)
Source: Authors’ creation
Supplemental Table 5.
Summary of the 20 studies included in the systematic literature review
Author Country / Conflict context Study CBPR approach & main | Key objective
(year) region population methodological tools
Hausman & | United States | Community / Community Rapid Participatory Appraisal: | Use participatory research to
Becker armed violence residents semi-structured interviews, | plan the evaluation of
(2000) network mapping, qualitative | violence-prevention
analysis programmes
Kataoka et United States | Community Children, Parent focus groups, | Develop a  faith-based
al. (2006) violence (Latino parents, faith community committee, | mental-health intervention
immigrant community adaptation of an evidence- | for children exposed to
children) based intervention violence
Leff et al. United States | Youth violence Urban Focus groups, pilot testing, | Co-design the PARTNERS
(2010) adolescents, organisational site assessments | youth-violence
community prevention/leadership
leaders programme
Snider etal. | Canada Youth violence Youth, Concept Mapping | Develop an  emergency-
(2010) parents, (brainstorming, sorting, rating) | department-based youth-
community via mixed methods violence intervention
youth workers
Leetal. United States | Youth violence Immigrant Community mobilisation, | Prevent  youth  violence
(2011) (Asian/immigrant) | youth and surveys, programme evaluation | among Asian and immigrant
community populations
Hausman et | United States | Youth violence Community Adaptation of psychometric | Develop community-relevant
al. (2013) partners scales; community-defined | outcome measures  for
indicators violence-prevention
programmes
White et al. United States | Intimate partner Ethnic- CBPR; culturally grounded | Understand IPV in specific
(2013) violence (ethnic- minority instrument adaptation cultural contexts and
minority women) women strengthen community
capacity
Vaughan et | Australia Family violence Immigrant In-depth  interviews,  key- | Understand the dynamics of
al. (2015) — (immigrant & and refugee informant interviews, focus | violence against immigrant
ASPIRE refugee women) women, groups, Photovoice and refugee women
service
providers
Vindevogel Uganda Post-war / armed Youth, Participatory classification: | Develop a culturally sensitive
et al. (2015) conflict parents, historical chronologies, | conceptualisation of youth
elders, community mapping, transect | resilience
leaders, tours, group discussions
teachers
Blanchard India IPV & HIV Female sex Longitudinal qualitative case | Pursue authenticity while
etal. (2017) vulnerability (sex | workers and study; collaborative thematic | exploring IPV and HIV
work) male partners | analysis vulnerability
Poleshuck United States | Intimate partner Survivors; Focus groups; community | Develop an  innovative
etal. (2018) violence (with community advisory board co-design treatment paradigm for IPV
depression/pain) advisory survivors
board
Nnawulezi United States | Domestic Domestic- Negotiated participatory | Obtain ecologically valid
et al. (2019) violence violence processes; interviews data within  crisis-support
program staff settings
Wolferman United States | Sexual violence Students; Community advisory board, | Reflect on board practice in a
et al. (2019) (campus) advisory ethnography, surveys campus sexual-violence
board project




Stalker et United States | Community Residents, Interviews,  focus  groups, | Assess and plan the Thrive
al. (2020) — violence / crime law geomapping, structured | community violence-
Thrive enforcement, observation reduction initiative
cross-sector
stakeholders
Veronese et | Palestine Military / political | Palestinian Interactive maps, walk-along | Examine children's human
al. (2022) violence children interviews, transect routes (in)security and
psychological well-being

Hancock International Post-conflict Local actors Community-Based Monitoring | Develop accountable,
(2023) (UN peacebuilding and donors and Evaluation; participatory | collaborative peacebuilding

Peacebuilding data collection evaluation

Fund

settings)
Lozano et Colombia Armed conflict / Teachers in Individual and  collective | Position teachers as
al. (2023) post-conflict conflict- biographical narratives peacebuilding agents from

(schools) affected zones schools

Nupia & Colombia Peacebuilding Researchers; Workshop with researchers; | Understand mechanisms of
Valencia (knowledge co- international document analysis of research | knowledge co-production in
Espinosa production) cooperation proposals peace research
(2023) actors
Ferrari et Democratic Violence against Health-care Citizen science; interviews, | Reduce violence against
al. (2023) Republic of healthcare in workers and structured  observation, co- | health-care workers via a co-

Congo & Iraq | crisis settings community designed code of conduct; | designed intervention

stepped-wedge RCT; cost-
effectiveness

Warrington, | England Sexual violence Young people | Creative and participatory arts- | Enable safe, participatory
Langhoff & (young people) affected by based methods (incl. | research on 'resistance’
Warnock sexual Photovoice)
(2024) violence

Source: Authors' creation.

Supplemental Table 6.
Ilustrative example of the coding process

The excerpts below are paraphrased illustrations, reconstructed from the published sources cited, showing how raw text
was translated into descriptive codes and grouped into the broader categories reported in the Results section. One example
is given for each of the four categories (objectives, methodological tools, benefits and challenges). They are provided for
methodological transparency; the corresponding author holds the full coding spreadsheet with the original text segments

extracted during analysis.

Illustrative text segment

Descriptive code

Broader category (theme)

"Young people, parents and community leaders
jointly identified the local signs that indicate that
a young person is coping well after war"
(paraphrased from Vindevogel et al., 2015).

Community-defined indicators

of resilience

Resilience in conflict contexts
(Objectives)

"Children and researchers walked through their
neighbourhood together, marking on maps the
places they perceived as safe or unsafe"
(paraphrased from Veronese et al., 2022).

Walking and mapping with
participants

Dialogic and creative techniques
(Methodological tools)

"Researchers and community members held
repeated joint sessions to design the intervention
together, building rapport over time"
(paraphrased from Hausman & Becker, 2000).

Shared, iterative design
process

Fosters trust, collaboration and
community empowerment
(Benefits)

"The evaluation required additional staff time
and training that had not been budgeted for at the
outset" (paraphrased from Stalker et al., 2020).

Unplanned resource and time
demand

High demand for time, personnel
and training (Challenges)

"Community leaders were consulted on the
interpretation of findings before dissemination"
(paraphrased from Hancock, 2023).

Community involvement in
interpreting results

Promotes greater community
ownership (Benefits)

Source: Authors’ creation
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