Supplementary Table 1   Descriptive AI-specific methodological audit of included studies
	First author
	LLM model/version 
	Prompt strategy 
	Output reproducibility 
	Hallucination/error analysis 
	Training-data leakage 
	Overall AI-specific concern

	Arslan,B[18]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Moderate-to-high concern

	Tortum,F[16]
	Reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	High concern

	Zaboli,A[17]
	Reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	High concern

	Paslı,S[15]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Moderate concern

	Yazaki,M[19]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	High concern

	Eraybar,S[20]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	High concern

	Colakca,C[24]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Moderate concern

	Masanneck,L[25]
	Reported
	Reported
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Moderate concern

	Kim,JH[26]
	Reported
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Moderate concern

	Fraser,H[27]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Moderate concern

	Sarbay,İ[28]
	Reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	Partially reported
	Not reported
	High concern


Note: “Reported” indicates that the item was explicitly and sufficiently described in the original article. “Partially reported” indicates that the item was mentioned but lacked sufficient methodological detail for reproducibility or risk-of-bias assessment. “Not reported” indicates that no explicit information on the item was identified in the article. This descriptive audit was informed by AI-specific domains emphasized in PRISMA-AI, QUADAS-AI, STARD-AI, and PROBAST+AI, but was not used as a formal numerical risk-of-bias scoring instrument.
