
Supplementary material

Supplementary Appendix 1. Validated Questionnaire 
Section A. Demographic Characteristics 
1. Questions answered by
· Parent
· Guardian/Relatives
2. Name of the Patient
3. Hospital ID
4. Sex
· Male
· Female
5. Age
6. Education before start of treatment
7. Current educational status 
8. Father’s education
· Middle school or less (Less than or equal to grade 8)
· High school (grade 9 to 12)
· College or more
9. Mother’s education
· Middle school or less (Less than or equal to grade 8)
· High school (grade 9 to 12)
· College or more
10. Age of father
11. Age of mother
12. Place of residence
13. Income (BG-Prasad Scale)
· Upper (Rs.9130 and above)
· Upper Middle (Rs.4565 – Rs.9129)
· Middle (Rs. 2739 – Rs.4564)
· Lower Middle (Rs.1369 – Rs.2738)
· Lower (Below Rs.1369)

Section B. Clinical Characteristics 
1. Diagnosis
· ALL (Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia)
· AML (Acute Myeloid Leukemia)
· NB (Neuroblastoma)
· RMS (Rhabdomyosarcoma)
· OGS (Osteogenic Sarcoma)
· EWS (Ewing Sarcoma)
· NHL- Burkitt (Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma- Burkitt)
· NHL- T LBL (Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma- T Cell Lymphoblastic Lymphoma)
· Hodgkin lymphoma
· Brain tumors
· Wilms
· Hepatoblastoma
· Others (Specify)
2. Treatment Status
· Completed treatment
· On maintenance
3. Date of Diagnosis
4. Date of completion of intensive treatment
5. Date of completion of maintenance therapy
6. Stage/ Risk of the disease if any
7. What is the treatment protocol received?
8. Did the patient receive cranial RT?
· Yes
· No
9. Any ongoing treatment related side effects
10. Is the child on any other medications apart from maintenance therapy?

Is the child attending school?
· Yes
· No

Section C. School Attendance Status 
C1. School-Rejoining Cohort 
1. Date of rejoining
2. Reasons for not joining school immediately after treatment
· School did not allow
· Change in physical appearance
· Anxiety
· Lost interest
· Fear of social taboo
· Bullying
· Parental insistence
· No specific reason
· I joined school immediately after treatment
3. Reason for joining school
· Parental pressure
· Own interest
· Friends
· Academic interest
4. How would you describe the school re-entry experience for the child with cancer (For children)
· Very difficult
· Difficult
· Neutral
· Satisfactory
· Very satisfactory
5. What were the main challenges faced during the school re-entry process? (Open-ended)
6. How satisfied are you with the support received from the school during the reentry process? (For parents)
· Very satisfied
· Satisfied
· Neutral
· Dissatisfied
· Very dissatisfied
7. Number of leaves taken on average per month
· 1-3 days
· 4-10 days
· More than 10 days
8. Reason for leave
· Follow-up hospital visits or medical check-ups
· Fear of illness without major health issues
· Emotional or psychological distress
· Difficulty coping with academics
· Risk of infections or low immunity
9. After rejoining school, did the child face any challenges in keeping up with academic work compared to before treatment?
· Yes
· No
· Not sure
10. Was there a disparity in marks prior to and post treatment?
· Yes
· No
11. Disparity in marks prior to and post treatment
· Less than 10%
· 10-25%
· More than 25%
12. Reason for the disparity in marks
· Inability to catchup in studies during the treatment period
· Reduced focus resulting from mental disturbances.
· Due to treatment induced side effects
13. How did the child’s social interactions change following their return to school?
· Improved
· Stayed the same
· Declined
· Not applicable
14. Social stigmas shown by (if any)
· Teachers
· Friends
· Relatives
· Neighbours
· Siblings
· Almost all
15. Has your child experienced any form of discrimination from peers after returning to school?
· Yes
· No
16.  Does your child participate in outdoor games with friends?
· Yes
· No
17. Did the teachers discriminate the child in any form?
· Yes
· No
18. How supportive were your child's teachers after child returned to school?
· Very supportive
· Supportive
· Not supportive

C2. School Non-attending Cohort 
1. Is your child attending any private tuition classes?
· Yes
· No
2. Reasons for not attending school?
· Fear of treatment related side effects
· Physical appearance (Including loss of hair)
· Anxiety
· Treated differently
· Low self esteem
· Lost interest
· No specific reason
· Other (Specify)
3. Are you planning for your child to rejoin school?
· Yes
· No
4. Were you informed by the doctors and hospital staffs that your child could rejoin school?
· Yes
· No
5. If yes, how many times did the doctors or hospital staff advise you that your child could rejoin school?
· Once
· Multiple times

