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ABSTRACT 
Systematic literature reviews (RSL) have been consolidated as a rigorous and transparent 
method for mapping and synthesizing knowledge in different areas of knowledge. However, 
its application in the applied social sciences presents specific challenges, such as 
epistemological diversity and plurality of sources. This article proposes a methodological 
path adapted to the particularities of this field, detailing the stages of planning, collection, 
analysis and presentation of data. In addition, practical examples are offered that illustrate 
the applicability of the method. The proposal contributes to the systematization of literature 
reviews, promoting rigor and scientific relevance. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Systematic literature reviews (RSL) emerged as a response to the need for rigorous, 

reliable, and replicable methods to synthesize scientific knowledge in different fields of 

knowledge. Initially developed in the context of the health sciences, these reviews have 

been progressively adopted in various areas, including the applied social sciences. This 

advance reflects the search for greater transparency and accuracy in the analysis and 

interpretation of large volumes of information from primary studies, allowing the 

identification of research gaps, emerging trends, and practical implications for public 

policies and organizational practices. 

In the applied social sciences, which encompass fields such as management, 

economics, sociology, education, and political science, the application of RSL presents 

significant methodological challenges. Such challenges stem from the epistemological 

specificities of these disciplines, characterized by a plurality of theoretical approaches, 

diversity of research methods, and variations in the nature and format of information 

sources. For example, while reviews in biomedical fields often focus on clinical trials and 

experimental studies, in the applied social sciences, relevant literature may include 

qualitative studies, theoretical analyses, policy reports, and case study data. This 

heterogeneity requires adaptations in the stages of planning, collecting, analyzing, and 

synthesizing information, as well as careful criteria to ensure the validity and relevance of 

the conclusions drawn. 

Although the international literature recognizes the importance of RSL in non-

traditional areas of knowledge, there is a significant gap regarding the systematization of 

methods appropriate to the applied social sciences. Widely used guides and protocols, 

such as PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses), 

while valuable, often lack specific guidance that considers the complexity of the data and 

the approaches adopted in these fields. As a result, many researchers face difficulties in 

conducting reviews that meet the required standards of academic rigor, limiting the 

potential contribution of these reviews to the advancement of knowledge and evidence-

based decision-making. 

In this context, this article aims to propose a detailed and adapted methodological 

path for conducting systematic reviews of the literature in the field of applied social 

sciences. The proposal considers the epistemological and methodological specificities of 

the area, seeking to promote a balance between rigor and flexibility. To this end, the route 
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is divided into four main stages: (i) planning, (ii) data collection, (iii) data analysis, and (iv) 

presentation of results. In addition, the article offers practical examples that illustrate the 

applicability of the method, highlighting its ability to respond to the specific demands of 

researchers working in this field. 

It is believed that the proposal presented will contribute to the systematization of 

RSL in applied social sciences, promoting greater methodological rigor and scientific 

relevance. By facilitating the identification of patterns, gaps and trends in the literature, the 

methodological path described can also foster the production of interdisciplinary knowledge 

and support the development of evidence-based policies and practices. In the following 

topics, the theoretical foundations that support the proposal will be presented, followed by 

a detailed description of the methodological path and its practical application. 

 

THEORETICAL FOUNDATION 

The systematic review of the literature (RSL) is a consolidated method that has been 

shown to be essential for organizing, synthesizing, and interpreting large volumes of 

scientific knowledge. Originally developed in biomedical contexts, the method has been 

adapted to other areas, including the applied social sciences, which encompass disciplines 

such as administration, education, political science, sociology, and economics. In these 

areas, RSLs play a crucial role in identifying patterns, trends, and gaps in the existing 

literature, contributing to both theoretical advancement and the practical application of the 

results (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019; Kangai, 2012). 

Despite its importance, conducting RSL in applied social sciences faces specific 

challenges, such as the epistemological and methodological diversity of these disciplines. 

This section presents a detailed analysis of the characteristics, challenges, and 

contributions of RSL in the social sciences, highlighting the adaptations necessary for the 

method to meet the demands of this complex and interdisciplinary field. 

 

SYSTEMATIC REVIEWS IN THE APPLIED SOCIAL SCIENCES 

Applied social sciences are defined by their practical and interdisciplinary approach, 

seeking to understand and solve complex social problems. This applied nature implies the 

use of different research methods, from quantitative studies, based on statistics and 

mathematical modeling, to qualitative approaches, such as case studies, ethnographies 

and discursive analyses. The diversity of methods, sources, and theoretical paradigms that 
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characterizes the applied social sciences contrasts with areas such as medicine, where 

reviews often focus on randomized controlled trials (Reverda, 2004). 

