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Fig 4 - Quilt plot representing the frequency and combination of identified variables and the corresponding sectors, where from white to red colour means low to high frequency.
Fig.1- Prisma flow diagram for systematic reviews [Page et al., 2021] Numbers refer to the indexed literature available using the link or the QR code


https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/12JkFTuUO02rthAmAJuNvXbqv9E94KvnK?usp=share_link

