

The PRISMA extension checklist is can be described under the following sections:
· Item 1 (Title) – The title is the topic or the research question to be studied under the scoping review. For example, in the article entitled – Influence of vehicle for calcium hydroxide on postoperative pain: A scoping review, the title represents the research question – does the vehicle for calcium hydroxide influence the postoperative pain levels in patients undergoing nonsurgical endodontic treatment?
· Item 2 (Abstract) – This section includes a structured summary including background, objectives, eligibility criteria, and search databases such as PubMed, and Scopus. Data charting methods used such as tabular form, graphic form, and word clouds result and conclusion with reference to the research question
· Introduction – This section is broadly divided into two items; item 3 – rationale and item 4 – objectives. It consists firstly of the background of the research topic, the lacunae, need for the research topic with an explanation of PCC criteria, which is explained ahead
· Methods – This section includes 12 items, out of which three are omitted as explained earlier. Item 5 highlights the review protocol and the registration information. Apriori protocol is essential to be developed and the details of which must be mentioned therein[1,8]
· Item 6 includes the eligibility criteria that need to be defined in terms of language considered, publication status, and whether or not gray literature is included
· Item 7 includes information sources, for example, the databases searched with the dates covered
· Item 8 represents the search strategy, for example, in the article entitled – Influence of vehicle for calcium hydroxide on postoperative pain: A scoping review, the search strategy based on the research question included ([Calcium Hydroxide] OR [Intra Canal Medicament] OR [Intra Canal Medication] OR [Medicament] OR Vehicle OR Saline OR Peg] AND ([Postoperative Pain] OR [Inter Appointment Pain] OR [Flare Up] OR [Endodontic Flare Ups] OR [Endodontic Pain])[16]
· Item 9 includes the screening and eligibility criteria, whether the process was iterative or standardized, and how many reviewers screened the data
· Item 10 includes the data charting process. The process of data charting, whether tabular, graphic, or any other tool is used. For example in the article entitled – Influence of vehicle for calcium hydroxide on postoperative pain – A scoping review,[16] data charting was done in a tabular form under the following headings – the title of the article journal along with the author, country where the study was conducted, study type, inclusion criteria, intervention group, and intervention time and placement method
· Item 11 includes data items wherein any variables in the data charting process, if considered must be mentioned
· Item 12, which includes critical appraisal of individual sources of evidence is rendered optional in case scoping review
· Item 13 includes summary measures which are not required in scoping review since meta-analyses are not performed in such reviews due to heterogeneity
· Item 14 includes a synthesis of results which can again be charted in a tabular form, for example, in the article entitled – Influence of vehicle for calcium hydroxide on postoperative pain: A scoping review, the results were tabulated under the following headings – study, the outcome assessed, the tool for assessing the outcome, time period, and the result
· Items 15 and 16 are excluded from scoping reviews which include the risk of bias and additional analyses.
· Results – This section further includes seven items. Pertaining to the methods, these items must be included in the results section (Item 17 – selection of sources of evidence, item 18 – characteristic of evidence, item 19 – critical appraisal within the sources of evidence, which is rendered optional, item 20 – the result of individual sources of evidence, item 21 – synthesis of result; just like the methods section, items 22 and 23 are eliminated from scoping review criteria which include risk of bias and additional analyses[9]
· The discussion section must include the following: item 24 (summary of evidence), which provides an overview of the evidence available pertaining to the objectives of the study
· Item 25 discusses the limitation of the studies conducted to identify lacunae in the literature to pave the way for future research. 
· Item 26 includes the conclusion section which must highlight the potential for future research
· Item 27 highlights the funding. The authors need to outline the nature and source of funding for the collection of data for conducting the scoping review.[9]
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