In this context, RSL emerge as a powerful tool to deal with knowledge 

fragmentation. By following a structured protocol, RSLs allow researchers to identify 

consistent patterns in the literature and synthesize results that can be applied in practical 

contexts. However, for RSL to be effective in applied social sciences, it is necessary to 

adapt methodological procedures to the specificities of the field, considering the plurality of 

theoretical approaches and the heterogeneity of available sources (Fonseca & Sánchez-

Rivero, 2019). 

The PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-

Analyses) framework, widely used in areas such as health, has been adapted to the 

applied social sciences. These adaptations include the expansion of the inclusion criteria to 

incorporate qualitative studies and the flexibility of the synthesis procedures, allowing the 

combination of heterogeneous data (Kangai, 2012). These modifications are essential to 

ensure that RSL captures the complexity of the social issues addressed. 

 

METHODOLOGICAL CHALLENGES OF RSL IN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES 

The specificities of the applied social sciences generate a series of methodological 

challenges in conducting RSL. These challenges can be grouped into four main categories: 

 

Diversity of sources and methods 

Relevant literature in applied social sciences is not limited to articles published in 

indexed academic journals. Technical reports, books, conference proceedings, and 

institutional documents often contain valuable information, but it is not always available in 

standardized databases such as Scopus or Web of Science (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 

2019). This requires more comprehensive search strategies, including the use of gray 

fonts, and the creation of clear criteria for assessing the quality and relevance of these 

documents. 

In addition, the variety of methods employed in the social sciences, such as case 

studies, ethnographies, and quantitative analyses, creates difficulties in comparing and 

synthesizing the results. While medicine is often based on randomized trials, which share 

similar methodological characteristics, the social sciences require more flexible frameworks 

to deal with this heterogeneity (Reverda, 2004). 
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Subjectivity in interpretation 

Applied social sciences often involve the analysis of complex and multidimensional 

phenomena such as social inequality, governance, and organizational behavior. These 

phenomena are influenced by cultural, political, and economic contexts, which makes the 

interpretation of the results dependent on the theoretical framework adopted by the 

researcher (Kangai, 2012). This subjective character is a challenge for conducting RSL, 

since transparency and replicability require objective and systematic criteria for data 

analysis and synthesis. 

 

Lack of specific protocols 

While frameworks like PRISMA are widely used, they were developed for areas that 

deal with homogeneous data, such as clinical trials. The lack of specific protocols for the 

applied social sciences results in approaches that are often ad hoc, which can compromise 

the validity and reliability of RSL (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019). Thus, there is an 

urgent need to develop methodological guidelines adapted to the field, which consider its 

complexity and multidisciplinarity. 

 

Integration of interdisciplinary perspectives 

Another significant challenge is the integration of perspectives from different 

disciplines. Many problems addressed by the applied social sciences, such as climate 

change or sustainable development, require contributions from multiple areas of 

knowledge. The synthesis of these perspectives in an RSL requires methodological tools 

that allow the combination of different theoretical and empirical approaches, without losing 

analytical cohesion (Dobash & Dobash, 1981). 

 

CONTRIBUTIONS OF RSL TO THE SOCIAL SCIENCES 

Despite the challenges, RSLs have the potential to offer significant contributions to 

the applied social sciences. These contributions can be analysed in three main 

dimensions: 

 

Theoretical Advancement 

RSLs allow you to consolidate existing knowledge by identifying patterns and 

relationships that can be used to develop new theories. For example, by reviewing the 
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literature on organizational innovation, an RSL can identify the factors most often 

associated with innovation success, offering insights for building robust theoretical models 

(Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019). 

In addition, RSL promote theoretical debates by highlighting inconsistencies or gaps 

in the literature. Studies such as those by Kangai (2012) demonstrate that a systematic 

analysis can reveal areas of research that have been neglected, encouraging the 

development of new research agendas. 

 

Practical application 

One of the main strengths of the applied social sciences is their practical relevance. 

RSL can offer directly applicable insights for the formulation of public policies, the 

management of organizations and the resolution of complex social problems. For example, 

a systematic review of inclusive education policies can provide evidence to support the 

implementation of more effective educational programs (Dobash & Dobash, 1981). 

