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Interprofessional communication secondary analysis applied





Records screened�(n = 1672)





Studies included in secondary analysis�(n = 21)





Full-text articles excluded�(n = 136)


(Incorrect population, incorrect study design, no simulation, no intervention, wrong publication type, wrong outcome, single discipline or student type, not a study, refined publication date 2016-present. 








Full-text articles assessed for eligibility�(n = 301)





Studies included in qualitative synthesis�(n = 165)
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Records excluded�(n = 1371)





Total duplicates removed�(n = 415)





Additional records identified through other sources�(n = 26)





Records identified through database (PubMed, CINAHL, and ERIC) search (n = 2061)�(n = 2061)
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