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Abstract
In the U.S., those who lack broadband internet have limited ability to connect to care
providers over a telemedicine video visit (VV). During the coronavirus disease
pandemic, VVs have become increasingly common, but are not equitably accessible,
which may exacerbate existing health disparities. Widening health disparities are of
particular concern in the rural U.S. where broadband is lacking. We term this inequity in
healthcare access due to limited internet access the “digital health divide.” Because
public libraries typically offer free use of broadband internet to patrons, they can help
bridge the digital health divide and assist patrons with VVs. However, no guidelines
currently exist for care providers and libraries to implement this needed, but potentially
complex undertaking. Individual programs in which community members have used
public libraries as a place from which to connect to a VV may offer insight into guidance
needed. Thus, we conducted a scoping review to explore interventions reporting use of
public libraries for community members to connect to a healthcare provider via
telemedicine. One article was found describing the use of a public library for community
members to connect to a telemedicine VV. The use of public libraries as spaces from
which patrons can participate in VVs with providers is promising, but research is

urgently needed to guide implementation.
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Can Public Libraries Be Leveraged to Expand Access to Telehealth? Exploration of A

Strategy to Mitigate Rural Health Disparities via the ‘Digital Health Divide’

In the United States, there is clear evidence that rural populations experience
significant health disparities compared with their urban counterparts. Rural U.S.
residents are more likely to have chronic diseases such as hypertension, have worse
health outcomes, and are less likely to participate in a variety of health-promoting
behaviors (Matthews et al. 2017; Douthit et al. 2015). Residents of rural areas are more
likely to die from cancer, despite lower overall cancer incidence rates (Henley et al.
2017). Diabetes and heart disease are not only far more prevalent among rural
Americans than their urban counterparts, but also associated with a higher mortality rate
(Callaghan et al. 2019; O’'Connor and Wellenius 2012). Higher rates of certain cancers
and other chronic illness are likely related to the lower rates of health promoting
behaviors among rural Americans; those from rural areas are more likely to smoke and
less likely to maintain an optimal body weight and meet physical activity
recommendations than their urban counterparts (Douthit et al. 2015). Although overall
cancer prevalence is lower in rural areas, the cancers associated with modifiable
behaviors (smoking, diet, physical activity) are higher (Zahnd et al. 2018). Mental
health outcomes are also less favorable to those living in rural areas: suicide rates are
consistently higher among rural populations than those living in more urbanized areas,
and among younger rural populations rates are nearly twice as high as their urban

counterparts (Fontanella et al. 2015; lvey-Stephenson et al. 2017).
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Disparities in disease screening, health education, and modifiable behaviors
between rural and urban populations are in large part related to the scarcity of
healthcare prevention and treatment services available in rural areas (Nelson et al.
2020). For example, residents of rural American have are less likely to be receive
screening for cancer and cardiovascular diseases (Caldwell et al. 2016; Schroen and
Lohr 2009), and despite higher rates of diabetes, over half of all rural counties in the
U.S. do not have a diabetes education management program (Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention 2018).

Overcoming these disparities must include improving access to care, which
includes the “timely use of personal health services to achieve the best health
outcomes” (RUPRI Health Panel 2014). Unfortunately, the recent 2019 coronavirus
disease (COVID-19) pandemic has likely widened disparities in access to care. In
recent months, healthcare providers have increased their use of telemedicine systems
to provide video visits (VV), via which providers can visually connect with patients while
allowing both parties to minimize disease exposure (Mann et al. 2020). There have
been multiple calls to use telehealth to improve access to rural populations across
health and disease states (Marcin, Shaikh, and Steinhorn 2016; Douthit et al. 2015;
Zahnd and Ganai 2019). However, because VVs require users to have access to a fixed
broadband signal of sufficient strength to stream a video call, the inequitable distribution
of broadband in the U.S. creates disparities in access to this technology, most notably in
rural areas (DeGuzman et al. 2020).

