Appendix A. Included Empirical Studies

Panel A: Included Studies
	No
	Studies
	Country
	Sample Size

	1
	Mathur & Dulla (2014)
	India
	55

	2
	Indahwati & Afiah (2014)
	Indonesia
	60

	3
	Adeboye (2016)
	USA
	219

	4
	Chauhan & Jaiswal (2016)
	India
	324

	5
	Alharbi (2017)
	Saudi Arabia
	219

	6
	Omotunde & Omotunde (2017)
	Nigeria
	78

	7
	Kishore & Sequeira (2016)
	India
	959

	8
	Alam et al. (2018)
	Bangladesh
	201

	9
	Ibrahim et al. (2018)
	Malaysia
	382

	10
	Alam & Uddin (2019)
	Bangladesh
	235

	11
	Uddin et al. (2019)
	Bangladesh
	225

	12
	Haleem (2020)
	Sri Lanka
	354

	13
	Kholid et al. (2020)
	Indonesia
	148

	14
	Jaradat et al. (2020)
	Jordan
	412

	15
	Queiroz et al. (2020)
	Brazil
	184

	16
	Matar et al. (2020)
	Jordan
	153

	17
	Handoko & Prianto (2020)
	Indonesia
	105

	18
	Zaini et al. (2020)
	Jordan
	210

	19
	Al-Okaily et al. (2020)
	Jordan
	270

	20
	Cokins et al. (2020)
	Romania
	401

	21
	Sanjeetha et al. (2020)
	Sri Lanka
	469

	22
	Najib et al. (2021)
	Indonesia
	184

	23
	Amron et al. (2021)
	Malaysia
	351

	24
	Zongjun (2021)
	Malaysia
	220

	25
	Chang et al. (2022)
	Korea
	537

	26
	Khan et al. (2022)
	United Arab Emirates
	300

	27
	Matar et al. (2022) – Study a
	Jordan
	153

	28
	Matar et al. (2022) – Study b
	Jordan
	107

	29
	Matar et al. (2022) – Study c
	Jordan
	46

	30
	Pieters et al. (2021)
	Netherlands
	242

	31
	Chitakala & Phirri (2022)
	Zambia
	100

	32
	Faizal et al. (2022)
	Malaysia
	380

	33
	Sobti (2019)
	India
	640

	34
	Queiroz & Wamba (2019) - Study a
	India
	344

	35
	Queiroz & Wamba (2019) - Study b
	USA
	394

	36
	Lutfi (2021)
	Jordan
	117

	37
	Rahi et al. (2019)
	Pakistan
	398

	38
	Nguyen et al. (2020)
	Vietnam
	241

	39
	Naheb et al. (2017)
	Libya
	240

	40
	Olaleye & Sanusi (2019)
	Nigeria
	216

	41
	Pourghanbari et al. (2022)
	Iran
	200

	42
	Sheel & Nath (2022)
	India
	360

	43
	Sheel & Nath (2020)
	India
	363

	44
	Jain et al. (2022)
	India
	365

	45
	Tang et al. (2021)
	Malaysia
	383

	46
	Cao et al. (2021)
	UK
	269

	47
	Andwika et al. (2020)
	Indonesia
	37

	Source(s): Authors’ own work



Panel B: Article Quartile Distribution
	Quartile
	No. of Articles
	Percentage (%)

	Q1
	9
	19

	Q2
	6
	13

	Q3
	5
	11

	Q4
	5
	11

	Not Indexed/Other
	22
	46

	Total
	47
	100

	Source(s): Authors’ own work
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Appendix B. Forest Plot 

Figure B1
Forest Plot of the Impact of PE on BIDAT
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Source(s): Authors’ own work











Figure B2
Forest Plot of the Impact of EE on BIDAT
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Source(s): Authors’ own work













Figure B3
Forest Plot of the Impact of SI on BIDAT
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Source(s): Authors’ own work













Appendix C. Summary of Subgroups Analysis Results 

Figure C1
Results of the Subgroups Analysis by Technology Type
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Source(s): Authors’ own work

Figure C2
Results of the Subgroups Analysis by the Economic Level
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