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A B S T R A C T
[For systematic or scoping reviews, add Data sources and Eligibility criteria when required by the applicable reporting guideline.]
Objective: [State the precise purpose of the review and the problem it addresses.]
Methods of synthesis: [Explain how evidence was selected, appraised, organized, and interpreted.]
Main findings: [Report the central findings without promotional language or unsupported extrapolation.]
Conclusion: [State the conclusion directly supported by the reviewed evidence.]
KEYWORDS  [keyword 1]; [keyword 2]; [keyword 3]; [keyword 4]; [keyword 5]


Introduction
[In 3-5 paragraphs, establish the context, summarize the most relevant evidence, identify the unresolved gap, and explain the rationale for the review. End by leading directly to the review objective. Use Vancouver superscript citations.]
[Insert the Introduction text here.]
Review objective
[State one precise primary objective consistent with the review design, eligibility criteria, analytical scope, and, when applicable, the registered protocol.]
[This review aimed to ...]
Review method and interpretive strategy
[Retain the subsections appropriate to the review design. Systematic and scoping reviews must follow the applicable reporting guideline; narrative and critical reviews must still describe a transparent selection and interpretive process.]
Review design and scope
[Identify the review type, purpose, conceptual or clinical scope, and whether the approach is exhaustive, systematic, mapping-oriented, or interpretive.]
[Insert the review design and scope here.]
Protocol and reporting guideline
[State the protocol registration and identifier when applicable. Name the reporting guideline used, or explain why formal registration was not applicable.]
[Insert the protocol and reporting-guideline statement here.]
Information sources and search strategy
[Report databases and other sources, final search date, search period, principal concepts or descriptor blocks, and supplementary search methods. Provide the complete strategy in supplementary material when required.]
[Insert the information sources and search strategy here.]
Eligibility and study selection
[Define inclusion and exclusion criteria, screening stages, number of reviewers, disagreement resolution, and the rationale for selecting methodologically representative evidence when the review is not exhaustive.]
[Insert the eligibility criteria and study-selection process here.]
Critical appraisal or risk-of-bias assessment
[Identify the appraisal tool, domains assessed, number of reviewers, and how appraisal findings influenced interpretation. State and justify when formal scoring was not used.]
[Insert the critical-appraisal or risk-of-bias approach here.]
Data extraction and evidence synthesis
[Describe the information extracted, extraction process, analytical categories, synthesis method, handling of heterogeneity, and any quantitative methods used.]
[Insert the data-extraction and evidence-synthesis method here.]
Thematic synthesis of the literature
[Organize the evidence into analytical subsections that answer the review objective. Use descriptive headings specific to the topic rather than generic labels.]
[Insert the first thematic subsection here.]
Thematic subsection 1: [Insert a topic-specific heading]
[Synthesize the first major domain of evidence. Compare findings, methods, consistency, limitations, and relevance to the review objective rather than listing studies one by one.]
[Insert the thematic synthesis here.]
Thematic subsection 2: [Insert a topic-specific heading]
[Develop the second analytical domain and explain how it relates to, extends, or conflicts with the preceding evidence.]
[Insert the thematic synthesis here.]
Thematic subsection 3: [Insert a topic-specific heading, if needed]
[Add further subsections only when they improve the analytical structure. Delete this subsection when it is not required.]
[Insert or delete this subsection.]
Key table or comparative summary
[Use a concise editable table to compare the most important studies, evidence domains, methods, findings, or limitations. The table must add analytical value and must not duplicate the narrative text.]
Table 1. [Insert a concise, self-explanatory title.]
	Study / domain
	Design / evidence type
	Population / material
	Main contribution
	Critical limitation

	[Item 1]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]

	[Item 2]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]

	[Item 3]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]
	[Insert information]


Abbreviations: [Define all non-standard abbreviations used in the table.]
Figures and conceptual models
[Insert each figure close to its first citation when practical. Figures must be legible, anonymized when required, and supplied as separate high-resolution files during submission. Delete the placeholder below when no figure is included.]
	[Insert Figure 1 here]


Figure 1. [Begin with a brief identifying statement, then explain panels, symbols, abbreviations, analytical context, and any limitations needed for independent interpretation.]
Source: [State the source only when required.]
Critical appraisal of the field
[This section must interpret the maturity, consistency, transferability, and limitations of the evidence. Do not repeat the thematic synthesis.]
Where the evidence converges
[Identify findings or methodological principles that are consistently supported across the reviewed evidence.]
[Insert the critical appraisal here.]
Where the evidence remains uncertain or weak
[Identify contradictions, under-researched areas, risk-of-bias concerns, indirect evidence, reporting gaps, or limits to generalization.]
[Insert the critical appraisal here.]
Methodological, clinical, or translational implications
[Explain what the evidence permits researchers, clinicians, developers, or institutions to conclude and what still requires validation.]
[Insert the implications here.]
Conclusion
[Write a concise conclusion that directly answers the review objective. Separate established findings from inference, avoid new citations or unsupported recommendations, and state the most important next step when justified.]
[Insert the conclusion here.]
Required statements
[Complete every statement. Use “Not applicable” only when genuinely appropriate. Delete all instructional text before submission.]
Ethics approval: [Insert the approval statement, exemption, or Not applicable.]
Consent to participate: [Insert the statement or Not applicable.]
Consent for publication: [Insert the statement or Not applicable.]
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Data availability statement: [State where review data, extraction files, search records, or supplementary materials are available.]
Code availability statement: [State where analytical code is available, or Not applicable.]
AI use disclosure: [Describe any permitted use of generative AI and confirm human verification and responsibility, or state that no generative AI tools were used.]
Author contributions: [Describe contributions using the CRediT taxonomy.]
Acknowledgments: [Acknowledge eligible non-author contributions, or state None.]
Manuscript information
[Complete this internal submission block. It supports technical screening and will not appear in the published article.]
Review design: [narrative / critical / integrative / scoping / systematic / umbrella / other]
Reporting guideline: [PRISMA / PRISMA-ScR / SANRA / other / Not applicable, with justification]
Protocol or registration: [registry and identifier / publicly available protocol / Not applicable]
Main-text word count: [XXXX]
Abstract word count: [XXX]
Number of tables: [X] · Number of figures: [X] · Number of references: [X]
Supplementary material
[List supplementary search strategies, screening records, extraction forms, evidence tables, analytical code, datasets, or additional figures. Refer to every supplementary item in the manuscript.]
Supplementary Table S1. [Title and file description.]
Supplementary Figure S1. [Title and file description.]
Supplementary File S1. [Title and file description.]
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