Reviewer’s protocol

Q1. Please list your revision requests for the authors and provide your detailed comments, including highlighting limitations and strengths of the review. If you have additional comments based on Q2 and Q3 you can add them as well.

	






















Q2. Check List	
	
	Yes
	No
	Not Applicable
	Give your comments

	a. 	Is the quality of the figures and tables satisfactory?
	
	
	
	

	b. 	Does the reference list cover the relevant literature adequately and in an unbiased manner?
	
	
	
	

	c. 	Does this manuscript refer only to published data? (unpublished or original data is not allowed for a systematic review)
	
	
	
	

	d. 	Does the review include a balanced, comprehensive, and critical view of the research area?
	
	
	
	

	e. 	Is the research question of the systematic review clearly defined in terms of populations, interventions, comparators, outcomes, and study designs (PICOS)?
	
	
	
	

	f. 	Is this review built on methods that are clearly defined to identify, categorize, analyze and report aggregated evidence on a specific topic?
	
	
	
	

	g. 	Is the search strategy adequate and appropriate to minimize bias and errors?
	
	
	
	

	h. 	Does this review conform to the relevant guidelines (e.g. PRISMA, Campbell, Cochrane guidelines)
	
	
	
	

	i. 	Is a PRISMA flow diagram included?
	
	
	
	

	j. 	Have visualization tools been used to represent the connections between the analyzed sources? Are the visualization tools adequately interpreted in the text of the manuscript?
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Q3. Quality Assessment
	
	
	Low (1)
	2
	3
	4
	High (5)
	Give your comments

	Q3
	Rigor
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Q4
	Quality of the writing
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Q5
	Overall quality of the content
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Q6
	Interest to a general audience
	
	
	
	
	
	



Reviewer’s decision:

