The Holistic Model of Leukaemia Survivorship Care: derived from a qualitative exploration of leukaemia survivorship
Kirsten S1, Laidsaar-Powell R1, Shaw JM1, Dhillon, HM1.
Journal Name: Journal of Cancer Survivorship
Affiliations
1. Psycho-Oncology Cooperative Research Group, School of Psychology, Faculty of Science, The University of Sydney, NSW, Australia 
ORCID IDs:
Kirsten S		0009-0000-5733-2055
Laidsaar-Powell R	0000-0002-3462-5645
Shaw JM		0000-0002-9543-7066
Dhillon HM		0000-0003-4039-5169

Corresponding author:	Haryana Dhillon, 
Psycho-Oncology Cooperative Research Group,
School of Psychology, Faculty of Science,
The University of Sydney NSW 2006, Australia
Haryana.dhillon@sydney.edu.au






Supplementary File 3: Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research (COREQ)
This document contains the completed COREQ checklist, which is used to assess the methodological rigour and transparency of qualitative research.
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| Description

Section #

Domain 1: Research team and reflexivity

Personal characteristics

1 Interviewer/facilitator | Which author/s conducted the interview or
foeus rous?
2 Credentials What were the researcher's credentials? E.g. —
oo 1>
3. Occupation What was their occupation at the time of the _
suan
& cender Was the researcher e o ferale? —
5 Experience and ‘What experience o training did the researcher —
g have?
latonship withpartpants |
5 [ nelaonsip W o sabishd o oy NA
csabliped conmencarment?
72 Panicpantknwiedgs | What it h paripatsKnow ot e
of the interviewer researcher? E.g. Personal goals, reasons for
oing the resarch
& meniower Wha characeritis were repoied sbot e
charsceritcs | ierviewafacitator? £, G, asumptios

reasons and interests in the research topic

Domain 2: Study design

Theoretical framework

5. [ Methodological What methodological orientation was stated to
orientation and theory | underpin the study? £.g. grounded theary,
discourse analysis, ethnography,
phenomenology, content analysis
Participant selection
10, | sampiing How were participants selected? .. purposive,
convenience, consecutive, snowball
11| Method of approach | How were participants approached? £.g.face-
to-face, telephone, mail, email
12| Sample size How many participants were in the study?
13| Non-participation | How many people refused to participate or
dropped out? What were the reasons for this?
setting
1. | Setting of data Where was the data collected? E.g. home, cinic,
collection workplace
15| Presence of non- Was anyone else present besides the

participants.

participants and researchers?
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16| Description of sample | What are the important characteristics of the
sample? £9. demographic data, date
Data collection
17| nterview gude Were questions, prompts, guides provided by
the authors? Was it plot tested?
18| Repeatinteriews | Were repeat interviews caried out? Ifyes, how
many?
19. Audio/visual recording | Did the research use audio or visual recording.
1o collct the data?
20| Field notes Were field notes made during and/or after the
interview orfocus group?
21| Duration What was the duration ofthe nterviews or
focus group?
22| Data saturation Was data sauration discussed?
25| Transcripts returned | Were anseripts returned to partcipants for NA
comment and/or correction?.
Domain 3: analysis and findings
Data analysis
24| Number of data How many data coders coded the data?
coders
25| Descriptionof the | Did authors provide a description of the coding
coding ree wree?
26| Derivation of themes _| Were themes dentifed n advance or derived
from the data?
27 [ Software What software, f appicable, was used to
manage the data?
26| Partiipant checking | Did partcipants provide feedback on the NA
findings?
Reporting
25, | Quotations presented | Were participant quotations presented to
illustrate the themes / findings? Was each
quotation dentifed? £.g. Partcipont number
30| Dataandfindings | Was there consistency between the data
consistent presented and the findings?
31 Clarity of major Were major themes clearly presented in the
themes findings?
32| Clarity of minor s there a descrption of diverse cases or
themes discussion of minor themes?