 

Promotion of interdisciplinarity 

By synthesizing knowledge from different disciplines, RSLs facilitate interdisciplinary 

collaboration, promoting an integrated approach to problem-solving. This characteristic is 

especially relevant for issues such as sustainable development or the reduction of 

inequality, which require contributions from diverse areas, such as economics, sociology, 

and political science (Reverda, 2004). 

In addition, the interdisciplinarity fostered by RSL contributes to methodological 

innovation, encouraging the adoption of new analytical tools and synthesis techniques. 

In summary, the theoretical foundation presented shows that systematic literature 

reviews are powerful tools for the advancement of knowledge in the applied social 

sciences, but require significant adaptations to meet the specificities of the field. The 

diversity of methods, sources and theoretical paradigms requires flexible approaches and 

well-defined protocols, which consider the complexity and interdisciplinarity inherent to 

these disciplines. 

Despite the challenges, the contributions of RSL are undeniable, both for theoretical 

advancement and for the practical application and promotion of interdisciplinarity. Through 

appropriate methodological adaptations, RSL can play a central role in the systematization 
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of knowledge and in the generation of evidence that supports public policies and 

organizational practices. 

 

PROPOSAL FOR A METHODOLOGICAL PATH 

Conducting systematic literature reviews (RSL) in the applied social sciences 

requires a methodological approach adapted to the specificities of this area. Unlike 

disciplines such as medicine, which often deal with homogeneous experimental data, the 

applied social sciences are characterized by epistemological, methodological, and source 

diversity. Thus, an effective methodological path must balance scientific rigor and flexibility 

to capture the complexity of social phenomena. This item presents a detailed path divided 

into four stages: (i) planning, (ii) data collection, (iii) data analysis, and (iv) presentation of 

results. 

 

PLANNING 

Planning is the initial and crucial phase of an RSL, as it defines the scope, 

objectives, and methodological criteria that will guide all subsequent steps. Inadequate 

planning can compromise the validity of the results and the relevance of the review. For the 

applied social sciences, this step involves: 

 

Formulation of the research question 

The formulation of a clear and specific research question is fundamental. A common 

approach is to use frameworks such as PICo (Population, Interest, Context), which are 

particularly useful for qualitative and exploratory reviews (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 

2019). For example, in a review of public policies for social inclusion, the population may 

be "marginalized groups", the interest may be "training programs" and the context, 

"developing countries". 

 

Definition of objectives and scope 

The definition of the scope must balance comprehensiveness and focus, considering 

the plurality of sources in the social sciences. It is necessary to determine whether the 

review will address only empirical studies, include theoretical literature, or combine both 

approaches. Studies that seek to integrate theory and practice often use hybrid methods, 

such as methodological triangulation (Kangai, 2012). 
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Construction of the search strategy 

The search strategy should be comprehensive, using academic databases such as 

Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar, as well as gray sources such as 

government reports and conference proceedings. Creating search strings involves using 

Boolean operators and specific keywords. An example of a string might be: ("public policy" 

OR "social program") AND ("efficiency" OR "impact"). 

 

Establishment of inclusion and exclusion criteria 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria are essential to ensure the relevance of the selected 

studies. Examples include: 

• Inclusion criteria: Studies published in the last 10 years, in Portuguese, English or 

Spanish; empirical research or robust theoretical reviews. 

• Exclusion criteria: Opinion studies or without a clearly defined method; publications 

outside the defined thematic scope. 

 

DATA COLLECTION 

Data collection is the stage where relevant studies are identified and screened. For 

the applied social sciences, this process must be transparent and documented, allowing its 

replication. 

 

Identification of studies 

The initial search generates a broad set of studies, which must be refined through 

successive screenings. These steps include: 

• Screening of titles and abstracts: Identify studies that clearly align with the 

established criteria. 

• Deduplication: Using software such as EndNote or Mendeley to eliminate duplicates. 

 

Application of protocols as prism 

The use of PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-

Analyses) diagrams helps in the organization and transparency of the screening process 

(Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019). 
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Registration of the process 

Process documentation is essential to ensure reproducibility. This includes the 

registration of databases consulted, search dates, and exclusion criteria applied at each 

stage (Kangai, 2012). 

 

DATA ANALYSIS 

Data analysis is the stage in which the results of the selected studies are 

systematized and interpreted. In the applied social sciences, this analysis often requires 

mixed approaches to address methodological diversity. 

 

Data Extraction 

The data extracted from each study includes information such as: 

• Objective of the study. 

• Methodology employed. 

• Main findings and conclusions. 

 

This information is organized into summary tables for easy comparison. 

 

Quality assessment 

Evaluation of methodological quality is crucial to ensure the validity of the results. 

Tools such as CASP (Critical Appraisal Skills Programme) are often used in qualitative 

reviews (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019). Quantitative studies can be evaluated based 

on statistical robustness. 

 

Summary of results 

The synthesis can take different forms, depending on the nature of the data: 

• Narrative synthesis: Useful for integrating results from heterogeneous qualitative 

studies. 

• Meta-analysis: Suitable for combining quantitative results. 

• Evidence mapping: Creating graphs that visualize gaps and patterns in the literature 

(Kangai, 2012). 
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PRESENTATION OF RESULTS 

The presentation of the results is the final stage, in which the findings of the RSL are 

communicated to the target audience. This presentation should be clear, structured, and 

visually accessible. 

 

Structuring the report 

The report should follow a logical structure, including: 

1. Introduction: Objectives and context of the review. 

2. Methods: Detailed description of the methodological path. 

3. Results: Synthesis of the findings organized in tables and graphs. 

4. Discussion: Critical analysis of the results and their implications. 

5. Conclusions: Recommendations and directions for future research. 

 

Visual representation 

Graphs and charts are essential tools for synthesizing complex information. 

Examples include concept maps and flow diagrams (Dobash & Dobash, 1981). 

 

Publication and dissemination 

In addition to publication in academic journals, the results can be presented at 

conferences and technical reports, expanding their impact. 

The proposed methodological path offers a detailed guide for conducting systematic 

reviews of the literature in applied social sciences. It combines methodological rigor with 

flexibility, allowing researchers to grapple with the complexity inherent in the field. By 

following this path, it is expected that systematic reviews will contribute to theoretical and 

practical advancement, promoting greater rigor and scientific relevance. 

 

PRACTICAL APPLICATION OF THE ROUTE 

Systematic literature reviews (RSL) are indispensable tools for the consolidation of 

knowledge and the formulation of policies in complex contexts such as public 

management. To illustrate the practical application of the methodological path described, 

this section presents a concrete example of an RSL aimed at the modernization of public 

management, with an emphasis on auditing and internal control. The study examines the 
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role of these practices in promoting efficiency, transparency and accountability in public 

administrations. 

 

CONTEXT AND RELEVANCE 

The modernization of public management is a central theme in the debate on 

administrative efficiency and the provision of quality services to the population. Practices 

such as internal and external auditing, performance evaluation systems, and evidence-

based management play a critical role in this context (Marques & Almeida, 2004; Cornejo, 

2023). However, the implementation of these practices varies widely, depending on 

institutional and cultural factors, evidencing the need for systematization of existing 

knowledge. 

 

DEFINITION OF THE SCOPE AND RESEARCH QUESTION 

The RSL focused on the following question: "How do audit and internal control 

practices contribute to the modernization and efficiency of public management?". The 

objective was to identify empirical and theoretical evidence that supports the use of these 

practices, highlighting their impacts on administrative efficiency and transparency. 

 

REVISION PLANNING 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria 

• Inclusion: Empirical studies published between 2000 and 2023, addressing auditing, 

internal control, and administrative modernization in public management. 

• Exclusion: Studies that did not present empirical results or whose contexts were not 

related to public management. 

 

Databases and search strategy 

The review used databases such as Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar. 

The search strategy included terms such as: 

• "internal audit" AND "public management" AND "administrative modernization" 

• "internal control" AND "administrative efficiency" 
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DATA COLLECTION AND SCREENING 

Application of the prism 

The PRISMA methodology was used to organize and document the screening 

stages. Initially, 200 studies were identified. After applying the inclusion and exclusion 

criteria, 40 studies were selected for qualitative analysis (Marques & Almeida, 2004; 

Kangai, 2012). 

 

ANALYSIS AND SYNTHESIS OF RESULTS 

The analysis of the 40 studies resulted in three main categories of impact of audit 

and internal control practices: administrative efficiency, transparency and accountability. 

 

Administrative efficiency 

Studies such as that of Marques & Almeida (2004) highlight that internal auditing 

contributes to the identification of waste and the optimization of public resources. In a 

practical example, the implementation of regular audits in a municipal government in Brazil 

resulted in a 20% reduction in operating costs. 

 

Transparency 

Auditing practices promote transparency by requiring regular and detailed reporting 

on the use of public resources (Cornejo, 2023). In Latin American countries, such as Peru, 

internal control systems have been instrumental in reducing corruption in administrative 

proceedings (Vásquez & Lira, 2021). 

