DRAFT; CONFIDENTIAL

[bookmark: _GoBack]Patient preferences for breast cancer screening: a systematic review update to inform recommendations by the Canadian Task Force on Preventive Health Care
Jennifer Pillay, Samantha Guitard, Sholeh Rahman, Sabrina Saba, Ashiqur Rahman, Liza Bialy, Nicole Gehring, Maria Tan, Alex Melton, Lisa Hartling; Alberta Research Centre for Health Evidence, Faculty of Medicine and Dentistry, University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada.

Supplementary file 1. Search strategies and list of studies excluded at full text 

CONTENTS

Database and grey literature search strategies p. 2
List of excluded studies at full text p. 28


Database Search Strategies
MEDLINE 
Database(s): Ovid MEDLINE(R) ALL 1946 
Search date: 19Jun2023

	#
	Searches

	1
	exp Breast Neoplasms/

	2
	exp Carcinoma, Intraductal, Noninfiltrating/

	3
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) adj3 (breast? or mamma or mammar*)).ti,ab,kf.

	4
	(DCIS or (ductal carcinoma adj1 (in situ or insitu))).ti,ab,kf.

	5
	((intra-ductal or intraductal) adj1 carcinoma*).ti,ab,kf.

	6
	((mammogram* or mammograph*) and screening).ti. or ((mammogram* or mammograph*) and screening).ab. /freq=2

	7
	or/1-6 [BREAST CA]

	8
	exp *Breast Neoplasms/di and screen*.mp.

	9
	exp Early Diagnosis/ and screen*.mp.

	10
	exp Magnetic Resonance Imaging/ and screen*.mp.

	11
	exp Mammography/

	12
	exp Mass Screening/

	13
	Ultrasonography, Mammary/ and screen*.mp.

	14
	(echograph* or echo-mammogra* or echo-tomograph* or echomammogra* or echotomograph*).ti,ab,kf.

	15
	(magnetic resonance imag* or magnetic resonance tomograph* or MR tomograph* or MRI or MRIs or NMRI or NMRIs).tw,kf. and screen*.mp.

	16
	"breast tomosynthesis".ti,ab,kf. and screen*.mp.

	17
	screen*.ti.

	18
	screen*.ab. /freq=2

	19
	(sonograph* or ultra-son* or ultra-sound* or ultrason* or ultrasound*).ti,ab,kf. and screen*.mp.

	20
	or/8-19 [SCREENING]

	21
	7 and 20 [BREAST CANCER + SCREENING]

	22
	attitude to health/

	23
	Choice Behavior/

	24
	Consumer Behavior/

	25
	Decision Making/

	26
	Decision Making, Shared/

	27
	decision support techniques/

	28
	health knowledge, attitudes, practice/

	29
	"patient acceptance of health care"/

	30
	patient participation/

	31
	patient preference/

	32
	patient satisfaction/

	33
	Perception/

	34
	((acceptabilit* or acceptance or acceptable or attitude* or belief* or deliberat* or expectation* or intent* or jury or perceiv* or perception* or perspective* or prefer* or valuation* or valued or values or views or willing*) adj3 (elicit* or citizen or citizens or client* or consumer* or female* or individual* or panel or participant* or patient* or people* or person* or public* or respondent* or screenee* or stated or user* or wom#n)).ti,ab,kf.

	35
	((choice* or choos*) adj2 (behavio?r* or discrete or experiment*)).ti,ab,kf.

	36
	(conjoint adj3 (analy* or design* or evaluation or exercise* or experiment* or studies or study or survey* or task* or valuation or value* or valuing)).ti,ab,kf.

	37
	(contingent adj3 (analy* or design* or evaluation or valuation or value* or valuing)).ti,ab,kf.

	38
	(decision* adj (board$1 or certain* or conflict* or dissatisf* or satisf* or uncertain*)).ti,ab,kf.

	39
	(decision* adj2 (aid$1 or mak* or needs or support* or tool*)).ti,ab,kf.

