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This checklist maps the PRISMA 2020 reporting items to the manuscript. Items designed specifically for intervention-effect reviews, meta-analysis, formal risk-of-bias assessment, reporting-bias tests, or certainty grading are marked not applicable rather than forced onto a bibliometric and science-mapping design. Page references correspond to the anonymized manuscript version submitted with this checklist.
	Item
	Topic
	Reporting requirement (adapted)
	Location
	Status / adaptation note

	1
	Title
	Identify the report as a systematic review or synthesis.
	p. 1
	Reported. The manuscript is identified as a Review and Synthesis; the abstract specifies a systematic bibliometric and science-mapping review.

	2
	Abstract
	Provide a structured summary of rationale, methods, main results, and conclusions.
	pp. 1–2
	Reported with adaptation to the journal’s 200–250-word abstract limit. Registration status is reported in Methods rather than repeated in the abstract.

	3
	Rationale
	Explain why the review is needed in relation to existing knowledge.
	pp. 2–14
	Reported in the Introduction and critical literature review, including the distinction between field growth, institutionalization, and multidimensional consolidation.

	4
	Objectives
	State the review purpose and research questions.
	p. 15
	Reported in Section 3, including the study purpose and research questions.

	5
	Eligibility criteria
	Specify inclusion and exclusion criteria and how records were grouped for analysis.
	pp. 16–18; Supporting Information S1
	Reported. Eligibility is publication-based and Chile association is defined through normalized author affiliation.

	6
	Information sources
	Identify databases and other sources, including search dates.
	p. 17; Supporting Information S1
	Reported for Scopus, Web of Science Core Collection, and SciELO, with execution dates.

	7
	Search strategy
	Provide reproducible search strategies, filters, and limits.
	p. 17; Supporting Information S1
	Reported. Exact database-specific strings, fields, dates, restrictions, query identifiers, and yields are reproduced in S1.

	8
	Selection process
	Describe how records were screened and eligibility decisions were made.
	pp. 18–20; Figure 1; Supporting Information S1
	Reported. Versioned rules, adjudication stages, reason codes, and final human responsibility are documented.

	9
	Data collection process
	Describe how information was extracted, normalized, checked, and verified.
	pp. 18–25; Supporting Information S1 and S3
	Reported. Includes canonicalization, entity resolution, metadata processing, focused coding, and full-text verification of flagged cases.

	10a
	Data items: substantive/evidentiary variables
	Define the outcomes or substantive variables sought from included publications.
	pp. 24–25; Supporting Information S3
	Adapted. The review does not synthesize intervention effects. The focused characterization codes educational problem, population, design, evidence, outcomes, theory/framework, contribution, limitations, and cumulative role.

	10b
	Data items: other variables
	Define bibliographic, relational, temporal, and contextual variables collected.
	pp. 20–25; Supporting Information S1 and S2
	Reported for publication, source, language, document type, author, institution, country, keyword, reference, collaboration, network, and temporal variables.

	11
	Study risk-of-bias assessment
	Describe any formal assessment of bias within individual included studies.
	p. 24
	Not applicable as a formal study-level risk-of-bias procedure. The primary questions concern publication structures rather than intervention effectiveness; the rationale and quality boundaries are explicitly reported.

	12
	Effect measures
	Specify effect measures used for synthesis of study outcomes.
	p. 25
	Not applicable to study-effect synthesis. IRRs and odds ratios are used only for document-level publication and collaboration models, not as pooled educational treatment effects.

	13a
	Synthesis eligibility
	Explain how publications were assigned to each analytic synthesis.
	pp. 20–24
	Reported/adapted. Complete-corpus analyses, metadata-supported subsets, intellectual-network subsets, and the purposive 55-publication characterization are separately defined.

	13b
	Data preparation
	Describe transformations or preparation required before analysis.
	pp. 18–24; Supporting Information S1
	Reported for deduplication, canonicalization, entity normalization, keyword thesaurus processing, reference normalization, and incidence-matrix construction.

	13c
	Tabulation and visual display
	Describe how results were tabulated and visualized.
	pp. 20–24; Supporting Information S2
	Reported. Complete analytical networks support statistics, whereas thresholded or filtered networks are explicitly limited to display.

	13d
	Synthesis methods
	Describe methods used to combine or summarize the included evidence.
	pp. 20–25
	Reported/adapted through performance analysis, periodized networks, null models, keyword mapping, co-citation, bibliographic coupling, bridge analysis, statistical models, and focused content characterization. No meta-analysis was conducted.

	13e
	Exploration of variation
	Describe methods used to investigate variation across studies or evidence subsets.
	p. 25; pp. 49–51; Supporting Information
	Adapted. Meta-analytic heterogeneity was not applicable; variation was examined through metadata-coverage audits, document strata, temporal windows, language/source comparisons, and network/cognitive specifications.

	13f
	Sensitivity analyses
	Describe sensitivity or robustness analyses.
	p. 25; Supporting Information S1–S3
	Reported for corpus scope, counting method, temporal specification, thresholds, metadata coverage, document strata, and alternative intellectual-network specifications.

	14
	Reporting-bias assessment
	Describe methods used to assess missing or selectively reported results.
	pp. 49–51
	No formal publication-bias test was applicable to the study objective. Indexing, metadata, language, source-coverage, and visibility biases are treated as corpus and inference limitations.

