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Thank you for inviting me to review this preprint. I support the open review initiative and the efforts of Qeios in promoting

open science.

I thank the authors for conducting this review. It is fantastic to see the scale at which behavioural research is produced. I

am very glad to see how prolific our field is today. 

This bibliometric analysis estimating the number of studies reporting behavioural interventions relating to health is

conducted accurately. As the authors pointed out, we cannot know the exact number of studies, but this bibliographic

analysis provides the reader with an estimate. 

I agree with the authors, that given this huge number of studies, some automation is required for efficient and timely

integration of evidence and cumulative science. However, I am not sure if that implies that there is a need for an authoring

tool to facilitate machine readability. It might be the case that currently existing large language models (e.g., GPT-3) are

already capable of conducting human-level (and beyond) automated literature search and data extraction. These models

do not need structured language. Perhaps today machine readability is no longer an issue since machines can read

natural language.

I wonder if the authors could comment on the existence of such language models and their implications for the need to

report studies in a more structured way. 
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