The difference in easy access to fixed broadband between groups is commonly

referred to as the digital divide (Bertot, Real, and Jaeger 2016). In the U.S., fixed
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broadband is less available in rural areas, and when it is available, it is often cost-
prohibitive as to be effectively unavailable (Federal Communication Commission 2019;
LaRose et al. 2007). Digital inclusion, which refers to not only the access to, but also the
skills to use the internet, further compounds the digital divide (Rhinesmith 2016). In rural
areas, those lacking experience using the Internet and broadband are less likely to use
Internet technology, leading to difficulty utilizing digital technology to improve health
access (LaRose et al. 2007; DeGuzman et al. 2020). In this paper, we refer to the
inability of community members to access a VV due to either lack of a broadband signal
or limited digital inclusion as the digital health divide (DHD).

To help mitigate the DHD, rural health disparities researchers and advocates
have suggested use of public libraries as a place from which rural populations lacking
home-based broadband can connect to a VV (“A National Public Policy Agenda for
Libraries and the Policy Revolution Initiative” 2015; Clapp 2010; DeGuzman, Siegfried,
and Leimkuhler 2020). In fact, libraries may be an optimal solution: Virtually all public
libraries offer publicly available internet access (Real and Rose 2017). Public librarians
are highly trained in information access skills, which can help bridge the digital inclusion
gap (Bertot, Real, and Jaeger 2016), and they may regularly assist patrons with
accessing health information (Strover 2019). Public libraries are frequented by older
adults seeking information who are less likely to regularly access the internet, and more
likely to require health care services (DeGuzman, Siegfried, and Leimkuhler 2020; Levy,
Janke, and Langa 2015). In fact, conducting a visit in a public library may even help
overcome psychological barriers that rural populations encounter with seeking health

care services(Douthit et al. 2015): Rural residents have acknowledged that using
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telehealth services in a public library is a reasonable option because of the lack of
stigma associated with being seen visiting a library (Sundstrom et al. 2019).

For both health care providers and public librarians, the decision to collaborate
on an achievable strategy for community members to access a VV may be obvious;
however, the implementation of such an undertaking is complex. Private space, internet
speed, and equipment available at the library all need to be considered, as well as
receptivity of both patient and library staff, and potential scheduling barriers
(DeGuzman, Siegfried, and Leimkuhler 2020). Guidelines for initializing and
implementing a partnership between libraries and providers may help improve adoption
of this practice in communities where residents have limited broadband access. A first
step towards developing guidelines is to gain enhanced understanding of how current
interventions have navigated these complexities. Thus, we conducted a review of
literature to explore and map relevant literature. Given the cross-disciplinary nature as
well as the need to examine the range of research activity, we selected a scoping
methodology to explore and describe any research in which public libraries were used
as sites for community members to connect to telemedicine (Arksey and O’Malley
2005).

Method
We followed the framework of Arksey and O’Malley to identify and map literature. Their
scoping framework directs reviewers through 5 stages: Identifying the research
guestion, identifying relevant studies, study selection, charting the data and collating,
summarizing and reporting the results.

Identifying the Research Question
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The first step in the literature scoping method is to identify the research question,
including the relevant study population, and any interventions or outcomes of interest.
The research question that guided our review was What is known from existing
literature about interventions that report or evaluate community members connecting to
a healthcare provider using telemedicine in a community public library?

