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CONCLUSION

The MetaSLR platform demonstrated efficiency, reliability, and compliance across all phases of the SLR process. With performance metrics comparable to conventional SLRs, it delivered expected accuracy while significantly reducing review timelines. Aligned with
NICE and CADTH position papers, the platform ensures transparency, traceability, and human oversight throughout. The addition of automated SLR report generation further streamlines delivery, supporting rapid, HTA-ready evidence synthesis.
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