Appendix A Search and synthesis specifications
Search date: 20 October 2026 (UTC). Date bounds: 1 January 2018–20 October 2026. No study-design filter was applied at retrieval.
Europe PMC query:
(TITLE_ABS:deepfake* OR TITLE_ABS:"AI-generated faces" OR TITLE_ABS:"synthetic faces") AND (TITLE_ABS:human* OR TITLE_ABS:participant* OR TITLE_ABS:people) AND (TITLE_ABS:assist* OR TITLE_ABS:advice OR TITLE_ABS:train* OR TITLE_ABS:warn* OR TITLE_ABS:feedback OR TITLE_ABS:explain* OR TITLE_ABS:intervention*) AND FIRST_PDATE:[2018-01-01 TO 2026-10-20]
Interface: Europe PMC REST search; resultType=core; format=json; pageSize=1000. Returned and retained: 97 records.
OpenAlex API filter:
from_publication_date:2018-01-01,to_publication_date:2026-10-20,title.search:deepfake,title_and_abstract.search:human AND (guidance OR advice OR assistance OR explanations OR collaboration)
Interface: OpenAlex works API; per-page=200. Returned and retained: 105 records. The full-text exploratory OpenAlex requests were not used as the definitive database export.
Citation follow-up candidates: Boyd et al. (2023), Zhou et al. (2025), Pearson et al. (2026), and Fosco et al. (2025). Four candidate reports were added. Raw identification total: 206.
Matching: DOI equality after removal of URL prefixes and lowercasing, or title equality after removal of punctuation and case. Duplicate count: 24. Screening ledger: 182 rows. Report-level record identifiers are stable within the supplied ledger.
Synthesis groups: (i) prediction/advice presentation; (ii) explanation and artifact amplification; (iii) communicated versus delivered performance. Objective classification and correctness-contingent reliance outcomes took priority over confidence or preference.
No pooled effect or total participant count was calculated. No formal certainty rating, publication-bias statistic, or prospectively registered analysis is claimed.
Appendix B Reports not included after retrieval was sought
	ID
	Report
	Disposition

	R088
	Zhang et al. (2026), Understanding the role of visual explanations in human–AI collaborations in deepfake image detection; 10.5281/zenodo.19700249
	Not retrieved; full report inaccessible through available routes

	R089
	Bray et al. (2023), Testing human ability to detect “deepfake” images of human faces; 10.1093/cybsec/tyad011
	No case-specific AI advice contrast

	R120
	Tariq et al. (2025), From prediction to explanation; 10.1145/3746027.3755786
	Subjective usability ratings without objective assisted-human accuracy contrast

	R135
	Postiglione et al. (2026), Human–AI ensembles improve deepfake detection in low-to-medium quality videos; arXiv:2603.14658
	Post-collection fusion rather than advice shown to human evaluators

	R163
	Castro et al. (2026), DeepDect; 10.1007/s11042-026-21672-1
	Unassisted humans compared with system; no assisted-human accuracy contrast


Appendix C PRISMA reporting map
	Item
	Reporting topic
	Location
	Status or limitation

	1
	Review identification
	Title
	Reported

	2
	Structured summary
	Abstract
	Reported within journal word limit

	3
	Rationale
	Introduction
	Reported

	4
	Objectives
	Introduction, final paragraph
	Reported

	5
	Eligibility
	Methods, Eligibility criteria
	Reported

	6
	Sources and dates
	Methods; Appendix A
	Reported

	7
	Search expressions
	Appendix A; support JSON
	Reported

	8
	Selection process
	Methods, Selection and data collection
	Single AI-assisted stream disclosed

	9
	Extraction process
	Methods; extraction matrix
	Single stream; no duplicate verification

	10
	Outcomes and variables
	Methods, Selection and data collection
	Reported

	11
	Study appraisal
	Methods; Table 2
	Review-specific; not validated tool

	12
	Effect measures
	Methods, Synthesis strategy
	Original units; no common pooled metric

	13
	Synthesis methods
	Methods, Synthesis strategy
	Structured synthesis; no meta-analysis

	14
	Missing-result bias
	Methods; Limitations
	Not formally assessed

	15
	Certainty assessment
	Methods; Limitations
	Not formally graded

	16
	Selection results
	Results; Figure 1; Appendix B
	Reported with exclusion reasons

	17
	Study characteristics
	Table 1
	Eligible components distinguished

	18
	Appraisal results
	Table 2; Results
	Concerns documented

	19
	Individual findings
	Results; extraction matrix
	Available estimates retained

	20
	Synthesis findings
	Results; Discussion
	No pooled estimate

	21
	Missing-result bias findings
	Limitations
	Not available

	22
	Certainty findings
	Limitations
	No formal rating

	23
	Interpretation and limitations
	Discussion; Limitations
	Reported

	24
	Registration and amendments
	Methods, Review design
	Not registered; narrative origin disclosed

	25
	Support
	Declarations
	Reported

	26
	Competing interests
	Declarations
	Reported

	27
	Materials availability
	Declarations; accompanying ZIP
	Search and decision records supplied



