
INTRODUCTION 

Review question / Objective: To describe 
the perspectives, priorities, and beliefs of 
patients who are transplant candidates or 
recipients for kidney transplantation, to 
inform related stakeholders(clinical stuffs, 
policy management and family members) 
t h a t a d d re s s p a t i e n t s ’ c o n c e r n s , 

preferences and needs. The aim of this 
study is to describe the perspectives, 
priorities, and beliefs of patients who are 
transplant candidates or recipients for 
kidney transplantation. 

Condition being studied: As the worldwide 
prevalence of l iv ing donor k idney 
transplantation increases it is important to 
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gain a border spectrum of insights on this 
phenomenon through the synthesis 
multiple primary qualitative studies which 
were conducted in different countries and 
medical centers. From being the transplant 
candidates to organ recipients, patients are 
undergoing a series of variations, but the 
in-depth related qualitative data synthesis 
is lacking. 

METHODS 

Search strategy: The following is the 
s e a r c h s t r a t e g y u s e d : # 1 ( k i d n e y 
transplantation)(renal transplantation)(renal 
transplantations)(kidney grafting)(kidney 
transplantations)(kidney replacement)(renal 
replacement); #2(renal insufficiency)
(dialysis)(haemodialysis)(hemodialysis); #3: 
#1 or #2; #4(live donor*)(living donor*)(live 
donation*)(living donation*); #5(qualitative 
research)OR(surveys and questionnaires) 
OR(self report)OR(focus groups)OR 
(qualitative)OR(phenomenolog*)OR(focus 
group*)OR(interview*) OR(grounded 
t h e o r * ) O R ( m i x e d m e t h o d s ) O R 
(ethnograph*)OR(survey*)OR(questionnaire)
OR(hermeneutic); #6: #3 AND #4 AND #5. 

Participant or population: Patients who 
were prepared to accept the renal 
transplant or renal transplant recipients. 

Intervention: Not applicable. 

Comparator: Not applicable. 

Study designs to be included: Qualitative 
method was used in the research, mixed 
m e t h o d re s e a rc h w i t h q u a l i t a t i v e 
component. 

Eligibility criteria: Literature was included if 
it met the following criteria:(a)investigated 
patients who were prepared to accept the 
renal transplant or renal transplant 
receipts, (b)was primary qualitative 
research study including personal 
experiences or perceptions, interviews, 
d i rect observat ion , focus groups , 
participating action research, grounded 
theory, phenomenology, ethnography, 
content analysis, thematic analysis, 

narrative analysis, generic qualitative 
studies, (c)language in English. 

Information sources: A systematic search 
was conducted in the following electric 
databases from databases inception to 
March 1, 2021 to identify primary studies: 
MEDLINE via Pubmed, Embase, PsycINFO, 
and CINAHL (Cumulative Index to Nursing 
and Allied Health Literature). The reference 
lists of included articles, grey articles and 
Google Scholar were also searched for 
other relevant articles. 

Main outcome(s): Not applicable. 

Data management: We use ENDNOTE(X9 
version) to screen the literature, Excel to 
conduct data extraction.  

Quality assessment / Risk of bias analysis: 
Quality appraisal of each included study 
was assessed by The Critical Appraisal 
Skills Programme (CASP) qualitative 
r e s e a r c h c h e c k l i s t , w h i c h w a s 
independently conducted by two authors 
who had received the relevant evidence-
based courses. There are total ten items of 
the checkl ist which are about the 
qualitative methodology and are answered 
ei ther “yes”, ”no” or “clear” . Any 
discrepancies were resolved through 
discussion with study group members. 

Strategy of data synthesis: The thematic 
synthesis process was conducted guided 
by the Thomas and Harden’s method which 
was accorded to following three steps. 
(1)One author performed the line-by-line 
coding of each study’s characteristics 
independently by inductively identifing the 
concepts about the phenomena of interest. 
(2)Two authors grouped and developed the 
similar concepts into descriptive themes 
and subthemes. (3)Conceptual linkages 
between themes were used to generating 
analytical themes. To ensure the accuracy 
of the processes, the first author and third 
author re-examed generated codes and 
themes and compared them against all the 
included studies. Revision of the codes and 
t h e m e s w e re d i s c u s s e d u n t i l t h e 
agreements among the whole study group. 
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Subgroup analysis: Not applicable. 

Sensitivity analysis: Not applicable. 

Language: English. 

Country(ies) involved: China. 

Keywords: kidney transplant; recipient; 
candidate; living donor; systematic review. 
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