Supplementary Material A: Literature search strategies
Table A.1. Initial search strategy
	Search stage
	Initial search

	Date
	28 May 2025

	Database
	Scopus

	Search field
	TITLE-ABS-KEY

	Records retrieved
	328

	Filters applied
	Publication years 2011-2025; document type: article or review; language: English or German; affiliation country: Germany.

	Note
	This first query included an affiliation-country restriction to Germany. Because this filter restricts author affiliation rather than study context, it was not retained in the updated final search.


Full query
	TITLE-ABS-KEY ( ( transition* OR Energiewende OR energy transition*) AND ( germany OR deutschland ) AND ( stakeholder* OR actor* OR participant* OR akteur* OR agent* ) AND ( interest* OR interesse* OR conflict* OR konflikt* OR protest* OR resistance OR widerstand* OR controversy OR kontroverse* OR disagreement OR uneinigkeit* OR policy recommendation* OR Politikempfehlung* OR Governance OR conflict resolution OR Konfliktlösung* OR cooperation OR Kooperation OR participation OR Partizipation OR Teilhabe OR Beteiligung OR mitigation OR Minderung OR Engagement OR Dialog* ) ) AND PUBYEAR > 2010 AND PUBYEAR < 2026 AND ( LIMIT-TO ( AFFILCOUNTRY, “Germany” ) ) AND ( LIMIT-TO ( DOCTYPE, “ar” ) OR LIMIT-TO ( DOCTYPE, “re” ) ) AND ( LIMIT-TO ( LANGUAGE, “English” ) OR LIMIT-TO ( LANGUAGE, “German” ) )



Table A.2. Updated search strategy
	Search stage
	Updated search

	Date
	September 2025

	Database
	Scopus

	Search field
	TITLE-ABS-KEY

	Records retrieved
	456

	Filters applied
	Publication years 2011-2025; document type: article or review; language: English or German.

	Note
	The updated search removed the Germany affiliation filter to identify relevant studies regardless of author affiliation. The terms policy advice and policy implication* were added, and Kooperation was changed to Kooperation*.


Full query
	TITLE-ABS-KEY ( ( transition* OR Energiewende OR energy transition* ) AND ( germany OR deutschland ) AND ( stakeholder* OR actor* OR participant* OR akteur* OR agent* ) AND ( interest* OR interesse* OR conflict* OR konflikt* OR protest* OR resistance OR widerstand* OR controversy OR kontroverse* OR disagreement OR uneinigkeit* OR policy recommendation* OR policy advice OR policy implication* OR Politikempfehlung* OR Governance OR conflict resolution OR Konfliktlösung* OR cooperation OR Kooperation* OR participation OR Partizipation OR Teilhabe OR Beteiligung OR mitigation OR minderung OR Engagement OR Dialog* ) ) AND PUBYEAR > 2010 AND PUBYEAR < 2026 AND ( LIMIT-TO ( DOCTYPE, “ar” ) OR LIMIT-TO ( DOCTYPE, “re” ) ) AND ( LIMIT-TO ( LANGUAGE, “English”) OR LIMIT-TO ( LANGUAGE, “German” ) )




Study eligibility criteria
Eligibility was assessed sequentially during title, abstract and keyword screening and full-text review. Records were retained only when all applicable criteria were met. The operational rules used at each stage are reported in Table A.3.
Table A.3. Inclusion and exclusion criteria
	Stage and criterion
	Inclusion
	Exclusion

	Search limits
	Journal articles and reviews published from 2011 to 2025 in English or German.
	Other document types; publications outside 2011-2025; publications in other languages.

	Screening: geographic and topical relevance
	The title, abstract or keywords indicated that Germany's energy transition (Energiewende) was a substantive or potentially substantive focus.
	Germany or the energy transition was mentioned only incidentally, or the record concerned another country or an unrelated use of the search terms.

	Screening: stakeholder or governance dimension
	The record indicated potential evidence on identifiable actors or stakeholders, public acceptance, governance, conflict, cooperation, participation, policy or strategy.
	The study addressed exclusively technical or natural-science questions without an identifiable stakeholder, governance or policy dimension.

	Full text: German case relevance
	Germany's energy transition constituted a substantive empirical or analytical case. Comparative studies were eligible when Germany-specific evidence could be distinguished.
	Germany served only as background or a passing example, or evidence relating to Germany could not be separated in a comparative study.

	Full text: stakeholder identification
	At least one relevant actor or stakeholder group could be identified from the study.
	No relevant actor or stakeholder group could be identified, or actors were described too generally to support classification.

	Full text: analytical codability
	The study contained extractable evidence on stakeholder interests, objectives, strategies, interactions, conflicts, cooperation, governance arrangements or policy responses.
	Stakeholders were merely named, or the study provided no interpretable evidence for the coding categories.

	Full text: accessibility
	The complete text was available for full reading, either online or as a downloadable file, and provided sufficient information for eligibility assessment and coding.
	The complete text could not be accessed after retrieval attempts, or the available material was insufficient for eligibility assessment and coding.