	15
	Certainty assessment
	Describe any formal assessment of certainty in a synthesized effect estimate.
	pp. 24–25
	Not applicable. The review does not produce pooled intervention-effect estimates or use a certainty-grading framework such as GRADE.

	16a
	Study selection results
	Report numbers identified, reconciled, excluded, and included.
	pp. 18–19; Figure 1
	Reported using a PRISMA 2020-guided multisource reconciliation flow: 605 source representations, 598 canonical candidates, and 451 publications in the primary corpus.

	16b
	Excluded records that appeared eligible
	Document consequential exclusions and reasons.
	p. 20; Supporting Information S1; anonymized repository
	Reported through staged reason codes and a complete 147-record exclusion register in the reproducibility repository.

	17
	Characteristics of included evidence
	Describe the characteristics of the included corpus and relevant analytic subsets.
	pp. 26–38; Supporting Information S2 and S3
	Reported for output, sources, authors, institutions, countries, thematic structures, intellectual structures, and the purposive 55-publication characterization.

	18
	Risk-of-bias results
	Present results of formal study-level risk-of-bias assessments.
	p. 24
	Not applicable because no formal study-level risk-of-bias assessment was conducted; the reason is stated in Methods.

	19
	Results of individual studies
	Present study-level effect estimates when the review synthesizes intervention effects.
	Supporting Information S3
	Not applicable to intervention-effect synthesis. S3 instead provides the complete purposive characterization register and verification status for the 55 selected publications.

	20a
	Results of syntheses
	Summarize the evidence contributing to each synthesis and the resulting patterns.
	pp. 26–38
	Reported across Sections 5.1–5.5 for productive, social, organizational, cognitive, and evidentiary analyses.

	20b
	Statistical synthesis estimates
	Present estimates and uncertainty for statistical syntheses where applicable.
	pp. 26–38; Tables 2–4; Supporting Information
	Adapted. The study reports document-level count/logistic models and null-model contrasts rather than pooled study-effect meta-analysis.

	20c
	Variation in synthesis results
	Report investigations of heterogeneity or variation.
	pp. 26–38; pp. 49–51; Supporting Information
	Adapted. Results are interpreted across periods, metadata-supported subsets, network layers, thresholds, and sensitivity specifications rather than through meta-analytic heterogeneity statistics.

	20d
	Sensitivity-analysis results
	Report the results of robustness checks.
	Section 5 and Supporting Information S1–S3
	Reported in the main findings where inferentially relevant and documented fully in the Supporting Information/repository.

	21
	Reporting biases
	Present results of any formal assessment of bias from missing results.
	pp. 49–51
	No formal selective-reporting-bias analysis was performed; limitations instead address database, indexing, metadata, language, and source-coverage mechanisms that can shape visibility.

	22
	Certainty of evidence
	Present formal certainty ratings for synthesized effects, if used.
	Not applicable
	Not applicable because the review does not estimate pooled educational effects and does not apply a formal certainty-grading framework.

	23a
	Discussion: interpretation
	Interpret findings in relation to other evidence.
	pp. 39–46
	Reported in Section 6, with explicit comparison to international research on field development and educational research capacity.

	23b
	Discussion: limitations of evidence
	Discuss limitations of the evidence included in the review.
	pp. 49–51
	Reported for corpus, language, affiliation, metadata, cognitive coverage, and focused-characterization boundaries.

	23c
	Discussion: limitations of review processes
	Discuss limitations introduced by review methods and analytic decisions.
	pp. 49–51
	Reported for network projections, entity resolution, temporal windows, thresholds, display filtering, and absence of temporally constrained null models.

	23d
	Discussion: implications
	Discuss implications for research, policy, or practice.
	pp. 46–49; pp. 51–52
	Reported for researchers, universities, funders, scholarly associations, and policymakers, alongside a comparative research agenda.

	24a
	Registration
	State whether the review was registered and provide details if applicable.
	p. 16
	Reported transparently: the review was not prospectively preregistered.

	24b
	Protocol
	State whether a protocol existed and where it can be accessed.
	p. 16
	Reported transparently: no published prospective protocol preceded the searches. Versioned and frozen analytic specifications are archived as reproducibility materials and are not presented as preregistration.

	24c
	Protocol amendments
	Describe amendments to a registered protocol, if any.
	p. 16; Supporting Information S1
	Not applicable to a prospective protocol. Version-controlled search, eligibility, adjudication, normalization, model, threshold, and coding specifications document the analytical history.

	25
	Support
	Report financial or nonfinancial support and the role of funders.
	p. 52; separate non-anonymized title page
	For blinded review, funding information is withheld from the manuscript and supplied in the non-anonymized submission/title page.

	26
	Competing interests
	Report conflicts of interest.
	p. 52; separate non-anonymized title page
	For blinded review, the conflict-of-interest declaration is withheld from the manuscript and supplied in the non-anonymized submission/title page.

	27
	Availability of data, code, and materials
	State what review materials are publicly or privately available and where.
	p. 25; p. 53; anonymized reproducibility repository
	Reported. The repository contains code, search/adjudication documentation, controlled vocabularies, entity-resolution tables, derived matrices, network/null-model outputs, registers, manifests, and checksums, subject to third-party licensing restrictions.
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