	40
	(decision* adj5 balance).ti,ab,kf.

	41
	(ranking or rating).ti,ab,kf.

	42
	((mammograph* or mammogram* or screen*) adj3 (acceptabilit*or acceptance or acceptable or agree* or attitude* or behavio?r* or belief* or choice* or choos* or decid* or decision* or declin* or expectation* or inclin* or intending or intent* or perceiv* or perception* or perspective* or prefer*or propensity or pursue or values or views or willing*)).ti,ab,kf.

	43
	(tradeoff* or trade-off*).ti,ab,kf.

	44
	or/22-43 [DECISION-MAKING]

	45
	21 and 44 [BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING]

	46
	*Genes, BRCA1/ or (BRCA* or gene* or hereditary).ti.

	47
	45 not 46 [BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING - Genetic high-risk patient studies excluded]

	48
	exp Breast Neoplasms/

	49
	exp Carcinoma, Intraductal, Noninfiltrating/

	50
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) adj3 (breast? or mamma or mammar*)).ti,ab,kf.

	51
	(DCIS or (ductal carcinoma adj1 (in situ or insitu))).ti,ab,kf.

	52
	((intra-ductal or intraductal) adj1 carcinoma*).ti,ab,kf.

	53
	or/48-52 [BREAST CA]

	54
	Diagnostic Errors/

	55
	False Positive Reactions/

	56
	(false*-positiv* or overdiagnosis or (diagnos* adj3 error*)).ti,ab,kf.

	57
	(indetermina* or suspect* or suspicious*).ti,ab,kf.

	58
	("Ductal carcinoma in situ" or DCIS).ti,ab,kf.

	59
	or/54-58

	60
	(Breast or ductal or mammogra*).hw,ti,ab,kf.

	61
	59 and 60 [Non-CA]

	62
	53 or 61 [BREAST CA /NOT BREAST CA]

	63
	Quality-Adjusted Life Years/

	64
	*"Quality of Life"/

	65
	"Value of Life"/

	66
	(QALY or QALYS).ti,ab,kf.

	67
	direct*-elicitation*.ti,ab,kf.

	68
	(quality adj adjusted-life).ti,ab,kf.

	69
	("Utility Based Questionnaire-Cancer" or UBQC or UBQC or UBQ-C or "15-Dimension questionnaire" or 15D or "Assessment of QoL" or AQoL or AQoL2 or "wellbeing index" or "well-being index" or "quality of wellbeing" or "quality of well-being" or qwb).ti,ab,kf.

	70
	(EuroQol5D or EuroQol or Euro-Qol or EuroQual5D or EuroQual or Euro-Qual or EQ5D or EQ-5D).ti,ab,kf.

	71
	(health adj2 (utilit* or disutilit*)).ti,ab,kf.

	72
	(health-stat$2 adj2 (cost* or estimat* or index or indice* or measure* or scale* or score* or valu* or weight*)).ti,ab,kf.

	73
	((HRQOL or QOL or quality-of-life) adj3 (assess* or instrument*)).ti,ab,kf.

	74
	(HSUV or HUSVs).ti,ab,kf.

	75
	(HUI or HUI2 or HUI3).ti,ab,kf.

	76
	(multi-attribute or multi-criteria or multiattribute or multicriteria).ti,ab,kf.

	77
	((quality or index) adj2 (wellbeing or well-being)).ti,ab,kf.

	78
	(sf6 or sf-6 or short-form-6 or shortform-6 or sf-six or sfsix or shortform-six or short-form-six or shortform6 or short-form6).ti,ab,kf.

	79
	standard gamble*.ti,ab,kf.

	80
	(time adj (tradeoff or trade-off)).ti,ab,kf.

	81
	TTO.ti,ab,kf.

	82
	(utility adj (cost* or estimat* or index or indice* or measure* or scale* or score* or valu* or weight*)).ti,ab,kf.

	83
	vignette*.ti,ab,kf.

