Tables
Table I Basic information of identified systematic review
	[bookmark: _Hlk175240729]Items
	N
	Percentage 

	Year of Registration
	2014
	1
	1.0

	
	2015
	1
	1.0

	
	2016
	4
	3.9

	
	2017
	1
	1.0

	
	2018
	6
	5.8

	
	2019
	5
	4.9

	
	2020
	11
	10.7

	
	2021
	12
	11.7

	
	2022
	17
	16.5

	
	2023
	28
	27.2

	
	2024 
	17
	16.5

	

	Stage of Review
	Review Ongoing
	93
	90.3

	
	Review completed and not published. 
	3
	4.9

	
	Review completed and published. 
	5
	2.9

	

	Language
	English 
	99
	98.0%

	
	Chinees
	1
	1.0%

	
	Spanish
	2
	2.0%

	
	Indonesian
	1
	1.0%

	
	Portuguese (Brazil)
	1
	1.0%

	

	No of Reviewers
	1
	3
	3.0%

	
	2
	22
	21.8%

	
	3
	22
	21.8%

	
	4
	17
	16.8%

	
	5
	13
	12.9%

	
	6
	11
	10.9%

	
	7
	10
	9.9%

	
	9
	1
	1.0%

	
	11
	1
	1.0%

	
	12
	1
	1.0%

	

	Funding
	Yes
	28
	27.7

	
	No
	73
	72.2












Table II Risk Bias Assessment and used tools
	ITEMS
	N 
	%

	Report the Risk of bias assessment.
	YES 
	101
	100

	
	NO
	0
	0

	

	The tools used to assess the Risk of bias
	QUADAS-2 guideline
	32
	31.4%

	
	Newcastle-Ottawa Quality Assessment Scale (NOS)
	19
	18.6%

	
	Cochrane Collaboration's 'Risk of bias' tool (RoB2)
	9
	8.8%

	
	Joanna Briggs Institute Critical Appraisal Tools for Case-Control Studies
	8
	7.8%

	
	Reporting Recommendations for Tumor Marker Prognostic Studies (REMARK)
	6
	5.9%

	
	ROBIS Tool
	3
	2.9%

	
	Prediction Model Risk of Bias Assessment Tool (PROBAST)
	3
	2.9%

	
	AMSTAR2
	2
	2.0%

	
	ROBINS-I tool
	2
	2.0%

	
	 SYRCLE's RoB tool 
	1
	1.0%

	
	CASP Diagnostic Checklist
	1
	1.0%

	
	Consolidated Health Economic Evaluation Reporting Standards (CHEERS)
	1
	1.0%

	
	CONSORT TOOL
	1
	1.0%

	
	Jadad scale
	1
	1.0%

	
	MASTARI
	1
	1.0%

	
	NIH quality assessment tools
	1
	1.0%

	
	QUIPS tool
	1
	1.0%

	
	US Health Care Quality and Research Institutions tool
	1
	1.0%

	
	AHRQ tool
	1
	1.0%

	
	The number of studies on the tools was not reported.
	8
	7.8%














Table III Information about data synthesis methods and data collection software 
	Item 
	N
	%

	Data Synthesis Methods
	Quantitative Synthesis

	34
	34.0%

	
	Narrative Synthesis
	21
	21.0%

	
	Narrative Synthesis, Quantitative Synthesis

	10
	10.0%

	
	Not Reported 
	35
	35.0%

	

	Report of Data Analysis 
	Yes
	101
	100%

	
	No 
	0
	0

	

	Report of Data Analysis Software 
	Review Manager (RevMan)
	19
	17.0%

	
	STATA
	11
	9.8%

	
	R Statistical Software
	7
	6.3%

	
	SPSS
	5
	4.5%

	
	Med Calc Software
	1
	0.9%

	
	Prometa 3 Software
	1
	0.9%

	
	Metadisc
	1
	0.9%

	
	Not Reported 
	67
	59.8%






Table IV Type of studies included by the selected SRs
	Item
	N
	%

	No restrictions 
	25
	12.8%


	Observational studies 
	122
	62.2%

	Experimental studies 
	49
	25.0%





















Table V information regarding the database search
	[bookmark: _Hlk176259519]Category
	N
	%

	Reported Search strategy
	Yes
	41
	40.6

	
	No 
	60
	59.4

	

