Supplemental Material 1 - Typologies of literature review

	Typology of literature review
	Definition
	Source

	Systematic review
	It uses explicit, systematic methods that are selected with a view to minimizing bias, thus providing more reliable findings from which conclusions can be drawn and decisions made.
	Higgins and Green, 2011

	Rapid review
	"Rapid reviews are a form of evidence synthesis that may provide more timely information for decision making compared with standard systematic reviews." The methods of conducting rapid reviews varies widely, and are typically done in few weeks.
	Hartling et al. 2015

	Critical review
	A critical review is usually aimed at analytically understanding the literature to the point that it is possible to extrapolate hypotheses on the topic of review. Going beyond the level of detailed description of the existing literature, it allows the identification of the most significant contribution to the field. This review type is usually narrative or conceptual.
	Grant and Booth, 2009

	Scoping review
	Scoping reviews are useful to examine emerging evidence when it is still unclear what other, more specific, questions can be posed and valuably addressed by a more precise systematic review. The aim of scoping reviews is identifying the types of available evidence in a given field, clarifying key concepts and definitions in the literature, examining how research is conducted on a certain topic or field, identifying key characteristics or factors related to a concept, and analyzing knowledge gaps.
	Munn et al., 2018

	Mapping review
	Mapping reviews focus on a visual synthesis of the data and are question based rather than topic based like the scoping review. They are best designed for when there is an abundance and a diversity of research and to identify gaps in a topic area.
	Booth et al., 2016 

	Hermeneutic review
	The hermeneutic review supports the interpretation of literature and the development of understanding through an ongoing and cyclical dialogue between readers and text: it is basically based on the analysis and interpretation of the text, and represents a departure from a more formal, protocol based approach.
	Boell and Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014

	Mixed-methods review
	Mixed Methods Reviews widen the conceptualization of evidence, are methodologically inclusive and bring syntheses of evidence by combining the findings of qualitative and quantitative studies within a single systematic review to address the same overlapping or complementary review questions.
	Sandelowski et al., 2006 
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