Supplementary Figure 2.2.1: Flow chart representing full text retrievals of references included by GPT 5 Pro at the abstract screening stage.
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Articles included by GPT 5 Pro at the abstract screening stage and which were not available for retrieval were mostly incomplete or inaccessible references (n=112), non-original full texts (n=84), or in languages other than those included by the original authors (n=34). Flow chart for full text article retrieval is reported in Supplementary Figure 2.21. After full text retrieval, all included articles in the original authors’ SRMAs were cross-referenced with GPT’s unretrieved abstract-screened references to ensure we had not failed to recover any articles the original authors had. None of our unretrieved articles were included in the final SRMAs, reinforcing our assumption that these references would have been inaccessible to the original authors as well.

Supplementary Table 2.2.1: Number of articles included during the abstract and full text screening steps by both original human reviewers and GPT 5 Pro.
	Dataset
	Number of original authors’ references
	Full texts included by original authors
	Abstracts included by GPT
	Full texts included by GPT

	Epidural SRMA
	1939
	245
	536
	121

	Gradient SRMA
	712
	50
	210
	38

	LLM SRMA
	480
	22
	179
	34

	VR SRMA
	2714
	11
	192
	11

	All SRMAs
	5845
	328
	1117
	204
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*References from the “Epidural SRMA” study were retrieved by the librarian team of the GIUSSS de UEst-
retrieval failure was not explicitly stated was considered “Other”, most likely due to accessibility issues.
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