C3. Questions Common to Both Cohorts 
1. Number of siblings
2. Has your child's illness affected the school attendance of his/her sibling(s)?
3. If yes, how many days of school abstinence per month?
4. Do your child’s friend know that your child is a cancer survivor?
· Yes
· No
5. Did you seek support from any external organizations or community resources to facilitate child’s school re-entry process?
· Yes
· No 
· Not applicable





Supplementary Appendix 2. Content Validation of the Questionnaire 

Methods for Content Validation 
The content validation of the developed survey tool was done by N = 8 multi-disciplinary experts where they were asked to rate relevance and clarity of survey items on a 4-point ordinal scale (1 – No relevance /clarity; 2 – Need major revision; 3 – relevant / clear but needs minor revision; 4 – Very relevant / clear).[1],[2]
The item content validity index (I-CVI) and scale validity index (S-CVI) was calculated for relevance and clarity. Further, interpreted as appropriate, if I-CVI > 0.79; needs revision, if I-CVI is in between 0.70 to 0.79; eliminated if I-CVI < 0.70; and the overall scale stated as relevant and clear if S-CVI > 0.90.[1],[3],[4]
The need of the item in the scale was evaluated by content validation ratio (CVR) which was determined by the linear proportionality of the agreement among the N = 8 experts. Thus, , where A is the number of experts who agree that the item is relevant. The items were interpretated as essential when CVR > 0.75.[5]
The inter-rater agreement among the experts was estimated by kappa statistics, 

where the evaluation criteria for kappa were the values > 0.74, 0.60 to 0.74, and 0.40 to 0.59 considered as excellent, good, and fair, respectively.[6]
Results of Content Validation: 
The content validation indices for relevance and clarity of items and scale were shown in Table 1 and 2, respectively.

Table 1: Content validity indices for relevance of questionnaire items. 

	Item
	Mean expert rate
	Experts 
rated
≥ 3 (A)
	I-CVI
	Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation
(≥ 0.75)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3H_Q1: Is the child currently attending school?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q2: If 3H_Q1 is yes, what is the date of rejoining school after treatment?
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q3: Did you rejoin school immediately after the intensive treatment was completed? (Yes / No)
	3.38
	6
	0.75
	needs revision
	0.11
	0.72
	good
	0.50
	not essential



	Item
	Mean expert rate
	Experts 
rated
≥ 3 (A)
	I-CVI
	Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation
(≥ 0.75)

	3H_Q4: If not, what was the reason for not rejoining immediately?
- Fear of side effects
- Physical appearance
- Anxiety
- Low self-esteem
- Lost interest
- No specific reason
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q5: What was your motivation for rejoining school?
- Parental pressure
- Own interest
- Friends
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q6: How would you describe your school re-entry experience?
- Very difficult
- Difficult
- Neutral
- Easy
- Very easy
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q7: What were the main challenges faced during the school
re-entry process?
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q8: How satisfied are you with the support received from the
school during the re-entry process?
- Very satisfied
- Satisfied
- Neutral
- Dissatisfied
- Very dissatisfied
	4.00
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential



	Item
	Mean expert rate
	Experts 
rated
≥ 3 (A)
	I-CVI
	Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation
(≥ 0.75)

	3H_Q9: How many leaves did you take from school per month?
- 1-5 days
- 6-10 days
- More than 10 days
	3.50
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q10: What percentage of marks did you score after rejoining school? ___
	3.00
	6
	0.75
	needs revision
	0.11
	0.72
	good
	0.50
	not essential

	3H_Q11:  Was there any disparity in marks before and after treatment? ____
- Less than 10%
- 10-25%
- More than 25%
	3.38
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q12: Did the child experience any difficulties in keeping up with schoolwork after rejoining?
(Yes / No / Not sure)
	4.00
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q13: How did the child’s social interactions change following their return to school?
- Improved
- Stayed the same
- Declined
- Not applicable
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	4H_Q1: Are you attending private tuition instead of school? (Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential



	Item
	Mean expert rate
	Experts 
rated
≥ 3 (A)
	I-CVI
	Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation
(≥ 0.75)

	4H_Q2: What are the reasons for not attending school?
- Fear of side effects
- Physical appearance
- Anxiety
- Low self-esteem
- Lost interest
- No specific reason
	4.00
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q3: Are you planning to rejoin school? 
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q4: Were you informed by doctors or hospital staff that you could rejoin school?
(Yes / No)
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q5: How many times have doctors advised you to rejoin school? 
(once / multiple times)
	4.00
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q1: Did you seek support from any external organizations or
community resources to facilitate the school re-entry process?
(Yes / No / Not applicable)
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q2: Were you informed about the importance of school re-entry by the medical team?
(Yes / No)
	4.00
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q3: Did your family members or caregivers provide support for
your school re-entry?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential



	Item
	Mean expert rate
	Experts 
rated
≥ 3 (A)
	I-CVI
	Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation
(≥ 0.75)