	84
	or/63-83 [HSUV]

	85
	62 and 84 [BREAST CA /BREAST non-CA + HSUV]

	86
	47 or 85 [(BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING) OR (BCA/Non-CA + HSUV)]

	87
	(Adolescent/ or exp Child/ or exp Infant/) not exp Adult/

	88
	(adolesc* or baby or babies or boy* or child* or fetus or fetal or foet* or girl* or juvenile* or kid or kids or infan* or newborn* or new-born* or neonat* or neo-nat* or paediatr* or pediatr* or preadolesc* or prepubesc* or preteen* or pubescen* or teen* or toddler* or youth*).ti,jn.

	89
	86 not (87 or 88) [CHILD/ADOLESCENT ONLY EXCLUDED]

	90
	(exp Animals/ or Models, Animal/ or Disease Models, Animal/) not Humans/

	91
	((animal or animal-model* or animals or canine* or cat or cats or dog or dogs or feline* or hamster* or lamb or lambs or mice or monkey or monkeys or mouse or murine or pig or pigs or piglet* or porcine or primate* or rabbit* or rat or rats or rodent* or sheep* or swine or veterinar*) not (human* or patient*)).mp.

	92
	89 not (90 or 91) [ANIMAL-ONLY STUDIES EXCLUDED]

	93
	(Case Reports.pt. or (case report? or case study or case studies).ti.) not (review* or trial*).ti,kf,hw,pt.

	94
	comment/ or editorial/ or (comment or editorial or news or newspaper article).ti,pt.

	95
	92 not (93 or 94) [CASE STUDIES/OPINION PIECES EXCLUDED]

	96
	limit 95 to yr="2017 -Current"

	97
	limit 96 to (english or french)

	98
	remove duplicates from 97

	#
	Searches

	1
	exp Breast Neoplasms/

	2
	exp Carcinoma, Intraductal, Noninfiltrating/

	3
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) adj3 (breast? or mamma or mammar*)).ti,ab,kf.

	4
	(DCIS or (ductal carcinoma adj1 (in situ or insitu))).ti,ab,kf.

	5
	((intra-ductal or intraductal) adj1 carcinoma*).ti,ab,kf.

	6
	((mammogram* or mammograph*) and screening).ti. or ((mammogram* or mammograph*) and screening).ab. /freq=2

	7
	or/1-6 [BREAST CA]

	8
	exp *Breast Neoplasms/di and screen*.mp.

	9
	exp Early Diagnosis/ and screen*.mp.

	10
	exp Magnetic Resonance Imaging/ and screen*.mp.

	11
	exp Mammography/

	12
	exp Mass Screening/

	13
	Ultrasonography, Mammary/ and screen*.mp.

	14
	(echograph* or echo-mammogra* or echo-tomograph* or echomammogra* or echotomograph*).ti,ab,kf.

	15
	(magnetic resonance imag* or magnetic resonance tomograph* or MR tomograph* or MRI or MRIs or NMRI or NMRIs).tw,kf. and screen*.mp.

	16
	"breast tomosynthesis".ti,ab,kf. and screen*.mp.

	17
	screen*.ti.

	18
	screen*.ab. /freq=2

	19
	(sonograph* or ultra-son* or ultra-sound* or ultrason* or ultrasound*).ti,ab,kf. and screen*.mp.

	20
	or/8-19 [SCREENING]

	21
	7 and 20 [BREAST CANCER + SCREENING]

	22
	attitude to health/

	23
	Choice Behavior/

	24
	Consumer Behavior/

	25
	Decision Making/

	26
	Decision Making, Shared/

	27
	decision support techniques/

	28
	health knowledge, attitudes, practice/

	29
	"patient acceptance of health care"/

	30
	patient participation/

	31
	patient preference/

	32
	patient satisfaction/

	33
	Perception/

	34
	((acceptabilit* or acceptance or acceptable or attitude* or belief* or deliberat* or expectation* or intent* or jury or perceiv* or perception* or perspective* or prefer* or valuation* or valued or values or views or willing*) adj3 (elicit* or citizen or citizens or client* or consumer* or female* or individual* or panel or participant* or patient* or people* or person* or public* or respondent* or screenee* or stated or user* or wom#n)).ti,ab,kf.