	Name of database
	PubMed/Medline
	100
	99.0%

	
	Scopus 
	67
	66.3%

	
	Web of Science 
	55
	54.5%

	
	Embase 
	52
	51.5%

	
	Cochrane library 
	43
	42.6%

	
	Google Scholar 
	35
	34.7%

	
	Science Direct
	12
	11.9%

	
	EBSCO host
	8
	7.9%

	
	LILACS
	8
	7.9%

	
	CINAHL
	6
	5.9%

	
	Ovid 
	6
	5.9%

	
	IEEE
	6
	5.9%

	
	Clinicaltrial.gov
	5
	5.0%

	
	SciELO
	5
	5.0%

	
	Open Gray
	4
	4.0%

	
	ArXiv 
	3
	3.0%

	
	LIVIVO
	3
	3.0%

	
	ProQuest
	3
	3.0%

	
	WHO Global Health Library
	2
	2.0%

	
	ResearchGate 
	2
	2.0%

	
	TRIP 
	1
	1.0%

	
	BVS
	1
	1.0%

	
	VHL 
	1
	1.0%

	
	BioMed Central database
	1
	1.0%

	
	Sage
	1
	1.0%

	
	IBESC
	1
	1.0%

	
	IMSEAR
	1
	1.0%

	
	MedRxiv
	1
	1.0%

	
	Nature 
	1
	1.0%

	
	Semantic Scholar 
	1
	1.0%

	
	CNKI
	1
	1.0%

	
	WANFANG DATA 
	1
	1.0%

	
	Prospero
	1
	1.0%

	
	PsycINFO
	1
	1.0%

	
	ICTRP
	1
	1.0%

	

	Combination of Database
	One database 
	2
	2.0%

	
	Two databases 
	5
	5.0%

	
	Three databases 
	15
	14.9%

	
	More than three databases 
	79
	78.2%






Table VI most productive institutes 
	Institutions 
	Country 
	N 
	Rank

	Santiago De Compostela University
	Spain 
	5
	1

	KLE VK Institute of Dental Sciences and Research
	India 
	4
	2

	University of São Paulo
	Brazil
	3
	3

	University of Foggia
	Italy
	3
	3

	University of Sharjah
	U A E 
	2
	4

	University of Sheffield
	U K 
	2
	4

	University of Dundee
	Scotland
	2
	4

	Federal University of Rio Grande do Sul
	Brazil
	2
	4

	Piracicaba Dental School, University of Campinas
	Brazil
	2
	4

	Instituto Universitário de Ciências da Saúde - CESPU
	Brazil
	2
	4

	Saveetha University
	India
	2
	4

	L.M. College of Pharmacy
	India
	2
	4

	King George's Medical University
	India
	2
	4

	Dr. D. Y. Patil dental college and hospital 
	India 
	2
	4

	University of Hong Kong
	Hong Kong
	2
	4










Table VII reported interventions. 
	Items 
	N
	%

	Report Interventions 
	Yes 
	100
	99.0%

	
	No 
	1
	1.0%

	

	Type of Interventions
	Biomarkers
	16
	13.4%

	
	Oral Cancer Screening.
	13
	10.9%

	
	Artificial Intelligence 
	12
	10.1%

	
	Vital Staining 
	7
	5.9%

	
	miRNAs
	7
	5.9%

	
	Biopsy
	6
	5.0%

	
	Deep Learning
	6
	5.0%

	
	Histopathology
	5
	4.2%

	
	DNA Methylation
	4
	3.4%

	
	Human Papilloma Virus
	4
	3.4%

	
	Chemotherapy
	4
	3.4%

	
	Radiotherapy
	3
	2.5%

	
	Cell Phone Applications
	3
	2.5%

	
	Computer Neural Network
	2
	1.7%

	
	Immunohistochemistry
	2
	1.7%

	
	Immunotherapy
	1
	0.8%

	
	Np-Based Immunosensors.
	1
	0.8%

	
	C-Index in ML Model
	1
	0.8%

	
	Oral Spectroscopy
	1
	0.8%

	
	Oral Cytology
	1
	0.8%

	
	Magnetic Resonance Imaging
	1
	0.8%

	
	Fluorescent Probes for Oral Cancer.
	1
	0.8%

	
	Association Between Periodontal Disease and Oral Cancer
	1
	0.8%

	
	Cone Beam Computed Tomography (CBCT)
	1
	0.8%

	
	Diagnostic Test
	1
	0.8%

	
	DNA PCR-Based Testing Methods/ HPV Detection
	1
	0.8%

	
	Guttman Scale or Likert Scale
	1
	0.8%

	
	Interdisciplinary Networks and New Screening Tools 
	1
	0.8%

	
	Oral Colonization by Candida Albicans 
	1
	0.8%

	
	Oxidative Stress Markers
	1
	0.8%

	
	Physical Examination Methods
	1
	0.8%

	
	Salivary Proteins
	1
	0.8%

	
	Preventive Campaigns
	1
	0.8%

	
	Salivary Lactate Dehydrogenase Level
	1
	0.8%

	
	Salivary Metabolomics
	1
	0.8%

	
	Serum Lipid Profile
	1
	0.8%

	
	Spectroscopy
	1
	0.8%

	
	Cytokine
	1
	0.8%

	
	Salivary Test
	1
	0.8%

	
	Optical Imaging
	1
	0.8%



