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1. Online publication database: Google Scholar
Google Scholar was searched on 13/03/17 with the exact phrase “systematic review” and at least one of the words (manage OR management OR coordinate OR coordination OR software OR program OR programs OR platform OR platforms) in the title of the article only. This returned approximately 5620 results. The top 1000 of these (ordered by relevance) were downloaded via Harzing’s Publish or Perish v 5.27 [1] (it is not possible to download more than the first 1000 Google Scholar results) and screened for inclusion, first by title, then title and abstract, and finally by full-text. One study was found to be relevant following full-text screening [2] as it referenced several systematic review management software packages (e.g. the SLuRp tool and the SLR-Tool). 
To test whether searching Google Scholar on title only had restricted the search results, we repeated the search on all text (also using Harzing’s Publish or Perish v 5.27 [1] on 13/03/17) and screened results as above, however no relevant studies were found. Interestingly, the one relevant study identified in the title only search was not returned in the top 1000 results from the full text search. 
This search methodology was limited by the fact the relevance ranking in Google Scholar appeared to be related to number of citations. In both searches, the top 1000 results all had 48 or more citations, meaning more recently published, or less cited articles about relevant software, may not have been captured. Evidence for this is the absence of a reference about the new software Rayyan [3].
2. Snowball searching through general web searches: Google
A Google search was conducted using the phrase “systematic review management software” on 06/03/17 and the first five pages of search results were manually checked for potentially relevant information. Any results relating to lists of databases or systematic review tools (e.g. Dalhousie University’s ‘Systematic Reviews: A how-to guide’, http://dal.ca.libguides.com/c.php?g=257491&p=2939165) were followed up and a total of nine results were found.
3. Screening of targeted websites
Six new records were found through a search of the Systematic Review Toolbox (www.systematicreviewtools.com) on 06/03/17 using the built-in search facility. Advanced search: [Underlying approach: ‘Whole Process’; Discipline: ‘Any’; Cost: ‘Any’; Specific features: ‘Any’]. 
All software tools in the Systematic Review Toolbox was also manually reviewed for relevance on 03/04/17, in case any other potentially relevant software was overlooked due to misclassification in the database. No new software was identified that had not already been located through the broader search methodology.
4. Backwards and forwards citation searches
A forward citation search was undertaken on the single relevant record identified through the Google Scholar searches [2]. This was conducted on 31/03/17 using Google Scholar to identify article citations. A total of 129 citations were found and these were screened for relevance initially by title, then title and abstract and finally by full-text. Seven relevant articles were identified at full-text stage [4-10].
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