[image: image1.png]PRISMA-P (2015)
TRANSPARENT REPORTING oF SYSTEMATIC REVIEWS AND META-ANALYSES



[image: image2.png]




Scoping Review Protocol (PRISMA-ScR)
	ADMINISTRATION INFORMATION

	Title: Identify the report as a protocol of a systematic review; if the protocol is for an update of a previous review, identify as such.\

TITLE

	Keywords:  Identify at least three keywords, use MeSH terms if possible.

Keyword 1. Keyword 2. Keyword 3.

	Start date: 
01/01/2025
	Search up to: 
01/01/2025
	Estimated completion date: 
31/12/2025

	Sources of support: Indicate sources of financial or other support for the review.

[Author] is supported by CAPES (Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Education Personnel), Ministry of Education, Brazil, under the grant number XXXXXX.

	Role of sponsor or funder: Provide name for the review funder and/or sponsor if applicable.

Not applicable

	Conflict of interest: Can the conclusions of this systematic review reasonably be perceived as producing a potential conflict of interest among authors?

Authors have nothing to disclose
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	email@email.com
	1R

	2. Author 2
	Federal University of Santa Catarina
	email@email.com
	2R

	3. Author 3
	Federal University of Santa Catarina
	email@email.com
	3R

	4. Author 4
	Federal University of Santa Catarina
	email@email.com
	E

	5. Author 5
	Federal University of Santa Catarina
	email@email.com
	C


1R=First reviewer (Study conceptualization and design/ Search and selection / Data collection / Data analysis/ Manuscript preparation). 

2R=Second Reviewer (Search and selection / Data collection/ Data analysis / Manuscript preparation).

3R=Third Reviewer (Data analysis). 

E=Expert (Study conceptualization and design / Data analysis). 

C=Coordinator (Study conceptualization and design/ Data analysis).
	INTRODUCTION

	Rationale:  Describe de rationale for the review in context

Rationale

	

	METHODS

	Research question:  Provide an explicit statement of the question(s) the review will address with reference to participants, interventions, comparators, and outcomes (PICO)
Research question

	

	PCC
ACRONYM
	Inclusion criteria
	Exclusion criteria

	Population
	
	

	Concept
	
	

	Context
	
	




	Information sources: Describe all intended information sources (such as electronic databases, contact with study authors, trial registers or other grey literature sources) with planned dates of coverage

	(   ) PubMed
	(   ) Scopus

	(   ) Embase
	(   ) Cochrane Library  Do not use Cochrane for observational studies

	(   ) LILACS
	(   ) CINAHL

	(   ) Web of Science
	(   ) PsycINFO

	(   ) Epistemonikos
	(   ) Other:

	

	Additional literature: 

	(   ) Google Scholar web search (specify if limitations applied)
	(   ) Experts

	(   ) Open Grey
	(   ) Proquest (Dissertation and Theses)

	(   ) Hand searches of bibliographies from included studies
	

	

	Search strategy: Present draft of search strategy to be used for PubMed.

	Search
	Query
	Items found

	#1
	
	

	#2
	
	

	#3
	
	


	Data management: Describe the mechanism(s) that will be used to manage records and data throughout the review

	(   ) Endnote Desktop
	(   ) Mendeley

	(   ) EndNote Web 
	(   ) Refworks

	

	Selection process: State the process that will be used for selecting studies (e.g., two independent reviewers) through each phase of the review (i.e., screening, eligibility, and inclusion in meta-analysis)

The included articles will be selected from two independent reviewers (1R and 2R). Firstly, the two will review titles and abstracts; secondly, they will view full-texts and select articles by eligibility and exclusion criteria; then, they will crosscheck all the information found. If disagreements arise a third reviewer (3R) will participate before a final decision is made. If important data for the review are missing or unclear, an attempt will be made to contact the corresponding study authors to resolve or clarify the problem.

	

	Data collection process: Describe planned method of extracting data from reports (e.g., piloting forms, done independently, in duplicate), any processes for obtaining and confirming data from investigators

Two independent reviewers (1R and 2R) will collect data from the selected articles. Subsequently, the retrieved information will be crosschecked. Any disagreement will be discussed between them and the third reviewer (3R). The following data will be extracted and recorded in duplicate by two reviewers for each included study …

	

	Risk of bias assessment: Describe anticipated methods for assessing risk of bias of individual studies, including whether this will be done at the outcome or study level, or both; state how this information will be used in data synthesis. If more than one study type will be included then more than one risk of bias assessment tool may be required

The methodology of selected studies studies will be evaluated by the…

	

	Data Synthesis: Describe criteria under which study data will be quantitatively synthesized.
A qualitative synthesis will be performed as follow…

	

	Previous systematic reviews about the same subject: (   ) yes    (   ) no

	Reference:

Reasons to perform another one:


	Suggest 3 journals in which this research could be published:

	Journal
	Impact Factor
	QUALIS CAPES

	1. 
	
	

	1. 
	
	

	2. 
	
	

	

	Cite 5 studies that you read (about this topic) before prepare this protocol:

	Reference 1:

	Reference 2:

	Reference 3:

	Reference 4:

	Reference 5:
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