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1. Introduction
* Please note that the rationale should be clearly expressed, and the objective should be presented clearly and logically.
1.1 Background
1.2 Rationale and knowledge gap
1.3 Objective
This manuscript is written following the xxx checklist (if applicable). 

2. Methods
* Please ensure that the method description is sufficiently detailed to make the study reproducible. 
* Please note that a narrative review is less methodologically demanding than a systematic review, as it does not require a search of all literature in a field. Therefore, the Methods is mainly used for more transparent reporting.

3. Main Body (Require discussing on strengths and limitations of this review; the word “main body” should not be used as a subheading and authors are free to decide on the subheadings for content of the main body)
For Review Article, Narrative Review/Literature Review, Clinical Practice Review, Mini-Review, Clinical Practice Guideline, and Expert Consensus, although a separate Discussion section is not required, authors are encouraged to include evidence-based, comprehensive, in-depth, and cutting-edge discussion throughout the main body content. In particular, we recommend including a separate section on strengths and limitations in the main body to promote a more intellectual interpretation. 

4. Conclusions
* Please kindly check that the conclusions are data-supported. 
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	  Specification

	Date of search (specified to date, month and year)
	 

	Databases and other sources searched
	 

	Search terms used (including MeSH and free text search terms and filters)
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	Timeframe
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	Selection process (who conducted the selection, whether it was conducted independently, how consensus was obtained, etc.)
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Note: please note that a narrative review is less methodologically demanding than a systematic review, as it does not require a search of all literature in a field. Therefore, the search strategy summary of a narrative review is mainly used for more transparent reporting.
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