	35
	((choice* or choos*) adj2 (behavio?r* or discrete or experiment*)).ti,ab,kf.

	36
	(conjoint adj3 (analy* or design* or evaluation or exercise* or experiment* or studies or study or survey* or task* or valuation or value* or valuing)).ti,ab,kf.

	37
	(contingent adj3 (analy* or design* or evaluation or valuation or value* or valuing)).ti,ab,kf.

	38
	(decision* adj (board$1 or certain* or conflict* or dissatisf* or satisf* or uncertain*)).ti,ab,kf.

	39
	(decision* adj2 (aid$1 or mak* or needs or support* or tool*)).ti,ab,kf.

	40
	(decision* adj5 balance).ti,ab,kf.

	41
	(ranking or rating).ti,ab,kf.

	42
	((mammograph* or mammogram* or screen*) adj3 (acceptabilit*or acceptance or acceptable or agree* or attitude* or behavio?r* or belief* or choice* or choos* or decid* or decision* or declin* or expectation* or inclin* or intending or intent* or perceiv* or perception* or perspective* or prefer*or propensity or pursue or values or views or willing*)).ti,ab,kf.

	43
	(tradeoff* or trade-off*).ti,ab,kf.

	44
	or/22-43 [DECISION-MAKING]

	45
	21 and 44 [BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING]

	46
	*Genes, BRCA1/ or (BRCA* or gene* or hereditary).ti.

	47
	45 not 46 [BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING - Genetic high-risk patient studies excluded]

	48
	exp Breast Neoplasms/

	49
	exp Carcinoma, Intraductal, Noninfiltrating/

	50
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) adj3 (breast? or mamma or mammar*)).ti,ab,kf.

	51
	(DCIS or (ductal carcinoma adj1 (in situ or insitu))).ti,ab,kf.

	52
	((intra-ductal or intraductal) adj1 carcinoma*).ti,ab,kf.

	53
	or/48-52 [BREAST CA]

	54
	Diagnostic Errors/

	55
	False Positive Reactions/

	56
	(false*-positiv* or overdiagnosis or (diagnos* adj3 error*)).ti,ab,kf.

	57
	(indetermina* or suspect* or suspicious*).ti,ab,kf.

	58
	("Ductal carcinoma in situ" or DCIS).ti,ab,kf.

	59
	or/54-58

	60
	(Breast or ductal or mammogra*).hw,ti,ab,kf.

	61
	59 and 60 [Non-CA]

	62
	53 or 61 [BREAST CA /NOT BREAST CA]

	63
	Quality-Adjusted Life Years/

	64
	*"Quality of Life"/

	65
	"Value of Life"/

	66
	(QALY or QALYS).ti,ab,kf.

	67
	direct*-elicitation*.ti,ab,kf.

	68
	(quality adj adjusted-life).ti,ab,kf.

	69
	("Utility Based Questionnaire-Cancer" or UBQC or UBQC or UBQ-C or "15-Dimension questionnaire" or 15D or "Assessment of QoL" or AQoL or AQoL2 or "wellbeing index" or "well-being index" or "quality of wellbeing" or "quality of well-being" or qwb).ti,ab,kf.

	70
	(EuroQol5D or EuroQol or Euro-Qol or EuroQual5D or EuroQual or Euro-Qual or EQ5D or EQ-5D).ti,ab,kf.

	71
	(health adj2 (utilit* or disutilit*)).ti,ab,kf.

	72
	(health-stat$2 adj2 (cost* or estimat* or index or indice* or measure* or scale* or score* or valu* or weight*)).ti,ab,kf.

	73
	((HRQOL or QOL or quality-of-life) adj3 (assess* or instrument*)).ti,ab,kf.

