Supplementary material - Databases (Scopus and Web of Science) verification of completeness
It was observed that Scopus returned a significantly higher number of results than Web of Science. This difference in data volume was decisive in the choice, as Scopus provided a more extensive and diverse coverage of the relevant literature. Therefore, Scopus was chosen as the main data source for this research, ensuring a broader and more representative collection of articles and publications relevant to our study. 
Both Scopus and Web of Science support advanced search functionalities based on structured search strings that can target terms in titles, abstracts and author keywords. In this study, the same search string was applied consistently to both databases during the initial comparison. Scopus was ultimately selected because it returned a larger number of relevant results and offered broader coverage of the literature, which ensured a more comprehensive dataset for the bibliometric analysis.
For this study, the Scopus database was used due to its comprehensive and respected nature, being particularly useful for locating bibliographic references in engineering thanks and economics to its broad coverage of high-quality journals and conferences. It offers advanced search features and bibliometric metrics, allowing for the quick identification of relevant articles and an assessment of their impact in the field. 
Additionally, we performed a completeness analysis of the metadata obtained from Scopus and Web of Science databases, to evaluate their integrity. The results obtained from Scopus are presented in Table S1 and for Web of Science are reported on Table S2. For the analysis, we analyzed all the fields on the metadata, but we highlighted in bold the ones used for this bibliometric review. The total number of documents analyzed (n) was obtained by the same strings presented in Table 1, with the search done on September 10, 2025, considering the time period until 2024.
It is possible to note that, in general, for the used fields, the completeness of the two databases was similar. Scopus presented 0.43% missing data regarding authors’ names, while for Web of Science there was no missing data. On the other hand, Scopus presented only 4.55% of missing data for authors’ affiliation, while Web of Science presented 11.27%.  For title of the document, neither database presented any missing data. Regarding source title, Web of Science had no missing data, while Scopus presented 10.61% gaps. In terms of keywords, both databases presented a lack of about 25%. Finally, regarding document type, abstract, citations and year had no missing data for both databases. As for the other fields, the lack of data does not necessarily represent missing data, but the fact that the information is not related to the document analyzed, e.g., book title and conference title would only apply to documents type book and conference paper, respectively. Therefore, considering the similarity between the two databases in terms of completeness and the higher number of documents returned by Scopus, we chose to use Scopus database to perform our bibliometric review.

Table S1 – Completeness analysis of Scopus database
	Scopus

	n = 
	462
	 

	Fields
	Missing values
	%

	Authors
	460
	0.43%

	Author full names
	460
	0.43%

	Author(s) ID
	460
	0.43%

	Title
	462
	0.00%

	Year
	462
	0.00%

	Source title
	413
	10.61%

	Volume
	412
	10.82%

	Issue
	321
	30.52%

	Art. No.
	100
	78.35%

	Page start
	358
	22.51%

	Page end
	357
	22.73%

	Page count
	462
	0.00%

	Cited by
	462
	0.00%

	DOI
	395
	14.50%

	Link
	462
	0.00%

	Affiliations
	441
	4.55%

	Authors with affiliations
	460
	0.43%

	Abstract
	462
	0.00%

	Author Keywords
	350
	24.24%

	Index Keywords
	344
	25.54%

	Molecular Sequence Numbers
	0
	100.00%

	Chemicals/CAS
	24
	94.81%

	Tradenames
	0
	100.00%

	Manufacturers
	0
	100.00%

	Funding Details
	148
	67.97%

	Funding Texts
	151
	67.32%

	References
	432
	6.49%

	Correspondence Address
	315
	31.82%

	Editors
	18
	96.10%

	Publisher
	314
	32.03%

	Sponsors
	21
	95.45%

	Conference name
	41
	91.13%

	Conference date
	20
	95.67%

	Conference location
	20
	95.67%

	Conference code
	20
	95.67%

	ISSN
	416
	9.96%

	ISBN
	92
	80.09%

	CODEN
	181
	60.82%

	PubMed ID
	33
	92.86%

	Language of Original Document
	461
	0.22%

	Abbreviated Source Title
	454
	1.73%

	Document Type
	462
	0.00%

	Publication Stage
	462
	0.00%

	Open Access
	151
	67.32%

	Source
	462
	0.00%

	EID
	462
	0.00%




Table S2 – Completeness analysis of Web of Science database
	Web of Science

	n=
	142
	 

	Field
	Missing values
	%

	Publication Type
	142
	0.00%

	Authors
	142
	0.00%

	Book Authors
	0
	100.00%

	Book Editors
	16
	88.73%

	Book Group Authors
	0
	100.00%

	Author Full Names
	142
	0.00%

	Book Author Full Names
	0
	100.00%

	Group Authors
	0
	100.00%

	Article Title
	142
	0.00%

	Source Title
	142
	0.00%

	Book Series Title
	11
	92.25%

	Book Series Subtitle
	0
	100.00%

	Language
	142
	0.00%

	Document Type
	142
	0.00%

	Conference Title
	21
	85.21%

	Conference Date
	21
	85.21%

	Conference Location
	21
	85.21%

	Conference Sponsor
	17
	88.03%

	Conference Host
	4
	97.18%

	Author Keywords
	125
	11.97%

	Keywords Plus
	108
	23.94%

	Abstract
	142
	0.00%

	Addresses
	139
	2.11%

	Affiliations
	126
	11.27%

	Reprint Addresses
	138
	2.82%

	Email Addresses
	121
	14.79%

	Researcher Ids
	104
	26.76%

	ORCIDs
	102
	28.17%

	Funding Orgs
	68
	52.11%

	Funding Name Preferred
	68
	52.11%

	Funding Text
	67
	52.82%

	Cited References
	0
	100.00%

	Cited Reference Count
	142
	0.00%

	Times Cited, WoS Core
	142
	0.00%

	Times Cited, All Databases
	142
	0.00%

	180 Day Usage Count
	142
	0.00%

	Since 2013 Usage Count
	142
	0.00%

	Publisher
	142
	0.00%

	Publisher City
	142
	0.00%

	Publisher Address
	142
	0.00%

	ISSN
	125
	11.97%

	eISSN
	90
	36.62%

	ISBN
	15
	89.44%

	Journal Abbreviation
	137
	3.52%

	Journal ISO Abbreviation
	127
	10.56%

	Publication Date
	120
	15.49%

	Publication Year
	142
	0.00%

	Volume
	130
	8.45%

	Issue
	96
	32.39%

	Part Number
	1
	99.30%

	Supplement
	0
	100.00%

	Special Issue
	6
	95.77%

	Meeting Abstract
	0
	100.00%

	Start Page
	99
	30.28%

	End Page
	99
	30.28%

	Article Number
	40
	71.83%

	DOI
	124
	12.68%

	DOI Link
	124
	12.68%

	Book DOI
	0
	100.00%

	Early Access Date
	34
	76.06%

	Number of Pages
	142
	0.00%

	WoS Categories
	142
	0.00%

	Web of Science Index
	142
	0.00%

	Research Areas
	142
	0.00%

	IDS Number
	142
	0.00%

	Pubmed Id
	9
	93.66%

	Open Access Designations
	52
	63.38%

	Highly Cited Status
	0
	100.00%

	Hot Paper Status
	0
	100.00%

	Date of Export
	142
	0.00%

	UT (Unique WOS ID)
	142
	0.00%

	Web of Science Record
	142
	0.00%