Identifying Relevant Studies

Arksey and O’Malley’s suggest casting a wide net to find literature from various
disciplines. We opted to search multiple electronic databases across both library
science and health, and amended our search reference lists of review articles, and a
hand search of key journals. With guidance from a health librarian at the University of
Virginia Health Sciences Library, we searched five databases from both health and
library disciplines to find articles to include in the review: PubMed, the Cumulative Index
for Nursing and Allied Health Literature; Web of Science (WOS); Library, Information,
Science & Technology Abstracts; and Library Literature Full Text. In each database, we
searched for Medical Subheading (MeSH) terms “Telemedicine” OR “Telehealth” AND
“Libraries,” except for in WOS we searched for these terms using a full text search,
rather than MeSH terms, and limited to article document types. All searches were
restricted to English language and between 2005 and 2020. All database searching was
conducted in June 2020. We further searched the reference list of review articles that
were discovered through electronic database search, searching for articles with “library”
or “libraries in the title. We searched two journals: Public Libraries Quarterly and Health

Information and Libraries Journal using the online search feature provided by the
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publisher of each journal. Both journals were searched for terms “telemedicine” and
“telehealth.”
Study Selection
Study selection for the articles identified in the electronic database search was guided
by the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)
statement (Moher et al. 2009). All duplicates were identified using the Check for
Duplicates tool in Mendeley (Elsevier; Amsterdam, the Netherlands), and removed. We
screened these articles using two inclusion criteria. To be included, articles had to (1)
describe a telemedicine intervention in which patients were connected with any type of
healthcare provider, and (2) be conducted with patients in a public (i.e. not hospital or
university) library. Initially, one researcher (N.J.) screened titles and abstracts of all
articles to assess for inclusion criteria. To ensure reliability of screening results, a
second researcher (P.B.D) screened a random sample of 10% of all reviewed articles to
assess agreement with exclusions. For those not excluded on the basis of titles and
abstracts, full texts were reviewed and discussed by the two researchers to determine if
they fit inclusion criteria. We conducted a similar screening for articles identified
through our search of review article reference lists and key journal searches. First all
duplicates were removed, then any remaining articles were screened using the inclusion
criteria.
Charting the Data and Summarizing the Results

After both levels of screening, a narrative review was conducted to chart and
summarize all remaining articles to identify key aspects of each intervention

implementation. Specifically, we evaluated each article with regard to ensuring privacy,
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adequacy of Internet speed, and equipment requirements, receptivity of both patient
and library staff, and potential scheduling barriers.

Results
Results of article identification and screening are presented in a flow diagram (see
Figure). We identified 258 articles between the five databases, 42 of which were review
articles. We identified an additional 14 articles through the key journals search and one
additional article through a hand search. No articles were found through a search of the
reference lists of the reviews. After 29 duplicates were removed, 244 articles remained.
Through title and abstract review, we determined that 225 did not meet inclusion
criteria. Agreement between both researchers of articles excluded at this step was
100%. Both researchers reviewed the full-text of the remaining six articles; five were
excluded because interventions were conducted in either a hospital or university library,
not a public library. One article remained for analysis.
[PLACE FIGURE HERE]

In 2011, Mcllhenny and colleagues published a description of their telemedicine-
delivered educational intervention for patients with Type 2 diabetes who received care
at one of two rural clinics. Participants could access the intervention from their homes if
they had broadband internet; otherwise they were instructed in alternative methods of
connecting to the intervention: they could use their own or a borrowed laptop at either
one of the two clinics, and were also “informed of public venues where they could
access the internet (e.g. public library) if they desired.” (Mcllhenny et al. 2011)®*" In the
reporting of the study, the researchers did not appear to coordinate with specific

libraries, and no data about libraries’ available privacy, hardware or broadband
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capabilities, receptivity of patient and library staff, or potential scheduling barriers were
discussed.

Discussion
Our scoping review revealed one article in which a telemedicine intervention was
intended by researchers to be conducted from a public library. It is possible that other
interventions have been conducted, but have not been reported in the peer-reviewed
literature. The researchers did not report how many participants used the library to
connect to the intervention, nor did they describe equipment or resources available at
libraries (Mcllhenny et al. 2011).