	74
	(HSUV or HUSVs).ti,ab,kf.

	75
	(HUI or HUI2 or HUI3).ti,ab,kf.

	76
	(multi-attribute or multi-criteria or multiattribute or multicriteria).ti,ab,kf.

	77
	((quality or index) adj2 (wellbeing or well-being)).ti,ab,kf.

	78
	(sf6 or sf-6 or short-form-6 or shortform-6 or sf-six or sfsix or shortform-six or short-form-six or shortform6 or short-form6).ti,ab,kf.

	79
	standard gamble*.ti,ab,kf.

	80
	(time adj (tradeoff or trade-off)).ti,ab,kf.

	81
	TTO.ti,ab,kf.

	82
	(utility adj (cost* or estimat* or index or indice* or measure* or scale* or score* or valu* or weight*)).ti,ab,kf.

	83
	vignette*.ti,ab,kf.

	84
	or/63-83 [HSUV]

	85
	62 and 84 [BREAST CA /BREAST non-CA + HSUV]

	86
	47 or 85 [(BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING) OR (BCA/Non-CA + HSUV)]

	87
	(Adolescent/ or exp Child/ or exp Infant/) not exp Adult/

	88
	(adolesc* or baby or babies or boy* or child* or fetus or fetal or foet* or girl* or juvenile* or kid or kids or infan* or newborn* or new-born* or neonat* or neo-nat* or paediatr* or pediatr* or preadolesc* or prepubesc* or preteen* or pubescen* or teen* or toddler* or youth*).ti,jn.

	89
	86 not (87 or 88) [CHILD/ADOLESCENT ONLY EXCLUDED]

	90
	(exp Animals/ or Models, Animal/ or Disease Models, Animal/) not Humans/

	91
	((animal or animal-model* or animals or canine* or cat or cats or dog or dogs or feline* or hamster* or lamb or lambs or mice or monkey or monkeys or mouse or murine or pig or pigs or piglet* or porcine or primate* or rabbit* or rat or rats or rodent* or sheep* or swine or veterinar*) not (human* or patient*)).mp.

	92
	89 not (90 or 91) [ANIMAL-ONLY STUDIES EXCLUDED]

	93
	(Case Reports.pt. or (case report? or case study or case studies).ti.) not (review* or trial*).ti,kf,hw,pt.

	94
	comment/ or editorial/ or (comment or editorial or news or newspaper article).ti,pt.

	95
	92 not (93 or 94) [CASE STUDIES/OPINION PIECES EXCLUDED]

	96
	limit 95 to yr="2017 -Current"

	97
	limit 96 to (english or french)

	98
	remove duplicates from 97



APA PsycInfo 1806 to June Week 2 2023
Search date: 19Jun2023

	#
	Searches

	1
	Breast Neoplasms/

	2
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) adj3 (breast? or mamma or mammar*)).ti,ab.

	3
	(DCIS or (ductal carcinoma adj1 (in situ or insitu))).ti,ab.

	4
	((intra-ductal or intraductal) adj1 carcinoma*).ti,ab.

	5
	((mammogram* or mammograph*) and screening).ti,ab.

	6
	or/1-5 [BREAST CA]

	7
	Cancer Screening/

	8
	Health Screening/

	9
	exp Magnetic Resonance Imaging/ and screen*.mp.

	10
	Mammography/

	11
	(echograph* or echo-mammogra* or echo-tomograph* or echomammogra* or echotomograph*).ti,ab.

	12
	(magnetic resonance imag* or magnetic resonance tomograph* or MR tomograph* or MRI or MRIs or NMRI or NMRIs).ti,ab. and screen*.mp.

	13
	("breast cancer" or "breast tomosynthesis").ti,ab. and screen*.mp.

	14
	screen*.ti.

	15
	screen*.ab. /freq=2

	16
	(sonograph* or ultra-son* or ultra-sound* or ultrason* or ultrasound*).ti,ab. and screen*.mp.

