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Supplementary Figure 1. Global conservation priority map systematic review method and 3 

results. The final set of records (provided in Supplementary Material) should be considered an 4 

underestimate, as our search excluded several notable examples found in books and grey 5 
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literature (e.g endemic bird areas1) or where search terms such as “conservation”, “global” or 6 

“priorit*” were not present in the article title or abstract (e.g global 200 ecoregions2). Title and 7 

abstract screening was conducted using the revtools package 3 8 
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