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MEDLINE

1. neoplasms[mesh]

. survivors[mesh]

. "cancer survivor"[tiab]

. "cancer survivors"[tiab]
.(land2)or3or4

. child[mesh]

. adolescent[mesh]

. young adult[mesh]

. AYA[tiab]

10. "adolescent and young adult”[tiab]
11.60r 7or8or9or 10

12. employment[mesh]

13. employment[TW]

14. unemployment[mesh]

15. unemployment[TW]

16. work[mesh]

17. occupations[mesh]

18. inservice training[mesh]

19. workplace[mesh]

20. job satisfaction[mesh]

21. career([tiab]

22. job[tiab]

23. vocational*[TW]

24. "return to work"[TW]
25.120r130or 14 or 150r 16 or 17 or 18
or 19 or 20 or 21 or 22 or 23 or 24
26.5and 11 and 25

(Imesh=medical subject headings],
[tiab=title, abstract], [TW=Text Word], *=

)

OCoO~NOOOTAWN

PsycINFO

1. neoplasms[DE]

. survivors[DE]

. "cancer survivor"[TI]

. "cancer survivor"[AB]

. "cancer survivors"[TI]

. "cancer survivors"[AB]
.(land2)or3or4or5or6
. employment[MP]

. unemployment[MP]

10. unemployment[DE]
11. work[MP]

12. occupations[DE]

13. inservice training[DE]
14. workplace[MP]

15. job satisfaction[DE]
16. career[TI]

17. career[AB]

18. job[TI]

OCO~NOOOTAWN

19. job[AB]

20. vocational*[MP]

21. "return to work"[MP]
22.80r9or10o0r11or12or13o0r 14 or
150r160or17or 18 or 19o0r 20 or 21
23.7 and 22

24. 23 and (Child-
hood(birth-12yrs, Neonatal(birth-1mo),
Infancy (2-23 mo), Preschool Age (2-5yrs),
School Age (6-12 yrs), Adolescence
(13-17yrs), young adulthood (18-29 yrs))
(IDE=subject headings], [TI=title],
[AB=abstract], [MP=title, abstract,
heading word, key concepts, Table of
concents] , *= )

CINAHL

1. neoplasms[MH]

2. survivors[MH]

3. "cancer survivor"[TI]

4. "cancer survivor'[AB]

5. "cancer survivors"[TI]

6. "cancer survivors"[AB]

7.(land 2)or3or4or5o0r6

8. employment[MH]

9. employment

10. unemployment[MH]

11. unemployment

12. work[MH]

13. occupation[MH]

14. inservice training

15. workplace

16. job satisfaction[MH]

17. career[TlI]

18. career[AB]

19. job[TI]

20. job[AB]

21. vocational*

22. "return to work"
23.80r9or10o0r11or12or 13 or 14 or
150r 16 or 17 or 18 or 19 or 20 or 21 or 22
24,7 and 23

25. 24 and (newborn
(birth-1 month), infant(1-23 months),
Preschool (2-5years), child (6-12 years) ,
Adolescent (13-18 years), adult (19-44
years))

(IMH=CINAHL exact major subject
headings], [TI=title], [AB=abstract] , *=



COl




2-2

1 7 Spencer (2003)

1. How credible are the
findings?

2. How well defended is
the sample de-
sign/target selection of
cases/documents?

3. How well was the
data collection carried
out?

4. How well has the
approach to, and for-
mulation of, the analysis
been conveyed?

5. How well has diver-
sity of perspective and
content been explored?

6. How well has detail,
depth and complexity
(i.e. richness) of the
data been conveyed?

7. How clear are the
assumptions/theoretical
perspectives/ values
that have shaped the
form and output of the

Findings/conclusions are supported by data/study evi-
dence(i.e. reader can see how the researcher arrived at
his/her conclusion; the ‘building blocks’ of analysis and in-
terpretation are evident

Rationale for basis of selection of target sam-
ple/settings/documents (e.g. characteristics/features of
target sample/settings/documents, basis for inclusions and
exclusions, discussion of sample size/number of cas-
es/setting selected etc.)

Discussion of:

¢ who conducted data collection

e procedures/ documents used for collection/ recording
Audio or video recording of interviews/ discussions/ con-

versations (if not recorded, were justifiable reasons given?)

Evidence of how descriptive analytic categories, classes, la-
bels etc. have been generated and used (i.e. either through
explicit discussion or portrayal in the commentary)

Description and illumination of diversity/multiple perspec-
tives/alternative positions in the evidence displayed

Discussion of explicit and implicit explanations
Identification and discussion of patterns of association/
conceptual linkages within data

Reflections on the impact of the researcher on the research
process

evaluation?

8. CoOl
177
8 COl / /
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