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Table S1 – Number of scientific publications found in each keyword considered for this systematic review. 
	Keywords
	Number of articles

	bioacoustic* and conservation
	527

	bioacoustic* and mitigation
	45

	bioacoustic* and protected areas
	77

	bioacoustic* and soundscape
	262

	anthropogenic noise and acoustic monitoring
	268

	acoustic impacts and noise impacts and acoustic monitoring
	958

	Total
	2137

	Total selected
	1134




Table S2 – Number of articles found in each taxonomic group considered for this systematic review.
	Taxa
	Number of articles

	Reptile
	9

	Invertebrate
	31

	Land Mammal
	48

	Amphibian
	95

	Fish
	127

	Bird
	149

	Humans
	187

	Marine Mammal
	241

	Non specified
	273

	Total 
	1160




