PRISMA-P (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic review and Meta-Analysis Protocols) 2015 checklist: recommended items to address in a systematic review protocol* 
	Section and topic
	Item No
	Checklist item

	ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION

	Title: 
	
	Psychosocial Determinants of Learners’ Poor Performance in South African Primary Schools: A Systematic Review Protocol



	 Identification
	1a
	This is a protocol of a systematic review

	 Update
	1b
	N/A

	Registration
	2
	The protocol is registered with PROSPERO (CRD42023469396)

	Authors:
	
	

	 Contact
	3a
	Provided at last page of the protocol

	 Contributions
	3b
	Provided at the end of the protoco

	Amendments
	4
	This is a new Protocol 

	Support:
	
	

	 Sources
	5a
	This review is supported and funded by the authors

	 Sponsor
	5b
	This review is supported and funded by the authors

	 Role of sponsor or funder
	5c
	The funders which are also the authors, are responsible for the necessary processes in the review

	INTRODUCTION

	Rationale
	6
	Considering the state of South African education and performance of learners and the interventions initiated to mitigate the challenges (poor performance), it seems the current interventions are less effective. We are of the view that the current intervention meant to quell the poor performance of primary school learners focused more on content consumption, development of teachers’ instruction and modifications of the subject contents, hence their limited effectiveness. Further, less attention has been afforded to the Psychosocial determinants of learners’ poor performance. Therefore, in our quest to advocate for schools as enabling environments, we intend to initiate a systematic review on the psychosocial determinants of learners’ poor performance in South African primary schools. 

	Objectives
	7
	· To identify the psychological determinants of learners’ poor performance in South African Primary Schools; and 

· To determine the social determinants of learners’ poor performance in South African Primary Schools; and 

· To propose recommendations for policymakers in the intervention of learners’ poor performance in South African Primary Schools.


	METHODS

	Eligibility criteria
	8
	The following exclusion and inclusion criteria will be used to set the boundaries and guide the selection of potentially eligible articles in the systematic review. The inclusion criteria will be based on the following variables: a) demographic characteristics of the study participants (age and grade); b) date of publication (only articles published between 2013 to 2023); c) setting (South Africa), d) study design (primary studies that address at least one of the specified objectives of this review using questionnaires, observational study design, quantitative or qualitative approaches; e) language of publication (peer-reviewed publications in English). On the other hand, the exclusion criteria will be studies whose samples fall outside the demarcated setting, articles not based on data (non-peer-reviewed publications), including publications such as these, editorials, opinion pieces, correspondences and commentaries, and peer-reviewed publications other than English. Below is the summary on the inclusion and exclusion criteria.

	Information sources
	9
	Articles forming part of our review will be sourced from databases such as PubMed, PsychArticle, PsychINFO, EBSCOHost, Sabinet African Journal and African Journals Online). Moreover, we will conduct a forward search by using the option "cited by" and/or "related articles" on Google Scholar to find other articles which might meet the inclusion criteria to be part of the review. Again, if we find review studies related to the topic, we will conduct a backward search by checking the reference list of the included articles so that they can offer us sufficient data. Lastly, if there are articles that are locked, we will make use of ResearchGate to conduct the author and ask if they could share their paper so we can screen it for potential inclusion in the review. 

	Search strategy
	10
	We will conduct a Boolean search using keywords, MeSH concepts, truncations and wildcats to retrieve relevant articles from various databases. We will not filter our geographical setting as we will be looking for articles conducted in 9 provinces found in South Africa (Limpopo, Gauteng, North-West, Northern Cape, KwaZulu-Natal, Western Cape, Northern Cape, Eastern Cape, and Free State). Our Boolean search operating keywords will be "Psychosocial determinants" OR "psychological determinants" OR "Social Determinants" AND "poor performance" OR "Performance" AND learners OR Child* AND "Primary school" OR "Grade" OR "elementary school" OR School AND South Africa. There will be two reviewers (FK and SN) who will be responsible for extracting data into a reference manager. The guidelines of reporting will be informed by PRISMA-2020 (Page et al., 2020)

	Study records:
	
	

	 Data management
	11a
	As the reporting process will be conducted in line with the PRISMA-2020 flow diagram (18), the records of articles exported from various databases will be stored in EndNote 21 to remove the duplicates, perform title and abstract screening and retrieve full text of eligible studies.


	 Selection process
	11b
	When performing the title and abstract screening, articles exported to Endnote 21 will be screened independently by three reviewers (FK, PM and MJ) guided by the developed inclusion and exclusion criteria. Moreover, if there is a lack of consensus, one reviewer (SN) will act as a mediator to resolve the discrepancies. The reviewer who will be responsible for resolving the discrepancy will rely on the published protocol guidelines and always refer to the inclusion and exclusion criteria when providing the verdict. After the title and abstract screening, the team will dependently screen the full text and extract data to the data charting table.



	 Data collection process
	11c
	The identified relevant studies for this review will be divided among six reviewers (FK, NM, SN, PM, HM & NM) for data extraction. Records will be screened for eligibility, and duplicates will be removed. Relevant data will be extracted into a predesigned extraction form. The following data will be extracted: the author(s), the year of publication, country, study setting (school), study design, sample characteristics (will be extracted more broadly depending on the study: sampling methods, sample size, gender ratio, mean age), domain psychosocial determinants of poor performance reported, outcome measurements (e.g., general or specific determinants using questionnaires, vignette, clinicians interviews or qualitative interviews), key findings, study quality rating. Authors of eligible studies would be contacted for missing or additional relevant information. Two reviewers (FK and SN) will extract data independently from the eligible studies; the extractions will be referred to five other reviewers (MJ, SE, LT, NM & MS) for accuracy check and completeness. The review team will resolve discrepancies at planned research meetings through a consensus. Additionally, we will (if needed) contact authors of eligible studies for accuracy checks and additional information to resolve discrepancies and uncertainties.


	Data items
	12
	List on inclusion and exclusion criteria 

	Outcomes and prioritization
	13
	Indicated after the table on inclusion and exclusion criteria

	Risk of bias in individual studies
	14
	The quality of the study and its biases will be assessed through the Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT) criteria (20) for qualitative and quantitative study design. This will be independently performed by three reviewers (SN, HM and MJ) through interrogation and consensus. If there is no consensus on the appraisal number, there will be two reviewers (FK and NM) who will resolve the disputes.

	Data synthesis
	15a
	We will perform a descriptive narrative analysis following the 3-steps of data syntesize [3], “(i) organizing the description of the studies into logical categories; (ii) analyzing the findings within each of the categories; and (iii) synthesizing the findings across all included studies

	
	15b
	The included studies showed heterogeneous relations which motivated the researchers to synthesise data narratively. We will use the I2

	
	15c
	Heterogeneity using plot forest.

	
	15d
	We will use thematic analysis

	Meta-bias(es)
	16
	Independent reviewers 

	Confidence in cumulative evidence
	17
	Findings will be placed on PRISMA


* It is strongly recommended that this checklist be read in conjunction with the PRISMA-P Explanation and Elaboration (cite when available) for important clarification on the items. Amendments to a review protocol should be tracked and dated. The copyright for PRISMA-P (including checklist) is held by the PRISMA-P Group and is distributed under a Creative Commons Attribution Licence 4.0. 
From: Shamseer L, Moher D, Clarke M, Ghersi D, Liberati A, Petticrew M, Shekelle P, Stewart L, PRISMA-P Group. Preferred reporting items for systematic review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015: elaboration and explanation. BMJ. 2015 Jan 2;349(jan02 1):g7647.
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