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Abstract:  

The escalating volume of academic literature presents a formidable challenge in staying updated 

with the newest research developments. Addressing this, this study introduces a pioneering AI-

based tool, configured specifically to streamline the efficiency of the article selection phase in 

Systematic Literature Reviews (SLRs). Utilizing the robust capabilities of OpenAI's GPT-4 Assistant 

API, the tool successfully homogenizes the article selection process across a broad array of academic 

disciplines. Implemented through a tripartite approach consisting of data preparation, AI-mediated 

article assessment, and structured result presentation, this tool significantly accelerates the time-

consuming task of literature reviews. Importantly, this tool could be highly beneficial in fields such as 

management and economics, where the SLR process involves substantial human judgment. The 

adoption of a standard GPT model can substantially reduce potential biases and enhance the speed 

and precision of the SLR selection phase. This not only amplifies researcher productivity and 

accuracy but also denotes a considerable stride forward in the way academic research is conducted 

amidst the surging body of scholarly publications. 
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1.Introduction: 

In numerous academic disciplines, the rapid surge of articles being published is a reality that 

presents considerable challenges. This escalation, noted by Ferreira, Fernandes, & Kraus, 2019; 

Mora, Deakin, & Reid, 2019; Mustak, Salminen, Plé, & Wirtz, 2021, puts significant pressure on 

researchers conducting systematic literature reviews (SLRs). Today, with so much data available, it's 

more important than ever to correctly identify, evaluate, and summarize all relevant literature. 

Traditional methods, however, have difficulty keeping up with the sheer volume of information. Due 

to the wealth of knowledge available, we need more effective approaches. The traditional SLR 

process can be quite time-consuming (Hiebl, 2023). Additionally, it increases the potential for 

subjective bias and oversight, as described by Tomassetti, Rizzo, Vetro, Ardito, Torchiano, & Morisio, 

2011, compromising the comprehensiveness expected of SLRs. 

Fortunately, we can alleviate some of these shortcomings with advanced NLP-based tools. 

To bridge this gap, I've developed an AI tool that incorporates OpenAI's Assistant API for automating 

the analysis selection stage of SLRs. The tool is versatile, applicable to all disciples, and aims to 

elevate scholarly work that depends on comprehensive literature reviews. To demonstrate its 

benefits, I'll provide an example within the field of business and management studies. In the 

"Implication" section, you'll see how this tool improves the SLR process and offers substantial 

contributions to academic research tools. 

 

2.Background: 

2.1. Generative Pre-trained Transformers (GPTs) and Their Scope: 

Pioneered by OpenAI, Generative Pre-trained Transformers (GPTs) symbolize a remarkable 

milestone in the realm of large language models (LLMs). Trained exhaustively on massive data 

sampled from a wide variety of internet sources, these models demand considerable computational 

resources. The arrival of ChatGPT in 2022, which provided a user-friendly platform for users to 

engage with the GPT-3.5 model, showcased the immense potential these models embody. Scholars 

from various fields have acknowledged the prowess of subsequent advancements, such as the GPT-4 

model, as indicated by Davidsson and Sufian (2023). These models are capable of conducting 

intricate analysis that outmatches human cognitive abilities, especially in areas typically dependent 

on human discretion, like management and entrepreneurship. GPT-4 has particularly been hailed as 

a superior tool for data analysis, thereby augmenting research methodologies with unparalleled 



precision levels. For the purposes of this article, the gpt4 model was selected for interaction with the 

Assistant API. 

2.2. Introduction to OpenAI's Assistant API: 

At its core, an Application Programming Interface (API) is a suite of tools and protocols enabling 

seamless interaction between different software components. APIs simplify the communication 

between independently built codebases and supporting services, preempting the need for 

developers to construct complex functions from the ground up. Therefore, utilizing APIs allows 

developers to channel their efforts towards the integral aspects of their application, while 

concurrently utilizing external services to add supplementary functionalities (Sill, 2015). 

In this realm, OpenAI’s Assistant API gives developers direct access to the vast capabilities of 

GPT models. It provides a programmatic conduit for product development beyond the regular 

ChatGPT interface. Designed to automate the integration of advanced natural language processing 

capabilities into various application contexts (OpenAI, 2023). 

The prime factor for choosing the Assistant API over the classical ChatGPT interface lies in 

the former's enhanced operational proficiency and scalability. Manually analyzing extensive datasets 

through ChatGPT is not feasible due to the time-intensive nature of the task and the subsequent 

unstructured data output. Conversely, the Assistant API allows developers to script codes that 

automate these interactions, enabling direct entry of texts into analytical procedures and efficient 

extraction of processed data. Such a capability is significantly beneficial when conducting systematic 

data evaluation, a common feature of SLRs and comparable research undertakings. 