Our analysis of current literature was limited by searching only five databases,
and having only two individuals search the literature. It is possible that casting a wider
net with a larger research team could uncover additional research that has evaluated
this practice. It is also possible that no libraries or care providers have implemented this
type of program. Although public libraries are a major hub for internet use in rural areas,
the individual nature of rural public libraries’ administrative structures make coordinating
services with libraries a complex undertaking (Strover 2019). Whereas large public
library systems have close to 100 branches (New York Public Library 2020) with
operating budgets in excess of $5 million (American Library Association 2020b), rural
public libraries are typically one small, single unit. In fact, over 60% of rural libraries are
a single-library system (Real and Rose 2017). Thus, any care provider --from large
health systems providing regional specialty care to individual community-based

providers-- must investigate and negotiate with each individual library to ensure

10
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adequate space, equipment, and broadband speed availability, adding to the challenge
of connecting with rural patients.

Our research did not yield information that could be used to systematically guide
library- practice partnerships to develop telemedicine hubs in public libraries. In the
context of COVID-19 restrictions both increasing the use of VV and the increased risk of
disease exposure when visiting a practice site, research is urgently needed to help
develop these hubs in rural libraries. Understanding both librarians’ and healthcare
providers’ perspectives on implementation considerations can help speed development
and testing of interventions to help bridge the DHD in rural communities.

Conclusions

COVID-19 has increased the DHD, placing those without broadband access at
further disadvantage. As rural health disparities continue to widen, novel solutions are
urgently needed to safely connect community members with care providers to ensure
equitable access to care. Many types of prevention-based health care can be delivered
via a telemedicine VV, such as counseling and education. As public libraries around the
country begin to re-open in response to COVID-19 restriction easements, librarians
anticipate that 60% of patrons will return to libraries in search of electronic resources
(American Library Association 2020a). The use of public libraries are places from which
patrons can participate in a VV with their providers is promising, but we lack research
guiding these potentially complex partnerships. Given the increasing awareness of the

digital divide in the U.S., now is the time to act.
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Figure Legend
Figure 1: Identification, screening, eligibility, and inclusion of articles. Adapted from the
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-analyses flow diagram

(http://www.prisma-statement.org/PRISMAStatement/FlowDiagram).

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287; this version posted August 26, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

References

“A National Public Policy Agenda for Libraries and the Policy Revolution Initiative.”
2015. Texas Library Journal, no. Spring: 12-16.

American Library Association. 2020a. “Libraries Respond: COVID-19 Survey of
Response and Activities.” http://www.ilovelibraries.org/sites/default/files/PLA-MAY -

2020-COVID-19-Survey-Results PDF-Summary-web.pdf.

. 2020b. “The Nation’s Largest Public Libraries: Home.” LibGuides. 2020.
https://libguides.ala.org/libraryfacts.

Arksey, Hilary, and Lisa O’Malley. 2005. “Scoping Studies: Towards a Methodological
Framework.” International Journal of Social Research Methodology: Theory and
Practice 8 (1): 19-32. https://doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616.

Bertot, John Carlo, Brian Real, and Paul T Jaeger. 2016. “Public Libraries Building
Digital Inclusive Communities: Data and Findings from the 2013 Digital Inclusion
Survey.” The Library Quarterly 86 (3): 270-89. https://doi.org/10.1086/686674.

Caldwell, Julia T, Chandra L Ford, Steven P Wallace, May C Wang, and Lois M
Takahashi. 2016. “Intersection of Living in a Rural Versus Urban Area and
Race/Ethnicity in Explaining Access to Health Care in the United States.” American
Journal of Public Health 106 (8): 1463—-69.
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2016.303212.

Callaghan, Timothy, Alva O Ferdinand, Marvellous A Akinlotan, Samuel D Towne Jr,
and Jane Bolin. 2019. “The Changing Landscape of Diabetes Mortality in the

United States Across Region and Rurality, 1999-2016.” The Journal of Rural

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287; this version posted August 26, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Health.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2018. “Providing Diabetes Self-
Management Education and Support for Rural Americans.” Rural Health Policy
Brief.