 

Accountability 

Internal control strengthens accountability by ensuring that managers are 

accountable for their actions. A study conducted in the European public sector showed that 

the adoption of regular external audits increased public trust by 15% (Cormick, 2020). 

 

VISUAL REPRESENTATION AND COMMUNICATION OF RESULTS 

Graphs and Charts 

The findings were synthesized in graphs that illustrate the relationship between 

auditing practices and administrative efficiency. Tables also highlighted regional impacts 

and best practices identified. 
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Final report 

The report included recommendations for the implementation of audit and internal 

control practices, adapted to different cultural and institutional contexts. 

 

CONTRIBUTIONS AND LIMITATIONS 

The practical application of the RSL demonstrated the relevance of audit and 

internal control practices in the modernization of public management. However, gaps were 

identified, such as the lack of longitudinal studies and the need to adapt practices to local 

contexts (Perret, 2008). 

This practical example illustrates how the RSL methodology can be applied to 

address complex issues in public management. By systematizing existing knowledge, RSL 

provides evidence that can inform public policy and administrative practices, promoting 

greater efficiency, transparency, and accountability. 

 

DISCUSSION 

Conducting systematic literature reviews (RSL) in applied social sciences presents 

methodological and epistemological challenges, while providing opportunities for the 

advancement of knowledge. This section explores the main aspects discussed throughout 

this study, addressing challenges, contributions, and practical implications. The discussion 

is enriched by a summary table of the main results found. 

 

METHODOLOGICAL CHALLENGES 

One of the main challenges in RSL in applied social sciences is data heterogeneity 

and epistemological diversity. These disciplines often combine qualitative and quantitative 

approaches, as well as incorporating non-traditional sources such as policy reports and 

conference proceedings (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019). 

In addition, there are issues related to the subjectivity inherent to qualitative 

analyses, which make it difficult to replicate the results. Kangai (2012) observes that the 

complexity of social problems requires a careful integration of diverse theoretical 

perspectives. This aspect becomes even more critical in reviews that seek to encompass 

interdisciplinary phenomena, such as public policies and sustainable development. 
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Finally, the absence of standardized protocols for the social sciences limits 

comparability between studies. Frameworks such as PRISMA, although widely used, need 

to be adapted to meet the specific demands of these disciplines (Reverda, 2004). 

 

METHODOLOGICAL AND PRACTICAL CONTRIBUTIONS 

Despite the challenges, RSL has the potential to promote significant advances in 

applied social sciences. In methodological terms, these reviews offer tools to consolidate 

fragmented knowledge, identify gaps in the literature, and propose new research agendas 

(Kangai, 2012). 

From a practical point of view, RSL play a crucial role in the formulation of informed 

public policies. For example, Marques & Almeida (2004) highlight that auditing practices, 

analyzed in systematic reviews, contributed to reducing waste and improving administrative 

efficiency in public contexts. In addition, the use of RSL to assess administrative 

modernization in Latin American countries has revealed common barriers, such as a lack 

of internal control training (Vásquez & Lira, 2021). 

 

IMPLICATIONS FOR RESEARCHERS AND DECISION-MAKERS 

The implications of RSL in the social sciences are profound. For researchers, these 

reviews offer a robust methodology for synthesizing large volumes of information and 

answering complex questions. For decision-makers, RSLs provide reliable evidence that 

underlies organizational policies and strategies (Perret, 2008). 

The integration of different methodological approaches also fosters 

interdisciplinarity, allowing the social sciences to contribute more effectively to solving 

global problems, such as social inequality and climate change. 

 

LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE AREAS OF RESEARCH 

Although promising, RSLs face limitations. The difficulty in accessing gray sources, 

the dependence on subjective criteria for the selection of studies, and the absence of 

specific frameworks are barriers that need to be overcome. Future studies may explore 

ways to integrate advanced technologies, such as artificial intelligence, to automate data 

screening and improve replicability (Lewis, 2010). 
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Results Table 

Aspects Challenges Identified 
Potential 

Contributions 
Practical Examples 

Data 
Heterogeneity 

Diversity of 
methodological 

approaches makes 
synthesis difficult. 

Integration of mixed 
methods for greater 

coverage. 

Reviews on internal auditing have 
demonstrated administrative 

efficiency in Brazilian 
municipalities (Marques & 

Almeida, 2004). 

Subjectivity 
Qualitative criteria can 

compromise the 
replication of results. 

Use of adapted 
frameworks to ensure 
greater transparency. 