	17
	or/7-16 [SCREENING]

	18
	6 and 17 [BREAST CA + SCREENING]

	19
	*Client Attitudes/

	20
	*Choice Behavior/

	21
	*Consumer Behavior/

	22
	Decision Making/

	23
	Health attitudes/

	24
	Client participation/

	25
	Preferences/

	26
	Client satisfaction/

	27
	((acceptabilit* or acceptance or acceptable or attitude* or belief* or deliberat* or expectation* or intent* or jury or perceiv* or perception* or perspective* or prefer* or valuation* or valued or values or views or willing*) adj4 (elicit* or citizen or citizens or client* or consumer* or female* or individual* or panel or participant* or patient* or people* or person* or public* or respondent* or screenee* or stated or user* or wom#n)).ti,ab.

	28
	((choice* or choos*) adj2 (behavio?r* or discrete or experiment*)).ti,ab.

	29
	(conjoint adj3 (analy* or design* or evaluation or exercise* or experiment* or studies or study or survey* or task* or valuation or value* or valuing)).ti,ab.

	30
	(contingent adj3 (analy* or design* or evaluation or valuation or value* or valuing)).ti,ab.

	31
	(decision* adj (board$1 or certain* or conflict* or dissatisf* or satisf* or uncertain*)).ti,ab.

	32
	(decision* adj2 (aid$1 or mak* or needs or support* or tool*)).ti,ab.

	33
	(decision* adj5 balance).ti,ab.

	34
	(ranking or rating).ti,ab.

	35
	((mammograph* or mammogram* or screen*) adj4 (acceptabilit*or acceptance or acceptable or agree* or attitude* or behavio?r* or belief* or choice* or choos* or decid* or decision* or declin* or expectation* or inclin* or intending or intent* or perceiv* or perception* or perspective* or prefer*or propensity or pursue or values or views or willing*)).ti,ab.

	36
	(tradeoff* or trade-off*).ti,ab.

	37
	or/19-36 [DECISION-MAKING]

	38
	18 and 37 [BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING]

	39
	38 not (BRCA* or gene* or hereditary).ti. [Genetic high-risk patient studies excluded]

	40
	Breast Neoplasms/

	41
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) adj3 (breast? or mamma or mammar*)).ti,ab.

	42
	(DCIS or (ductal carcinoma adj1 (in situ or insitu))).ti,ab.

	43
	((intra-ductal or intraductal) adj1 carcinoma*).ti,ab.

	44
	((mammogram* or mammograph*) and screening).ti,ab.

	45
	or/40-44 [BREAST CA]

	46
	misdiagnosis/

	47
	type i errors/

	48
	(false*-positiv* or overdiagnosis or (diagnos* adj3 error*)).ti,ab.

	49
	(indetermina* or suspect* or suspicious*).ti,ab.

	50
	("Ductal carcinoma in situ" or DCIS).ti,ab.

	51
	or/47-50

	52
	(Breast or ductal or mammogra*).hw,ti,ab.

	53
	51 and 52 [Non-CA]

	54
	45 or 53 [BREAST CA /BREAST non-CA]

	55
	*"Quality of Life"/

	56
	"Health Related Quality of Life"/

	57
	(QALY or QALYS).ti,ab.

	58
	direct*-elicitation*.ti,ab.

	59
	(quality adj adjusted-life).ti,ab.

	60
	("Utility Based Questionnaire-Cancer" or UBQC or UBQC or UBQ-C or "15-Dimension questionnaire" or 15D or "Assessment of QoL" or AQoL or AQoL2 or "wellbeing index" or "well-being index" or "quality of wellbeing" or "quality of well-being" or qwb).ti,ab.

	61
	(EuroQol5D or EuroQol or Euro-Qol or EuroQual5D or EuroQual or Euro-Qual or EQ5D or EQ-5D).ti,ab.

	62
	(health adj2 (utilit* or disutilit*)).ti,ab.

	63
	(health-stat$2 adj2 (cost* or estimat* or index or indice* or measure* or scale* or score* or valu* or weight*)).ti,ab.

