Appendix. Systematic review process
1. Search strategy
The systematic literature review followed the PRISMA guidelines. Searches were conducted across Google Scholar, ScienceDirect, and Web of Science between October and December 2023. The keywords used included combinations of: “ecosystem services,” “ecosystem service assessment,” “food,” “water,” “energy,” and “nexus.” Boolean operators (AND, OR) were applied. Only peer-reviewed journal articles from 2005 to 2023 were included.

2. Inclusion criteria
The screening focused on ecosystem service assessment tools that addressed at least one component of the Food-Energy-Water (FEW) nexus. Additionally, only tools that remained active and accessible as of December 2023 were considered.

3. PRISMA flow diagram
A total of 138 records were initially identified, from which 22 duplicates were removed. The remaining 116 records were screened based on their titles and abstracts, leading to 61 full-text articles being reviewed. Of these, 44 studies were included for synthesis. From the included studies, six tools were selected for comparison.
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