Clapp, David. 2010. “Fee-Based Services.” Public Libraries, no. November/December:
24-27.

DeGuzman, PB, V Bernacchi, CA Cupp, BJF Ghamandi, ID Hinton, MJ Jameson, DL
Lewandowski, and C Sheffield. 2020. “Beyond Broadband: Digital Inclusion as a
Driver of Inequities in Access to Rural Cancer Care.” Journal of Cancer
Survivorship.

DeGuzman, PB, ZC Siegfried, and Megan E Leimkuhler. 2020. “Evaluation of Rural
Public Libraries to Address Telemedicine Inequities.” Public Health Nursing.

Douthit, N., S. Kiv, T. Dwolatzky, and S. Biswas. 2015. “Exposing Some Important
Barriers to Health Care Access in the Rural USA.” Public Health 129 (6): 611-20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2015.04.001.

Federal Communication Commission. 2019. “2019 Broadband Deployment Report.”
Washington, D.C.

Fontanella, Cynthia A, Danielle L Hiance-Steelesmith, Gary S Phillips, Jeffrey A Bridge,
Natalie Lester, Helen Anne Sweeney, and John V Campo. 2015. “Widening Rural-
Urban Disparities in Youth Suicides, United States, 1996-2010.” JAMA Pediatrics
169 (5): 466-73.

Henley, S. Jane, Robert N. Anderson, Cheryll C. Thomas, Greta M. Massetti, Brandy

Peaker, and Lisa C. Richardson. 2017. “Invasive Cancer Incidence, 2004-2013,

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287; this version posted August 26, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

and Deaths, 2006-2015, in Nonmetropolitan and Metropolitan Counties - United
States.” MMWR Surveillance Summaries 66 (14): 1-13.
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.ss6614al.

Ivey-Stephenson, Asha Z, Alex E Crosby, Shane P D Jack, Tadesse Haileyesus, and
Marcie-jo Kresnow-Sedacca. 2017. “Suicide Trends among and within Urbanization
Levels by Sex, Race/Ethnicity, Age Group, and Mechanism of Death—United
States, 2001-2015.” MMWR Surveillance Summaries 66 (18): 1.

LaRose, Robert, Jennifer L. Gregg, Sharon Strover, Joseph Straubhaar, and Serena
Carpenter. 2007. “Closing the Rural Broadband Gap: Promoting Adoption of the
Internet in Rural America.” Telecommunications Policy 31 (6—7): 359-73.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].telpol.2007.04.004.

Levy, Helen, Alexander T. Janke, and Kenneth M. Langa. 2015. “Health Literacy and
the Digital Divide Among Older Americans.” Journal of General Internal Medicine
30 (3): 284-89. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-014-3069-5.

Mann, Devin M, MS Chen, R Chunara, P Testa, and Oded Nov. 2020. “COVID-19
Transforms Health Care through Telemedicine: Evidence from the Field Devin.”
Digital Economies at Global Margins.
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/10890.003.0026.

Marcin, James P., Ulfat Shaikh, and Robin H. Steinhorn. 2016. “Addressing Health
Disparities in Rural Communities Using Telehealth.” Pediatric Research 79 (1-2):
169—-76. https://doi.org/10.1038/pr.2015.192.

Matthews, Kevin A., Janet B. Croft, Yong Liu, Hua Lu, Dafna Kanny, Anne G. Wheaton,

Timothy J. Cunningham, et al. 2017. “Health-Related Behaviors by Urban-Rural

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287; this version posted August 26, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

County Classification — United States, 2013.” MMWR. Surveillance Summaries 66
(5): 1-8. https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.ss6605al.

Mcllhenny, Carol, Brenda Guzic, Dawna R Knee, Camille M Wendekier, Barbara R
Demuth, and Jay B Roberts. 2011. “Using Technology to Deliver Healthcare
Education to Rural Patients.”

