Derivations from the protocol and changes to the coding strategy
Time limitations and the quantity of studies led to a number of deviations from the published protocol in order to streamline the process.
Deviations from the protocol
· Eligible pests were restricted to include only invertebrate pests. Microorganisms and weeds were excluded. This decision was made between screening at title and at abstract and is reflected in the results.
· Papers were coded using the abstract instead of full text. This decision was defined in a caveat in the protocol for time restrictions.
· Secondary research was not examined for additional papers – only primary research was included.
· The protocol stated that the first 500 hits from Google Scholar would be exported, however only the first 100 were exported for screening.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The inclusion criteria was expanded to answer queries not initially considered by the protocol.
· Searches for grey literature were added.
Several changes were also made to the coding strategy defined in the protocol. 
· Detail was added concerning the scientific classifications of pests and plants in order to identify patterns in the taxa.
· Bibliographic detail was expanded for rigour. 
· The application method was recorded for all interventions, instead of solely when the comparator was “methods of application” as stated in the protocol, as this was the focus of the secondary question. 
· Details of whether allelopathy had been referenced in the title or abstract was also added to the coding tool as it was noteworthy that many did not. 
· Details were removed due to coding at abstract not full text and in order to simplify the database: study design, experimental design, study availability and application timing. 
· “Author reported conclusion” was removed to prevent inappropriate vote counting without critical appraisals.

