Mapping the Scope of the Existing Literature
The analysis of the twenty-two studies included in this systematic review reveals important insights into both the scope and limitations of existing research in Argentina and Chile. By mapping the key characteristics of these studies, such as geographic distribution, settlement demographics, and methodological choices, this section highlights and discusses both the areas of scholarly concentration and notable gaps in the literature.
Of the entire dataset, nineteen settlements (86% of total) are located in Chile, and three settlements (14%) are in Argentina (See Table 3 below). A significant geographical imbalance is immediately apparent with the vast majority of studies concentrated Chile and in the Santiago Metropolitan Region. This alone accounts for 60% of the Chilean cases, while the rest are dispersed across Valparaíso, Concepción, and Tarapacá. In contrast, the only three cases in Argentina are all in different locations, spanning Buenos Aires, La Pampa, and Santa Fe. This skewed distribution likely reflects Chile’s role as a paradigmatic case of neoliberal housing reform in Latin America, (Murray and Clapham, 2015), which has generated sustained academic attention, particularly in Santiago. In contrast, Argentina’s more fragmented and regionally varied housing policy trajectory may have resulted in less consolidated research output. However, it also underscores a substantial research gap in the Argentine context, limiting the ability to conduct broader comparative analyses across diverse national frameworks and limiting generalisability. 
In terms of settlement scale, the majority of studies (59%) examine communities with over 500 residents, while 34% focus on smaller housing schemes ranging between 101 and 500 residents. Only two papers focus at the housing scheme level of less than 100 residents (see Scale column in Table 3). This differentiation may reflect divergent housing challenges in urban versus peri-urban areas, but it also raises questions about the generalisability of the findings across different spatial and demographic contexts.

Table 3: Mapping of dataset results 
	Publication ID
	Area covered
	Scale
	Region
	Country

	Baeza et al., (2021)
	Neighbourhood 
	>500
	Santiago & Valparaiso
	Chile

	Burgos (2015)
	Commune
	101-500  
	Tarapacá
	Chile

	Cáceres et al., (2001)
	Commune 
	101-500  
	Santiago
	Chile

	Carrasco (2021)
	Housing scheme
	<100
	Tarapacá
	Chile

	Celhay (2020)
	City 
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Cutts (2015)
	City
	>500
	Santa Fe
	Argentina

	Dohnke (2015)
	City
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Flores-Larsen (2021)
	Housing scheme
	101-500 
	La Pampa
	Argentina

	Fuentes y Rodriguez (2020)
	City
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Fuster-Farfán (2020)
	Housing scheme
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Gill (2022)
	Housing scheme
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Inzunza y Cárdenas (2017)
	Neighbourhood
	>500
	Maule
	Chile

	Lehner (2021)
	Housing scheme
	101-500   
	Buenos Aires
	Argentina

	Orlando-Romero (2023)
	Neighbourhood 
	>500
	Valparaíso
	Chile

	Ozler (2012)
	Neighbourhood 
	101-500   
	Santiago
	Chile

	Perez (2017)
	Commune 
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Perez (2018)
	Housing scheme
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Porras-Salazar (2020)
	Housing scheme
	101-500  
	Concepcion 
	Chile

	Rioseco (2008)
	City
	101-500   
	Santiago
	Chile

	Stang et al., (2022)
	City 
	>500
	Santiago & Antofagasta
	Chile

	Torres et al., (2008)
	Commune 
	101-500   
	Santiago
	Chile

	Vergara (2019)
	Housing scheme
	>500
	Santiago
	Chile

	Zunino, Hidalgo (2009)
	City 
	<100  
	Valparaiso
	Chile






