PRISMA Checklist
	Section/Topic
	Item #
	Checklist Item
	Reported on Page/Section

	TITLE
	1
	Identify the report as a systematic review, meta-analysis, or both.
	Title page: "Reimagining Primary Care with Artificial Intelligence: A Systematic Review and Meta-Synthesis"

	ABSTRACT
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	Structured summary including background, objectives, data sources, study eligibility criteria, participants, interventions, study appraisal and synthesis methods, results, limitations, conclusions, and implications.
	Abstract section

	INTRODUCTION
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	Rationale for the review in the context of what is already known.
	Introduction section
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	Explicit statement of questions being addressed with reference to participants, interventions, comparisons, outcomes, and study design (PICOS).
	Introduction, last paragraph: Research question defined

	METHODS
	5
	Indicate if a review protocol exists, and if and where it can be accessed (e.g., web address).
	Methods, Design: PROSPERO ID CRD420251115456

	
	6
	Eligibility criteria for including studies, including study characteristics (e.g., PICOS, length of follow-up) and report characteristics (e.g., years considered, language, publication status).
	Methods, Search Strategy and Study Selection Process

	
	7
	Information sources (e.g., databases, additional sources) and last search date.
	Methods, Search Strategy: PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, CINAHL, grey literature, January 2015–July 2025

	
	8
	Full electronic search strategy for at least one database, including limits used.
	Methods, Search Strategy: Sample search string provided

	
	9
	Process for selecting studies (e.g., screening, eligibility, included in systematic review, and meta-analysis).
	Methods, Study Selection Process; Figure 1 (PRISMA Flowchart)

	
	10
	Method of data collection and list of data items extracted.
	Methods, Data Extraction

	
	11
	Method for assessing risk of bias in individual studies.
	Methods, Quality Assessment: CASP Qualitative Checklist

	
	12
	Summary measures (e.g., risk ratio, difference in means).
	Methods, Data Synthesis: Qualitative meta-synthesis, thematic analysis

	
	13
	Approach to synthesizing results (e.g., narrative, meta-analysis).
	Methods, Data Synthesis: Noblit and Hare’s meta-ethnography, Braun and Clarke’s thematic analysis

	
	14
	Additional analyses (e.g., sensitivity, subgroup analyses, meta-regression).
	Not applicable (qualitative synthesis)

	RESULTS
	15
	Number of studies screened, assessed for eligibility, and included, with reasons for exclusions at each stage.
	Results, Description of Studies; Figure 1 (PRISMA Flowchart)

	
	16
	Characteristics of included studies (e.g., size, follow-up, study design).
	Results, Description of Studies; Table 1

	
	17
	Risk of bias within studies.
	Results, Quality Assessment: CASP results in supplementary file

	
	18
	Results of individual studies for all outcomes considered.
	Results, Meta-syntheses Results; Table 1

	
	19
	Results of syntheses (e.g., pooled estimates, confidence intervals).
	Results, Meta-syntheses Results; Table 2

	
	20
	Results of additional analyses, if done.
	Not applicable

	DISCUSSION
	21
	Summary of evidence, including key findings.
	Discussion section

	
	22
	Limitations at study and outcome level (e.g., risk of bias) and review level (e.g., incomplete retrieval).
	Limitations section

	
	23
	Conclusions, including implications for practice and future research.
	Conclusion section

	FUNDING
	24
	Sources of funding and role of funders.
	Funding: No funding received
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