	64
	((HRQOL or QOL or quality-of-life) adj3 (assess* or instrument*)).ti,ab.

	65
	(HSUV or HUSVs).ti,ab.

	66
	(HUI or HUI2 or HUI3).ti,ab.

	67
	(multi-attribute or multi-criteria or multiattribute or multicriteria).ti,ab.

	68
	((quality or index) adj2 (wellbeing or well-being)).ti,ab.

	69
	(sf6 or sf-6 or short-form-6 or shortform-6 or sf-six or sfsix or shortform-six or short-form-six or shortform6 or short-form6).ti,ab.

	70
	standard gamble*.ti,ab.

	71
	(time adj (tradeoff or trade-off)).ti,ab.

	72
	TTO.ti,ab.

	73
	(utility adj (cost* or estimat* or index or indice* or measure* or scale* or score* or valu* or weight*)).ti,ab.

	74
	vignette*.ti,ab.

	75
	or/55-74 [HSUV]

	76
	54 and 75 [BREAST CA /BREAST non-CA + HSUV]

	77
	39 or 76 [(BREAST CA SCREENING + DECISION-MAKING) OR (BCA/Non-CA + HSUV)]

	78
	77 not (adolesc* or baby or babies or boy* or child* or fetus or fetal or foet* or girl* or juvenile* or kid or kids or infan* or newborn* or new-born* or neonat* or neo-nat* or paediatr* or pediatr* or preadolesc* or prepubesc* or preteen* or pubescen* or teen* or toddler* or youth*).ti,jx. [CHILD/ADOLESCENT ONLY EXCLUDED]

	79
	78 not (animal or animal-model* or animals or canine* or cat or cats or dog or dogs or feline or felines or hamster or hamsters or mice or monkey or monkeys or mouse or pig or piglet or piglets or pigs or porcine or primate* or rabbit or rabbits or rat or rats or rodent or rodents or sheep or swine or swines).ti. [ANIMAL-ONLY STUDIES EXCLUDED]

	80
	(comment* or editor* or letter).ti.

	81
	(case report* or case stud*).ti.

	82
	79 not (80 or 81) [CASE STUDIES/OPINION PIECES EXCLUDED]

	83
	limit 82 to yr="2017 -Current"

	84
	limit 83 to (english or french)

	85
	remove duplicates from 84



CINAHL Plus with Full Text (1937 to current)
Search date: 19Jun2023

	#
	Query

	S1
	(MH "Breast Neoplasms")

	S2
	(MH "Carcinoma, Ductal, Breast")

	S3
	((adenocarcinoma* or adenoma* or cancer* or carcin* or malignan* or metasta*or neoplas* or sarcoma* or tumour* or tumor*) N2 (breast* or mamma or mammar*))

	S4
	(DCIS or ("ductal carcinoma" N0 ("in situ" or insitu")))

	S5
	(("intra-ductal" or intraductal) N0 carcinoma*)

	S6
	(mammogram* or mammograph*) AND screening

	S7
	S1 OR S2 OR S3 OR S4 OR S5 OR S6

	S8
	(MM "Breast Neoplasms+/DI/RA/US") and TX screen*

	S9
	(MH "Cancer Screening")

	S10
	(MH "Early Detection of Cancer") and TX screen*

	S11
	(MH "Magnetic Resonance Imaging+") and TX screen*

	S12
	(MH "Mammography")

	S13
	(MH "Health Screening")

	S14
	(MH "Ultrasonography") and TX screen*

	S15
	(echograph* or "echo-mammogra*" or "echo-tomograph*" or echomammogra* or echotomograph*)
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	(animal or animal-model* or animals or canine* or cat or cats or dog or dogs or feline* or hamster* or lamb or lambs or mice or monkey or monkeys or mouse or murine or pig or pigs or piglet* or porcine or primate* or rabbit* or rat or rats or rodent* or sheep* or swine or veterinar*) NOT (human* or patient*)
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