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Supplementary materials

Stakeholders' impact factors on sustainable mixed development projects during the COVID-19 pandemic: A systematic re-

view and meta-analysis

Table S1 shows the impact factors of stakeholders in construction projects, namely stakeholder engagement, stakeholder in-
volvement, stakeholder relationship, stakeholder attributes, stakeholder influence, stakeholder interest, stakeholder needs, stake-
holder satisfaction, stakeholder expectation and stakeholder behaviour, which can influence the success of managing mixed devel-
opment projects during the COVID -19 pandemic to achieve the SDG 11. The highlighted columns show the top three highest fre-
quency of the impact factors.

Table S1. Stakeholders' impact factors on sustainable mixed development projects during the COVID-19 pandemic
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Araya and Sierra (2021) [61] v v

Althaidi et al. (2021) [81] v v v v v v v v

Herath and Chong (2021) J \ \ N N N

[66]

Igbal et al. (2021) [89] R v v

Khohar et al. (2021) [90] v v v

Klaus-Rosiniska and Iwko

(2021) [29] v v \ v v v

Leon and Laing (2021) [91] v v v

Muntu et al. (2021) [84] v v v

Oke et al. (2021) [92] R v

Rui et al. (2021) [93] R v v

Inga et al. (2020) [94] R v v

Lee et al. (2020) [95] R v \ \

Magbool et al. (2020) [82] v

Safapour et al. (2020) [96] v v

Wauni and Shen (2020) [97] v v V

Deep et al. (2019) [98] v v V

Lin et al. (2019) [79] v v V
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