	5H_Q4: Were there any social stigmas shown by the following people?
- Teachers
- Friends
- Relatives
- Neighbours
- Siblings
- Almost all
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q5: Did you face any kind of discrimination from your peers?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q6: Do you participate in outdoor games or activities with friends? (Yes / No)
	3.75
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	5H_Q7: How would you describe your relationship with your teachers?
- Very supportive
- Supportive
- Not supportive
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q8: Did you feel treated differently by teachers after returning to school? (Yes / No)
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	5H_Q9: Did you receive any emotional or psychological support
from your school?
(Yes / No)
	3.50
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	Essential

	SCVI
	0.94
	
	
	
	
	
	


 

Table S2. Content validity indices for clarity of questionnaire items

	Item
	Mean 
score
	Experts rated
≥ 3
	I-CVI
	I-CVI 
Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation 
(≥ 0.75)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3H_Q1: Is the child currently attending school?
(Yes / No)
	3.75
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q2: If 3H_Q1 is yes, what is the date of rejoining school after treatment?
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q3: Did you rejoin school immediately after the intensive treatment was completed? (Yes / No)
	3.38
	6
	0.75
	needs revision
	0.11
	0.72
	good
	0.50
	not essential

	3H_Q4: If not, what was the reason for not rejoining immediately?
- Fear of side effects
- Physical appearance
- Anxiety
- Low self-esteem
- Lost interest
- No specific reason
	3.38
	6
	0.75
	needs revision
	0.11
	0.72
	good
	0.50
	not essential

	3H_Q5: What was your motivation for rejoining school?
- Parental pressure
- Own interest
- Friends
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q6: How would you describe your school re-entry experience?
- Very difficult
- Difficult
- Neutral
- Easy
- Very easy
	3.50
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q7: What were the main challenges faced during the school
re-entry process?
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential



	Item
	Mean 
score
	Experts rated
≥ 3
	I-CVI
	I-CVI 
Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation 
(≥ 0.75)

	3H_Q8: How satisfied are you with the support received from the
school during the re-entry process?
- Very satisfied
- Satisfied
- Neutral
- Dissatisfied
- Very dissatisfied
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	3H_Q9: How many leaves did you take from school per month?
- 1-5 days
- 6-10 days
- More than 10 days
	3.50
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q10: What percentage of marks did you score after rejoining school? ___
	3.13
	6
	0.75
	needs revision
	0.11
	0.72
	good
	0.50
	not essential

	3H_Q11:  Was there any disparity in marks before and after treatment? ____
- Less than 10%
- 10-25%
- More than 25%
	3.38
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	3H_Q12: Did the child experience any difficulties in keeping up with schoolwork after rejoining?
(Yes / No / Not sure)
	3.50
	6
	0.75
	needs revision
	0.11
	0.72
	good
	0.50
	not essential

	3H_Q13: How did the child’s social interactions change following their return to school?
- Improved
- Stayed the same
- Declined
- Not applicable
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential



	Item
	Mean 
score
	Experts rated
≥ 3
	I-CVI
	I-CVI 
Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation 
(≥ 0.75)

	4H_Q1: Are you attending private tuition instead of school? (Yes / No)
	4.00
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q2: What are the reasons for not attending school?
- Fear of side effects
- Physical appearance
- Anxiety
- Low self-esteem
- Lost interest
- No specific reason
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q3: Are you planning to rejoin school?
(Yes / No)
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q4: Were you informed by doctors or hospital staff that you could rejoin school?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	4H_Q5: How many times have doctors advised you to rejoin school? 
(once / multiple times)
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q1: Did you seek support from any external organizations or
community resources to facilitate the school re-entry process?
(Yes / No / Not applicable)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q2: Were you informed about the importance of school re-entry by the medical team?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential



	Item
	Mean 
score
	Experts rated
≥ 3
	I-CVI
	I-CVI 
Interpretation
	Pc
	K
	Strength 
of 
Agreement
	CVR
	CVR 
Interpretation 
(≥ 0.75)

	5H_Q3: Did your family members or caregivers provide support for
your school re-entry?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q4: Were there any social stigmas shown by the following people?
- Teachers
- Friends
- Relatives
- Neighbours
- Siblings
- Almost all
	3.75
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q5: Did you face any kind of discrimination from your peers?
(Yes / No)
	3.88
	8
	1.00
	appropriate
	0.00
	1.00
	excellent
	1.00
	essential

	5H_Q6: Do you participate in outdoor games or activities with friends? (Yes / No)
	3.75
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	5H_Q7: How would you describe your relationship with your teachers?
- Very supportive
- Supportive
- Not supportive
	3.75
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	5H_Q8: Did you feel treated differently by teachers after returning to school? (Yes / No)
	3.63
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	essential

