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▪ Systematic review started appear in publication in the 1970 and 1980

▪ Recently, scoping review has emerged and now seen as valid approach where 
systematic reviews are unable to fulfill objectives or requirement of knowledge 
users

▪ This paper provide information when to perform a systematic review or a scoping 
review 



▪ Uncover the international evidence

▪ Confirm current practice/ address any variation/ identify new practices

▪ Identity and inform areas for future research

▪ Identify and investigate conflicting results

▪ Produce statements to guide decision-making



▪ An ideal tool to determine the scope or coverage of a body of literature on a given 
topic and give clear indication of the volume of literature and studies available as 
well as an overview (broad or detailed) of its focus

▪ Useful for examining emerging evidence when it is still unclear



▪ To identify the types of available evidence in a given field

▪ To clarify key concepts/ definitions in the literature

▪ To examine how research is conducted on a certain topic or field

▪ To identify key characteristics or factors related to a concept

▪ As a precursor to a systematic review

▪ To identify and analyse knowledge gaps



▪ If authors have a question:

a. addressing the feasibility, appropriateness, meaningfulness or effectiveness of a 
certain treatment or practice → systematic review

b. identification of certain characteristics/concepts in papers or studies, and in the 
mapping, reporting or discussion of these characteristics/concepts→ scoping 
reviews

▪ Due to the aim is to provide or map of evidence, risk of bias is generally not 
performed in scoping review



a. To identify the types of available evidence in a given field

Chambers and colleagues (2011) conducted a scoping review in order to identify 
current knowledge translation resources (and any evaluations of them) that use, 
adapt and present findings from systematic reviews to suit the needs of policy 
makers

*Chambers D, Wilson PM, Thompson CA, Hanbury A, Farley K, Light K. Maximizing the impact of systematic reviews in health care decision 

making: a systematic scoping review of knowledge-translation resources. Milbank Q. 2011;89(1):131–56



b. To clarify key concepts/definitions in the literature

Hines et al provide a further example where a scoping review has been conducted to 
define a concept of condition bronchopulmonary dysplasia

*Hines D, Modi N, Lee SK, Isayama T, Sjörs G, Gagliardi L, Lehtonen L, Vento M, Kusuda S, Bassler D, Mori R. Scoping review shows wide variation in the 

definitions of bronchopulmonary dysplasia in preterm infants and calls for a consensus. Acta Paediatr. 2017;106(3):366–74.



c. To examine how research is conducted on a certain topic

▪ Callary and colleagues (2015) investigated the methodological design of studies 
assessing wear of a certain type of hip replacement (highly cross-linked 
polyethylene acetabular components) 

▪ The aim of the scoping review was to survey the literature to determine how data 
pertinent to the measurement of hip replacement wear had been reported in 
primary studies and whether the methods were similar enough to allow for 
comparison across studies

*Callary SA, Solomon LB, Holubowycz OT, Campbell DG, Munn Z, Howie DW. Wear of highly crosslinked polyethylene acetabular components. Acta
Orthop. 2015;86(2):159–68.



d. To identify key characteristics or factors related to a concept

▪ Harfield and colleagues (2015) conducted a scoping review to identify the 
characteristics of indigenous primary healthcare service delivery models

*Davy C, Harfield S, McArthur A, Munn Z, Brown A. Access to primary health care services for indigenous peoples: a framework synthesis. Int J Equity 

Health. 2016;15(1):163.

Harfield S, Davy C, Kite E, et al. Characteristics of indigenous primary health care models of service delivery: a scoping review protocol. JBI Database 
System Rev Implement Rep. 2015;13(11):43–51.

Harfield SG, Davy C, McArthur A, Munn Z, Brown A, Brown N. Characteristics of indigenous primary health care service delivery models: a systematic 
scoping review. Glob Health. 2018;14(1):12.



e. As a precursor to a systematic review

▪ A scoping review commissioned by the United Kingdom Department for 
International Development was undertaken to determine the scope and nature of 
literature on people’s experiences of microfinance

▪ The results of this scoping review were used to inform the development of targeted 
systematic review questions that focused upon areas of particular interest*

*Peters MDJ LC, Munn Z, Moola S, Mishra RK People’s views and experiences of participating in microfinance interventions: A systematic review of 

qualitative evidence. London: EPPI-Centre: social science research unit, UCL Institute of education, University College London; 2016.



f. To identify and analyze gaps in the knowledge base

▪ A scoping review was recently conducted to review current research and identify 
knowledge gaps on the topic of “occupational balance”, or the balance of work, 
rest, sleep, and play*

▪ The authors illustrate several research ‘gaps’, including the absence of studies 
conducted outside of western societies, the lack of knowledge around peoples’ 
levels of occupational balance, as well as a dearth of evidence regarding how 
occupational balance may be

*Wagman P, Håkansson C, Jonsson H. Occupational balance: a scoping review of current research and identified knowledge gaps. J Occup Sci. 

2015;22(2):160–9.



▪ A key difference: a scoping review will have a broader “scope” than traditional 
systematic reviews with correspondingly more expansive inclusion criteria

▪ Scoping review should not be confused with traditional literature review

▪ Traditional literature reviews have been used as a means to summarise various 
publications or research on a particular topic for many years

▪ These types of reviews can be considered subjective, due to their substantial 
reliance on the author’s pre-exiting knowledge and experience and as they do not 
normally present an unbiased, exhaustive and systematic summary of a topic





▪ Please be noted that scoping review is not appropriate to/with:

1. avoid the critical appraisal stage of the review and expedite the process, 
thinking that a scoping review maybe easier than a systematic review to conduct

2. ‘map’ the literature when there is no obvious need for ‘mapping’ in this 
particular subject area

3. very broad questions as an alternative to investing the time and effort required 
to craft the necessary specific questions required for undertaking a systematic 
review



▪ Researchers may be able to conduct scoping review over systematic review if the 
aim is to identify knowledge gaps, scope a body of literature, clarify concepts, 
investigate research conduct, or to inform a systematic review

▪ Scoping reviews still need rigorous and transparent methods in their conduct to 
ensure that the results are trustworthy

▪ Scoping reviews should not be abused for inappropriate indications better served 
by a systematic review, and vice-versa 


















