Appendix A. Search protocol and label assignment
A.1 Sources and dates. Records were retrieved from Crossref, Scopus and Google Scholar. Each source was queried for the four label phrases and their common variants, restricted to documents published from 2000 onward. Retrieval operated under source-specific result ceilings, which are the reason the corpus is described as a large sample of the indexed journal literature rather than a census.
A.2 Label expressions. A paper receives a label when the expression below matches its title or abstract, case-insensitively. These are the literal patterns in snbe_common.py, reproduced verbatim rather than paraphrased. H denotes the hyphen class [\s\-‐‑‒–—], which admits a space, an ASCII hyphen and four Unicode dash forms, so that hyphenated and en-dashed variants match.
	Label
	Expression as executed

	Social enterprise
	social H enterprises?\b

	Social entrepreneurship
	social H entrepreneur(ship)?s?\b

	Inclusive business
	inclusive H business(es)?\b

	Base of the pyramid
	(base|bottom) H of H (the H )?(economic H )?pyramid or \bBOP\b or \bBoP\b



Three features of these expressions matter for interpretation. The base-of-the-pyramid expression makes both "the" and "economic" optional, so "base of pyramid" and "base of the economic pyramid" both match. The social entrepreneurship expression matches the agent form as well as the process form, so "social entrepreneur", "social entrepreneurs" and "social entrepreneurship" all match, which is why a paper may carry both social enterprise and social entrepreneurship. The inclusive business expression matches the bare term only and has no separate business-model variant.
An earlier version of this appendix printed paraphrased expressions that differed from the code in each of these three respects. The table above is generated from the executable patterns, and reproduce_from_deposit.py confirms that the deposited labels reproduce the group sizes reported throughout.
A.3 Screening. Records were deduplicated on normalised title and on DOI. Remaining records were matched to OpenAlex by DOI. Non-journal document types were then removed, principally working papers, conference proceedings, edited volumes, handbooks and reports. The resulting chain is 1,400 retrieved, 739 unique, 614 OpenAlex-matched and 554 journal articles.
A.4 Precision audit. A random sample of 25 labelled records was read in full and each label assignment judged against the paper's substantive focus. Twenty-four of the 25 were consistent, a precision of 96 per cent. The sample is small, and the figure should be read with its interval: a Wilson 95 per cent interval on 24 of 25 runs from 80.5 to 99.3 per cent. The audit was pooled across the four labels rather than stratified, so it supports no label-specific precision claim, and with ten inclusive business papers in the corpus the sample is unlikely to contain more than one. Recall was not estimated, for the reason given in Section 10. Precision and recall are different quantities, and a high precision estimate says nothing about how much of the relevant literature the search missed.
A.5 Populations. Four populations are distinguished and are used consistently throughout. Population A is the 614 OpenAlex-matched records before document-type exclusion and is not used for any reported result. Population B is the 554 screened journal articles. Population C is the 461 labelled papers. Population D is the 349 single-label papers with retrievable references, which is the network and paper-level population.


Online Resources (Submitted as Supplementary Files)
Online Resource 1 (ESM_1.docx) Supplementary methods and results, in three sections. Section 1 gives the search protocol as far as the archived logs preserve it, namely the sources, phrase variants, retrieval ceilings, per-source counts at each screening stage, deduplication rules, the label expressions as executed, the precision audit and the four populations. Verbatim query strings and per-source retrieval dates were not preserved and are not reconstructed. Section 2 gives complete robustness tables for all six label pairs across all thirteen specifications, the modularity implementation validation on seven test graphs, the coupling threshold sensitivity profile and the candidate-partition comparison. Section 3 gives the co-citation representation of frequently cited works, with its method, its modularity against null, the treatment of works lacking a decisive majority, and Figure S1
Online Resource 2 (ESM_2.zip) Analysis code, banked results in JSON form, the canonical value ledger linking every reported statistic to its source file, and a redistributable reproduction dataset. Running reproduce_from_deposit.py recomputes the corpus counts, pool sizes and all twelve pairwise Jaccard values from the deposited data alone and compares them with the deposited results; verified from a clean directory, 29 of 29 checks pass. Raw titles and abstracts are not redistributed, because part of the corpus came from a subscription source, and the labels derived from that text are deposited pre-computed under both labelling rules so that no reported value depends on text that is absent
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