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Publications

Scoping reviews are a type of evidence synthesis, as are systematic reviews, qualitative evidence
synthesis, realist synthesis, and many more®?. Scoping reviews take the most important principles
from traditional systematic reviews but have their own characteristics.
1. Ascoping review can be included as a publication in the dissertation provided it satisfies
the methodological criteria listed below.
2. Adissertation consisting solely of scoping reviews is not permitted.
If a dissertation meets only the minimal requirements outlined below, a scoping review
may count as one of the two required publications. If the scoping review serves as the
required first-author publication (accepted or published), the second publication must be
an empirical study on which the student is either the sole first author or a shared first
author.
Minimal requirements for publications (from the “Doktoratsordnung”): Completion of the research
project and preparation of a dissertation. The dissertation is a cumulative dissertation that compiles
several original articles, with at least one first-author publication that must be published in, or

accepted for publication by, an internationally recognized scientific journal relevant to the respective

field. (translated valid is the German version).

Methodological criteria to admit a scoping review in a PhD dissertation

To admit a scoping review in a PhD dissertation, it should be planned and conducted
“systematically”’, which means to fulfil all the following criteria.
1. A protocol with pre-specified objectives, question(s), and inclusion/exclusion criteria. The
protocol should meet the following criteria:
a. Pre-registered on an open repository (e.g. Zenodo or Open Science Framework)
before starting the data extraction at the latest.
b. Adhere to established reporting standards, such as those proposed by Peters et al®
2. Conduct the review according to established methodological guidance®>.
3. Comprehensive search methods.
4. Protocol driven screening and selection of included sources. Relevant deviations from the

protocol will be documented.



5. More than one reviewer (certain tasks must be implemented in duplicate to minimise
errors)

6. Report the final review according to international reporting standards, that is, the Preferred
Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis extension for Scoping Reviews

(PRISMA-ScR) guidelines®.
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