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Background and Rationale
Lung cancer patients are more likely to endure significant psychosocial distress and face a higher risk of suicide. (Hofmann et al., 2023) 
Moreover, the risk of suicide mortality among lung cancer patients is among the highest across all cancer types. A comprehensive examination of contributing factors specific to lung cancer patients is essential. (Misono et al., 2008)
This issue is particularly pertinent given the cancer-associated suicide rate of 27.5 per 100,000 persons. (Saad et al., 2019). 
Research Aim and Objectives
The scoping review approach has been employed to investigate the support available for the patients with lung adenocarcinoma who are at risk of suicide mortality in the UK. 
The key themes identified are psychological distress, including depression, metastatic progression hopelessness, and anxiety, consistently appears as a major factor contributing to suicidal thoughts and suicide rates.
Significant evidence gaps persist, including a lack of research specifically targeting subtypes of lung adenocarcinoma, the impact of psycho-oncological interventions on suicide outcomes.
In terms of healthcare practice, the findings advocate for routine screening for suicide risk, early psychological evaluations and focused support for high-risk patients, especially during the early post-diagnosis phase.
Methodology
Scoping Review Framework
Scoping reviews represent a category of evidence synthesis designed to identify and outline the extent of evidence available on a specific topic, field, concept, or issue, within or across defined contexts. (Pollock et al., 2024). The proposal will explore the significance of scoping reviews within the evidence synthesis framework, highlighting the distinctions and similarities between these reviews and other forms of evidence syntheses.



Research Question:
The review will investigate the support available for the patients with lung adenocarcinoma who are at risk of suicide mortality in the UK. The academic literature has pointed out at psychological distress, depression and anxiety as recurring themes in the study (Misono et al., 2008)
Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria:
	INCLUSION
	EXCLUSION

	1: The investigation of patients who are at suicide risk within the first six months of diagnosis of lung adenocarcinoma
2: Review of peer-reviewed literature published in English Language
3: Review of peer-reviewed literature published relating to the demographics of the United Kingdom
4: Review of peer-reviewed literature published between 2010 and 2025
5: The geographical area included in the study is strictly the mainlandUnited Kingdom



	1: Small Cell Lung Cancer
2: Neuroendocrine Tumours
3: Literature published in non-English Languages.
4: Demographics are outside mainland UK
5: Literature published pre-2010 and post 2025 in academic journals
6: Grey Literature











Data Collection and Analysis:
The review will employ the research using the strategy promulgated in the following table
	DATABASES TO BE USED
	SEARCH TERMS TO BE USED

	1: SCIENCE DIRECT
2: PUBMED
3: EBSCOHOST
4: PROQUEST CENTRAL
	1: LUNG CANCER
2: LUNG ADENOCARCINOMA
3: LUNG LYMPHOMA
4: LUNG SARCOMA
5: LARGE CELL CARCINOMA
6: SUICIDE MORTALITY
7: PSYCHO-ONCLOLOGICAL INTERVENTION
8: ANXIETY, DEPRESSION AND DISTRESS
9: PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION
10 POST-DIAGNOSIS PHASE




Analysis: 
The review will encompass three components of searching, appraisal and analysis of the literature review using simplified thematic analysis. (Aveyard and Bradbury-Jones, 2019)
Expected Outcomes:
It is expected that the scoping review will identify the extent of support system available for the patients and highlight the areas within the system that require improvements.
Ethical Considerations:
The scoping review is focused on investigating secondary data. Primary data will not be collected. The scoping review will strictly adhere to the guidelines defined in UK GDPR and Data Protection Act 2018 (UK Government, 2025). The review will consider the ethical boundaries and disregard any form and type of bias towards stakeholders. (Suri, 2020)
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