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Methods Describing the Review Process
We first identified all SDR publications with a “first published” date within 2018-2021 as of January 15, 2022 (n=192). The start date of our search was selected to focus on publications after the sixtieth anniversary of the field of system dynamics. We excluded announcements, editorials, and book reviews. Of articles in the remaining categories (main articles, fast track, notes and insights, and special issue articles), we reviewed the full text to determine whether each presented a model with the associated figure of a CLD (including feedback loops or stock and flow structures). Studies that did not present an original CLD structure – such as articles with a method focus, or articles with a model limited to an established model structure such as the Susceptible-Infected-Recovery (SIR) model – were excluded. Studies that expanded upon an existing base model template, such as basic supply and demand theory or SIR family models, were assessed based on their expansion, not the communication of the sources for the structure of the base model.
The search to identify SD modeling articles published in journals other than SDR was performed in Web of Science (WOS) on February 25, 2022, and consisted of the search query within the “all fields” search category: [“causal loop diagram*” OR “system dynamics model*” OR “system dynamics simulation model*” OR “reinforcing feedback*” OR “balancing feedback*” OR “system dynamics framework” OR “feedback dynamics”], with the publication date range set to 2018-01-01 through 2021-12-31. The search results were refined to include only published articles (excluding book chapters and conference proceedings) and sorted by citations with the most frequently cited articles appearing first. The search resulted in 1,703 articles. We selected this straightforward approach because we did not suspect over-time changes in the transparency of articles during this short time, nor were we conducting a head-to-head comparison between the two groups of articles. 
Titles and abstracts, and in some cases full texts, were screened to determine whether the article included a visual representation of an SD model structure (i.e., a CLD). In the WOS search, articles published in SDR were set to be skipped, although this was not necessary as none appeared early enough in the sorted list. The process continued until we reached the same number of WOS-based articles as in our SDR pool of articles. Figure S-1 summarizes our search and screening procedures via a PRISMA flow diagram. While methods of greater complexity to identify comparable articles may be considered as a topic of a future more in-depth review process, we believe our simple and straightforward approach provides useful insight.
[bookmark: _Hlk131257808]An initial pilot test consisting of 10 articles at random allowed us to develop and refine our criteria given the initial set of examples. We made minor edits in the extraction sheet to clarify definitions at this stage before reviewing the remaining articles. 
[bookmark: _Hlk147756674]Finally, in shaping our review process, we considered listing identifiers for every reviewed paper. While there is a recognized link between transparency and quality, transparency alone does not equate to excellence. A fully transparent CLD can still contain errors or flawed methodologies. We chose not to list articles individually to avoid potential misconceptions about article quality rankings. While this approach may appear to prioritize discretion over transparency, our overarching aim is to foster constructive dialogue within the SD community. Those interested in the specifics of our evaluation are welcome to reach out. 
To facilitate the replicability of our analysis, reviewed articles are as follow, in alphabetical order: (Akhavan & Gonçalves, 2021; Anderson & Lewis, 2019; Anderson et al., 2019; Ansah, Hng, et al., 2021; Ansah, Wei, et al., 2021; Bahaddin et al., 2019; Bakhshianlamouki et al., 2020; Bastan et al., 2018; Bertone et al., 2018; Cai et al., 2019; Cavana et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2021; Cordier & Uehara, 2019; Cosenz & Noto, 2018; Cosenz et al., 2020; Cui et al., 2019; Dural‐Selcuk et al., 2020; Elmasry & Größler, 2018; Franco, 2019; Ghadge et al., 2020; Ghaffarzadegan et al., 2018; Ghaffarzadegan & Rahmandad, 2020; Gonçalves, 2018; Gonul Kochan et al., 2018; Gu et al., 2019; Guo, B. H. W. et al., 2018; Guo, L.-l. et al., 2018; Gupta et al., 2018; Hayward & Roach, 2018; Herrera de Leon & Kopainsky, 2020; Homer, 2021; Improta et al., 2018; İrsoy et al., 2020; Jalali & Kaiser, 2018; Kapmeier & Gonçalves, 2018; Karanfil & Sterman, 2020; Keith et al., 2018; Kelly et al., 2021; Khan et al., 2020; Liang et al., 2018; Links et al., 2018; Liu & Xiao, 2018; Matchar et al., 2018; McCardle-Keurentjes et al., 2018; Mendes & Aleluia, 2019; Nieto et al., 2020; Owen et al., 2018; Pagano et al., 2019; Paul & Venkateswaran, 2018; Pedercini et al., 2020; Peterson et al., 2019; Pluchinotta et al., 2018; Proaño et al., 2020; Rahmandad et al., 2021; Rammelt, 2019; Ravar et al., 2020; Rogers et al., 2018; Rydzak & Monus, 2018; Sahin et al., 2021; Sajid et al., 2021; Song et al., 2019; Song et al., 2018; Struben, 2020; Tan et al., 2018; Tebbens & Thompson, 2018; Tong et al., 2019; Wang, D. et al., 2018; Wang, M. et al., 2018; Wang et al., 2019; Woodruff et al., 2018; Wu & Ning, 2018; Zare et al., 2019).


Identification of studies via System Dynamics Review and Web of Science
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Figure S-1: PRISMA Flow Diagram1
1Searches were conducted in System Dynamics Review (SDR) and Web of Science (WOS) to identify articles in the same timeframe, 2018-2021, with the most-cited articles identified in the WOS search prioritized to match the same article count as in the SDR identification. Search terms used in WOS were chosen to produce articles comparable to those identified in the SDR search. 
*Types of records removed during identification differed between SDR and WOS searches as these article types were found present in only SDR and WOS search results, respectively. SDR and WOS articles were subject to the same exclusion rules in either search.
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Table S-1: Summary of included articles & CLD source(s) categorization
	Journal
	Literature-based (systematic review)
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