2.3. Systematic Literature Reviews (SLRs) demystified: 

Systematic Literature Reviews (SLRs) acquire their distinctive appeal from their rigorously organized 

approach towards the collection, evaluation, and synthesis of all pertinent research on a specified 

subject. The ultimate goal is to assemble an exhaustive review of existing literature (Tranfield et al., 

2003). 

A case in point is the research conducted by Giuggioli and Pellegrini (2023), who set out on a 

systematic quest to uncover the nexus between artificial intelligence (AI) and entrepreneurship. 

Their intricate SLR process entailed formulating a research query, establishing a research protocol, 

conducting detailed searches across multiple databases, selecting and excluding studies, extracting 

and analyzing data, and synthesizing findings.  

 



In this article, our aim is to describe an automation tool, powered by the Assistant API and 

implemented in Python. Its design is intended to ease the researcher's task specifically during the 

selection phase of a Systematic Literature Review (SLR), which involves selecting and excluding 

studies. The subsequent sections detail the step-by-step procedure researchers can follow to 

leverage this tool, which is powered by GPT models via the Assistant API. While various GPT models 

could be chosen, the gpt-4 model was selected for usage in developing this tool to enhance the 

identification of relevant studies. Hypothetically, had Giuggioli and Pellegrini (2023) utilized this 

code, they could have significantly expedited their selection process. 

 

3.Design: 

3.1. Set-Up Phase: 

Drawing from Giuggioli and Pellegrini (2023), the SLR process incorporates various steps. However, 

considering the specific focus of this article, we have named all the steps preceding the process of 

selecting and excluding studies as the 'set-up phase'. These initial stages include formulating a 

research query, establishing a research protocol, and conducting exhaustive searches across several 

databases to gather a comprehensive dataset. This 'set-up phase' as we have termed it, precedes the 

actual data collection. It necessitates researchers to download a comprehensive dataset by 

conducting query-driven searches across several databases, including but not limited to, Web of 

Science (WoS), Scopus, and EBSCO. 

3.2. Stage One:  

The initial task includes identifying and eliminating any duplicate records across datasets retrieved 

from different databases. Researchers must be certain that none of the essential columns 

("Authors", "Article Title", "Abstract") in each article is empty to enhance the process of duplicate 

removal. Consistency must be ensured in naming the three identifier columns ("Authors", "Article 

Title", "DOI") across all source Excel files. The code outlined in Figure 1 can then be used to merge all 

files into a single dataset, simultaneous eradicating duplicates. 



 

Figure 1 - Duplicate Removal Code Python script that identifies and removes duplicate articles in the 

dataset 

3.3. Stage Two: 

Before proceeding to this stage, it's essential to install the OpenAI package using the command (!pip 

install openai --use-deprecated=legacy-resolver). Following this, researchers can implement the code 

highlighted in Figure 2. The Assistant API is then employed to evaluate the eligibility of each article 

for inclusion in the study. Additional information, including authors' names, article titles, and 

publication years, is also included to ensure a structured and clear output. Researchers provide the 

Assistant API with instructions on how to determine article acceptance or rejection based on specific 

criteria relating to the Systematic Literature Review (SLR). As presented in Figure 3, I wrote an 

instruction that the Assistant API could use to guide the GPT model. This instruction helps GPT-4 

understand what it should do and how the output should look. For example, in this instruction, I 

asked the Assistant to have the GPT model format its selection decision to include 'Acceptance' 

(indicating inclusion in the study), 'Methodology' (categorizing the article as theoretical, empirical 



quantitative, or qualitative), and 'Explanation' (providing insights into the API's decision-making 

process). These results further include author names, article titles, and publication years previously 

inputted by the researcher for consistent output. 

 

Figure 2 - Article Inclusion Code Python code using Assistant API to decide if an article should be 

included in the review 

 

 

Figure 3 - Decision-Making Guide for Assistant API A graphic representation showing the criteria 

used by the Assistant API in deciding article inclusion. 



3.4. Stage Three:  

Before embarking on the final stage, the pytesseract package needs to be installed (!pip install 

pytesseract). Subsequently, the code depicted in Figure 4 compiles all assistant API responses and 

generates an Excel file as the output. This file systematically collates the articles selected for further 

analysis and synthesis by the researcher as part of the SLR process. 

