Appendix B – Quality of Evidence Synthesis Tool (QuEST) appraisal form
	Criteria
	Response and page location

	Are there clear research questions, aims or objectives?
	Yes, on page 5

	Were full inclusion AND exclusion criteria provided in the method section?
	Yes, on page 6

	Are the publication years included defined in the title, abstract or method section?
	Yes, in the title, abstract and method section

	Was the search adequately conducted and likely to have covered all relevant studies?
	Yes – Web of Science used, alongside data from journal and manually checked via journal website

	Was the search string reported in full?
	N/A – as all articles were included from IJETHE

	Do they report inter-rater reliability?
	No – only one coder

	IS DEST use or non-use reported?
	Yes, page 6 (Excel, Leximancer), page 7 (Publish or Perish, EPPI Reviewer)

	Is the data extraction coding schema provided?
	Yes, via the OSF, listed on page 8

	Is some form of quality assessment applied?
	Yes, the QuEST tool, on page 8

	[bookmark: _Int_FoT4UNtf]Are sufficient details provided about the individual included studies?
	N/A – as this is a bibliometric study

	Is there a reflection on review limitations?
	Yes, on page 8



		
	Total score (out of 11):
	10

	Quality assessment:
	Critically low quality (0-3.5 points)
	Low quality 
(4-5.5 points)
	Medium quality
(6-8 points)
	High quality
(8.5-9.5 points)
	Excellent quality
(10-11 points)


		