Studies on public policies in Peru 
have identified administrative 

gaps using internal control criteria 
(Vásquez & Lira, 2021). 

Lack of Protocols 

Traditional protocols, 
such as PRISMA, lack 
adaptations for social 

sciences. 

Development of 
specific guidelines for 

the area. 

Adaptation of frameworks in the 
analysis of administrative 

modernization in local contexts 
(Perret, 2008). 

Practical Impact 

Gaps between academic 
research and practical 
application in public 

policies. 

Direct contribution to 
evidence-based policy 

design. 

Regular audits have contributed 
to greater transparency in public 
management systems in Latin 
America (Marques & Almeida, 
2004; Vásquez & Lira, 2021). 

Interdisciplinarity 
Difficulty in integrating 

perspectives from 
different disciplines. 

Promoting 
interdisciplinary 

collaboration to solve 
global problems. 

Studies on social inequality and 
sustainability brought together 
approaches from economics, 

sociology, and political science 
(Lewis, 2010). 

Access to Grey 
Sources 

Reports and institutional 
documents are often 

outside of large 
academic databases. 

Expanding search 
strategies to include 

non-traditional 
sources. 

Reviews that included NGO 
reports brought unique insights 

into social inclusion policies 
(Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 

2019). 

Source: Survey Data (2024) 

 

The discussion presented shows that systematic reviews are powerful tools, capable 

of integrating and synthesizing knowledge in fragmented areas. However, its application in 

the social sciences requires methodological adaptations and specific strategies to deal with 

the complexity and diversity of the field. At the same time, the practical contributions of 

these reviews to public policies and organizational management demonstrate their 

transformative potential, making them indispensable for researchers and decision-makers. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Systematic literature reviews (RSL) in applied social sciences have proven to be 

essential tools to consolidate knowledge, identify gaps, and propose new research 

agendas. This paper synthesized the main aspects of RSL, highlighting their 

methodological contributions, epistemological challenges, and practical implications for 

research and public policy formulation. 

 



 

 
REVISTA ARACÊ, São José dos Pinhais, v.6, n.4, p.18600-18617, 2024  

18615 

METHODOLOGICAL CONTRIBUTIONS 

From a methodological point of view, RSLs offer a rigorous and structured process 

to address the complexity of the applied social sciences. By integrating qualitative and 

quantitative approaches, these reviews allow for the triangulation of methods, increasing 

the reliability and validity of conclusions (Rad Camayd & Freire, 2020). The systematization 

of knowledge is particularly relevant in disciplines that often deal with heterogeneous data, 

such as education, sociology, and public administration (Cherney et al., 2013). 

In addition, RSL fosters interdisciplinarity by integrating perspectives from different 

fields of knowledge. This characteristic promotes academic and methodological 

collaborations that enrich the understanding of complex problems, such as social inequality 

and climate change (Kangai, 2012). 

 

PRACTICAL IMPACTS 

In the field of applied social sciences, RSL has significant practical implications. 

They offer subsidies for the formulation of evidence-based public policies, increasing 

transparency and accountability in public administrations (Marques & Almeida, 2004). 

Studies such as that of Vásquez & Lira (2021) illustrate how RSL can identify barriers to 

administrative modernization, guiding targeted and effective interventions. 

These reviews also play a crucial role in the dissemination of innovative practices, 

such as the use of internal audits to improve administrative efficiency in both public and 

private contexts. The systematization of successful practices allows managers to adapt 

strategies to meet the cultural and institutional specificities of different contexts (Perret, 

2008). 

 

CHALLENGES AND LIMITATIONS 

Although promising, RSL in the social sciences face considerable challenges. The 

absence of standardized protocols for social disciplines often requires adaptations that can 

compromise the comparability of results. In addition, limited access to grey sources, such 

as institutional reports and government documents, restricts the scope of reviews 

(Reverda, 2004). 

Another significant challenge is the subjectivity inherent in qualitative analysis, which 

can hinder the replicability of studies. The development of specific frameworks for the 
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social sciences is essential to overcome these limitations and ensure greater transparency 

and methodological rigor (Fonseca & Sánchez-Rivero, 2019). 

 

FUTURE OF RSL IN THE APPLIED SOCIAL SCIENCES 

To maximize their potential, RSL in the social sciences must continue to evolve in 

methodological and technological terms. The use of artificial intelligence and machine 

learning to automate data screening and analysis processes represents a promising 

opportunity. In addition, collaboration between academics, policymakers, and local 

communities can strengthen the relevance and impact of RSL (Cherney et al., 2013). 
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