 

Figure 4 - Final Output Creation Code Python code snippet that assembles and structures the API 

responses into a final Excel file. 



4.Deployed Example: 

The tool introduced in this article employs automation to streamline the Systematic Literature 

Review (SLR) selection phase, demonstrating its proficiency across various academic disciplines. For 

practical demonstration, I've utilized this tool during the selection phase of an SLR centered around 

'Artificial Intelligence and Entrepreneurship'. The aim was to make use of this tool for the efficient 

analysis of a wide scope of articles in the domains of business, economics, and management, 

thereby emphasizing its competency in selecting pertinent articles for review. 

4.1. Set-Up Phase: 

During the 'set-up phase', I identified appropriate keywords to streamline database searches. 

Subsequently, I downloaded two separate datasets containing article information: one from Scopus 

and another from Web of Science (WoS). 

4.2. Stage One:  

In the first stage, I utilized these two downloaded datasets from Scopus and WoS. Using the stage-

one code, I processed roughly 1,499 articles, identifying 210 duplicates. Additionally, one article was 

removed due to the lack of crucial information in the 'Authors', 'Article Title', and 'Abstract' sections. 

4.3. Stage Two: 

Transitioning into the second stage, I used the integrated dataset and the stage-two code to analyze 

which articles warranted inclusion in the study, while also gaining insights into the reasons for 

potential rejections. 

4.4. Stage Three: 

Lastly, in the third and final stage, the stage-three code was applied to generate an output of this 

data following complete analyses from the Assistant API. This data was then stored in the form of an 

Excel file. Figure 5, presenting a snapshot of the finalized analysis results, allows researchers to 

promptly ascertain which articles should be included in the study. Plus, it helps them comprehend 

the Assistant API's decision-making process and the unique methodologies of each inspected article. 

 

 



 

Figure 5 - Example of Completed Excel Output - A partial view of the structured, analytically-

generated final Excel output file. 

 

5.Discussion: 

5.1. Benefits:  

The adoption of GPT-4 through OpenAI's Assistant API ushers in a pivotal progression in automating 

the selection stage of Systematic Literature Reviews (SLRs). It equips researchers with a potent 

instrument for efficiently navigating the exponentially increasing sea of academic literature. This 

method notably trims the time spent on detecting relevant studies, curbs the probability of human 

error, and imparts a more impartial selection process, underpinned by established criteria. 

5.2. Limitations:  

Despite these benefits, this tool is not devoid of limitations. Its efficiency hinges on the meticulous 

designation of selection criteria. Moreover, while AI affords objectivity in criterion application, it 

may inadvertently mirror biases ingrained in its training data. Therefore, human expertise continues 

to hold crucial value in certifying the pertinence and caliber of selected articles. 

5.3. Future Research Directions: 

To further capitalize on the potential of AI in SLRs, future research could broaden the scope of AI-

based services. Developing AI-driven tools for deeper analysis, such as conducting thematic reviews 

using GPT models under researcher supervision, stands out as a promising direction. These 

advancements could result in comprehensive AI-assisted tools, encompassing the entire SLR process 

while preserving rigorous academic standards. 



6.Implications: 

6.1. Practical Implications:  

From a practical standpoint, the approach unveiled here stands to aid practitioners by assuring swift 

access to pertinent literature, hence bolstering evidence-informed decision-making. The heightened 

efficiency in executing SLRs equips professionals to keep abreast of the freshest research insights. 

6.2. Academic Implications:  

From an academic perspective, the automated tool's significance lies in its ability to refine the 

literature review process. It enables a more strategic deployment of researcher effort, reorienting 

focus from manual article selection towards critical examination and interpretation. Ultimately, this 

contributes to enhancing the quality of systematic literature reviews. 

 

7.Conclusion: 

The development of an AI-based tool, as detailed in this paper, optimizes the selection phase of 

systematic literature reviews by leveraging the strengths of GPT-4 through the OpenAI’s Assistant 

API. This method represents a practical response to the challenges posed by the expanding corpus of 

literature, improving both efficiency and accuracy. While it offers improvements to current manual 

approaches, its full potential is yet to be realized and will likely be reached through ongoing 

refinement and expansion into subsequent stages of the SLR process. Future iterations could see the 

role of Assistant API and AI technology expanding to assist with complex analytical tasks such as 

thematic analysis, all under the careful stewardship of researchers. This tool's continued 

development has the potential to deeply impact academic research practices, streamlining the 

management and synthesis of scholarly knowledge in an age characterized by information 

abundance. 
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