Moher, David, Alessandro Liberati, Jennifer Tetzlaff, Douglas G. Altman, Doug Altman,
Gerd Antes, David Atkins, et al. 2009. “Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses: The PRISMA Statement.” PLoS Medicine 6 (7).
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000097.

Nelson, Heidi D., Amy Cantor, Jesse Wagner, Rebecca Jungbauer, Ana Quifiones,
Lucy Stillman, and Karli Kondo. 2020. “Achieving Health Equity in Preventive
Services: A Systematic Review for a National Institutes of Health Pathways to
Prevention Workshop.” Annals of Internal Medicine 172 (4): 258-71.
https://doi.org/10.7326/M19-3199.

New York Public Library. 2020. “About the New York Public Library.” 2020.
https://www.nypl.org/help/about-nypl.

O’Connor, Alane, and Gregory Wellenius. 2012. “Rural-Urban Disparities in the
Prevalence of Diabetes and Coronary Heart Disease.” Public Health 126 (10): 813-
20.

Real, Brian, and R. Norman Rose. 2017. “Rural Libraries in the United States: Recent
Strides, Future Possibilities, and Meeting Community Needs.”
http://www.ala.org/advocacy/sites/ala.org.advocacy/files/content/pdfs/Rural paper

07-31-2017.pdf.

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287; this version posted August 26, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Rhinesmith, Colin. 2016. “Digital Inclusion and Meaningful Broadband Adoption
Initiatives Digital Inclusion and Meaningful Broadband Adoption Initiatives.”

RUPRI Health Panel. 2014. “Access to Rural Health Care: A Literature Review and New
Synthesis.” Rural Policy Research Institute, no. August: 1-25.
http://www.rupri.org/?library=access-to-rural-health-care-a-literature-review-and-
new-synthesis-report-prepared-by-the-rupri-health-panel-august-2014.

Schroen, Anneke T, and Megan E Lohr. 2009. “Travel Distance to Mammography and
the Early Detection of Breast Cancer.” The Breast Journal 15 (2): 216-17.

Strover, Sharon. 2019. “Public Libraries and 21st Century Digital Equity Goals.”
Communication Research and Practice 5 (2): 188—205.
https://doi.org/10.1080/22041451.2019.1601487.

Sundstrom, Beth, Andrea L. DeMaria, Merissa Ferrara, Stephanie Meier, and Deborah
Billings. 2019. “The Closer, the Better:’ The Role of Telehealth in Increasing
Contraceptive Access Among Women in Rural South Carolina.” Maternal and Child
Health Journal 23 (9): 1196-1205. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-019-02750-3.

Zahnd, Whitney E., Aimee S. James, Wiley D. Jenkins, Sonya R. Izadi, Amanda J.
Fogleman, David E. Steward, Graham A. Colditz, and Laurent Brard. 2018. “Rural-
Urban Differences in Cancer Incidence and Trends in the United States.” Cancer
Epidemiology Biomarkers and Prevention 27 (11): 1265-74.
https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-17-0430.

Zahnd, Whitney, and Sabha Ganai. 2019. “Access to Cancer Care in Rural Populations:

Barriers and Solutions.” ASCO Daily. 2019.

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Identification

Screening

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287; this version posted August 26, 2020. The
which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to dis

Eligibility

Included

Records identified
through database
searching
(n = 258 including
42 review articles)

copyright holder for this preprint
lay the preprint in perpetuity.

Records Records identified Records
identified through through review identified
key journal article reference through other
searches lists sources
(n = 14) (n =0) (n =1)
\
duplicates identified
(n =29)
¥
Records screened
(n = 244)
I
Records
excluded
(n = 238)

l

Full-text articles
assessed for eligibility
(n =6)

v

Full-text articles
excluded
(n =9)

Studies included in
qualitative synthesis
(n =1)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.18.20177287
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