	5H_Q9: Did you receive any emotional or psychological support
from your school?
(Yes / No)
	3.50
	7
	0.88
	appropriate
	0.03
	0.87
	excellent
	0.75
	Essential

	SCVI
	0.92
	
	
	
	
	
	




The overall findings of the expert evaluation of content’s relevance and clarity was summarized as below.
	Relevance
	Clarity

	· High Relevance (I-CVI ≥ 0.80, CVR ≥ 0.75):
· Most questions (e.g., 3H_Q1, 3H_Q2, 4H_Q2) scored I-CVI = 1.0 (all 8/8 experts rated ≥3) and CVR = 1.0, indicating unanimous agreement on their essentiality.
· Example: 3H_Q8 ("How satisfied are you with school support?") was rated 4 by all experts.
· Needs Revision (I-CVI < 0.80):
· 3H_Q3 ("Did you rejoin school immediately?"): I-CVI = 0.75 (6/8 experts rated ≥3). 
Expert feedback noted redundancy and ambiguity in "immediately."
· 3H_Q10 ("Percentage of marks post-rejoining"): I-CVI = 0.75 (6/8 experts rated ≥3). 
Experts flagged it as calculation-heavy and confusing for children.
· S-CVI/Average: 0.94 (average of all I-CVIs), indicating excellent overall relevance.
	· High Clarity (I-CVI ≥ 0.80):
· Most questions (e.g., 3H_Q1, 4H_Q2) scored I-CVI = 1.0, with experts agreeing the wording was clear.



· Needs Revision (I-CVI <0.80):
· 3H_Q3 ("Did you rejoin immediately?"): I-CVI = 0.75. 
Experts noted ambiguity in "immediately" (e.g., "Define a timeframe like ‘within 2 weeks’").
· 3H_Q12 ("Difficulties in schoolwork"): I-CVI = 0.75.
Feedback suggested clarifying terms like "difficulty" and adding examples.

· S-CVI/Average: 0.92 (average of all I-CVIs), indicating strong overall clarity but room for improvement in specific items



The expert perception about the scale was summarized in Table 3.

Table 3. Summary of expert comments and corresponding modifications.
	Addressed Area
	Issues
	Suggestions
	Impact

	Clarity & Simplicity
	Technical terms (e.g., "anxiety," "stigma," "disparity") are too complex for children
	· Use child-friendly language (e.g., "sadness" instead of "anxiety").
· Use consistent pronouns (e.g., "you" instead of "the child").
Clarify timeframe (e.g., "immediately" ➔ "within 2 weeks").
	Ensures questions are understood by the target audience (children aged 4–18), improving response accuracy.

	Comprehensiveness of Options
	Limited response options fail to capture diverse experiences
	· Add "other" options with open-ended responses (e.g., for challenges like bullying, fatigue, financial constraints).
· Include checklists for complex topics (e.g., "stigma" examples: being avoided, teased).
· Expand motivation/reason categories (e.g., "academic interest," "social taboo").
	Captures a wider range of experiences, reducing bias and improving data richness

	Structural Improvements
	Redundant or overly complex questions
	· Split multi-part questions (e.g., pre- and post-treatment marks instead of calculating percentages).
· Remove redundant questions (e.g., treatment protocol, mark disparity).
· Use Likert scales or structured formats (e.g., "Very supportive" to "Very unsupportive").
	Reduces respondent fatigue and enhances data reliability

	Methodological Enhancements
	Gaps in capturing holistic experiences
	· Mixed Methods: Combine qualitative (open-ended) and quantitative (scales) approaches.
· Parental Involvement: Include parents for younger children (4–6 years) to ensure valid responses.
· Contextual Factors: Add socio-economic background, coping strategies, and physical limitations.
	Strengthens the study’s validity and policy relevance by addressing multi-dimensional challenges

	Age-Appropriateness
	Questions are unsuitable for younger children
	· Reframe questions for simplicity (e.g., "Did friends treat you differently?" instead of "social stigma").
· Use visual aids or examples (e.g., "bullying" ➔ "Did anyone call you names?").
	Ensures accessibility across age groups, improving participation and data quality

	Alignment with Study Scope
	Some questions drift from the core focus (difficulty in school re-entry).
	· Omit post-rejoining questions if the study focuses on pre-joining challenges.
· Prioritize questions directly tied to barriers (e.g., fear of infection, academic pressure).
	Maintains focus on the research objective, avoiding data dilution




Summary of Content Validation:
The questionnaire demonstrated excellent content validity, with an S-CVI of 0.94 for relevance and 0.92 for clarity. Most items achieved excellent agreement among experts (I-CVI ≥0.88; CVR ≥0.75). Based on expert feedback, minor revisions were made to improve wording, age-appropriateness, response options, and clarity before finalization.
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