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Abstract

Background: To strengthen the mental well-being of close family of persons newly diagnosed as having cancer, it
is necessary to acquire a greater understanding of their experiences of social support networks, so as to better
assess what resources are available to them from such networks and what professional measures are required. The
main aim of the present study was to explore the meaning of these networks for close family of adult persons in
the early stage of treatment for advanced lung or gastrointestinal cancer. An additional aim was to validate the
study’s empirical findings by means of the Finfgeld-Connett conceptual model for social support. The intention was
to investigate whether these findings were in accordance with previous research in nursing.

Methods: Seventeen family members with a relative who 8–14 weeks earlier had been diagnosed as having lung
or gastrointestinal cancer were interviewed. The data were subjected to qualitative latent content analysis and
validated by means of identifying antecedents and critical attributes.

Results: The meaning or main attribute of the social support network was expressed by the theme Confirmation
through togetherness, based on six subthemes covering emotional and, to a lesser extent, instrumental support.
Confirmation through togetherness derived principally from information, understanding, encouragement,
involvement and spiritual community. Three subthemes were identified as the antecedents to social support: Need
of support, Desire for a deeper relationship with relatives, Network to turn to. Social support involves reciprocal
exchange of verbal and non-verbal information provided mainly by lay persons.

Conclusions: The study provides knowledge of the antecedents and attributes of social support networks,
particularly from the perspective of close family of adult persons with advanced lung or gastrointestinal cancer.
There is a need for measurement instruments that could encourage nurses and other health-care professionals to
focus on family members’ personal networks as a way to strengthen their mental health. There is also a need for
further clarification of the meaning of social support versus caring during the whole illness trajectory of cancer from
the family members’ perspective.
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Background
Cancer care has to a greater extent come to be carried
out at home. The need for such care is often sporadic at
the outset, but tends to become more intense as the ill-
ness evolves. Taking on the new role and responsibility
as caregiver, the family member must deal at the same
time with the sudden onset of cancer and its potentially
life-threatening nature [1-3]. In the early stage of cancer,
the emotional reaction to a loved-one’s illness can be of
a chaotic nature. Research has shown that there can be
even greater risk of psychological distress for the family
than for the patient [4], and the families of cancer
patients can exhibit symptoms such as sleeplessness and
depression [5,6]. Furthermore, family members may have
to fulfill major life demands besides caring, for example
holding down a job and childcare [7]. Those family
members who do not have access to personal support or
a social network are at high risk for depression [8,9].
Most research on the families of persons with cancer

has focused on breast or prostate cancer, rather than
cancers with a worse prognosis [10,11]. The scant litera-
ture on the families of lung or gastrointestinal cancer
patients deals with the role of the caregiver and the risk
(and predictors) of burden and depression. The results
show a particularly high risk of emotional burden and
psychological distress [12-14].
Social support is increasingly identified as helping

people adjust to a stressful life. However, despite the
large amount of empirical research on such support con-
ducted in health care in the last 20 years, the findings re-
main inconsistent. This inconsistency can be attributed
to the use of different measures and different operational
definitions of the term social support from one study to
the next [15,16]. Finfgeld-Connett conducted a study
[17] to clarify the concept of social support by using
findings from three linguistic concept analyses and 44
qualitative studies. The concept analysis revealed that a
common way for nurses to view social support is as
emotional and instrumental support [17]. Emotional
support consists of comforting behaviours, which are
intended to alleviate uncertainty, anxiety, hopelessness
and depression. Instrumental support consists of provid-
ing tangible goods and services such as transportation
and assistance with household tasks [17]. Another way
of defining social support, commonly used outside of the
caring context, is to make a distinction between struc-
tural and functional support [18]. Structural support im-
plies a network of interpersonal relationships, involving
relatives, friends and co-workers, through which the per-
son is attached to his or her community. Functional sup-
port is usually described in terms of the provision of
information, tangible support and emotional support
[16-19]. Besides inconsistencies in descriptions of social
support, the similarities between caring and social
support can also be confusing in the literature [20]. Car-
ing and social support have comparable attributes and
both concepts are characterised as dynamic interper-
sonal processes directed towards improved mental well-
being. In contrast, physical well-being is commonly only
an outcome of caring when social support is connected
mainly with the nonprofessional area [17,20].
A support network can be a resource for family mem-

bers in a time of crisis [21-24]. There is a need for fur-
ther research regarding the presence of social support
networks for the families of persons in the early stage of
treatment for advanced lung or gastrointestinal cancer.
Such research will contribute to a better understanding
of the family members’ need for support in a drastically
changing life situation. There is at the same time a need
to investigate what the term social support is taken to
imply. Despite ubiquitous use of the term by both lay
people and professionals, there is still a lack of clarity
about its meaning, and social support is easily confused
with, for instance, caring [17]. Against this background,
the main aim of the present study was to explore the
meaning of social support networks for close family of
adult persons in the early stage of treatment for
advanced lung or gastrointestinal cancer. An additional
aim was to validate the study’s empirical findings by
means of the Finfgeld-Connett conceptual model for so-
cial support. The intention was to investigate whether
these findings were in accordance with previous research
in nursing. The term “family” is taken to include more
than just biological relatives or people related by mar-
riage, referring instead to people identified by the
patients as playing a key role in their lives [25].
Methods
Design
The present study is part of a larger prospective, longi-
tudinal project initiated in order to acquire enough
knowledge to construct and test an evidence-based
intervention programme for easing family members’
situation and thus indirectly helping the patients. The
study design is inductive-deductive, whereby latent
content analysis of qualitative interviews has been
combined with validation of the findings by means of
a theoretical work based on metasynthesis [17].
Informed consent was obtained from all participants
prior to the study. The family members were given
written information covering the purpose of the study,
the voluntary nature of participation and their freedom
to withdraw whenever they wished. Confidentiality was
assured, which means that findings cannot be linked
to the individual. Ethical approval was granted by the
Regional Ethical Review Board of the University of
Linköping, Sweden.
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Selection of the participants and the study group
Family members included in this study had a relative
who 8–14 weeks earlier had been diagnosed as having
cancer in the lung or gastrointestinal area. The inclusion
criteria were the following. Approximately half of the
participants should be close family of persons with lung
cancer, the other half close family of persons with
gastrointestinal cancer; they had to be 18 years of age or
older; and they had to be able to speak Swedish. The
purpose of the first of these criteria was to obtain varia-
tions in data.
In- or out-patients who had been diagnosed as having

lung or gastrointestinal cancer and who fulfilled the in-
clusion criteria were identified by nurses and physicians
at one medical and two surgical clinics of two hospitals
in the south of Sweden. These patients were given writ-
ten and oral information about the study by the nurses
and physicians and were asked whether they were willing
to give the name of a family member who might be
interested in participating in the study. Those who said
yes were given a letter to hand over to the chosen family
member, containing information about the purpose and
design of the study and asking about participation. Fam-
ily members who gave their written consent to partici-
pate were contacted by phone by the first author to
arrange a time and place for the interview. Included in
this study were the first 17 consecutive family members
who agreed to participate. Background characteristics of
the study group and patients are shown in Table 1.

Data collection
One week before the interviews were conducted a
mailed questionnaire, the first of five data collections
over a one-year period, was sent to each participant. It
concerned the estimation of the number of hours spent
on informal caregiving, the type of support given and
the caregiver’s health and health-related quality of life.
The background data in Table 1 are from this data col-
lection which was completed within one week before or
after the interviews. The other data have been published
[26] or will be reported in further papers.
The interviews were about two areas, social support

networks and management strategies; the latter area is
covered in a published paper [27]. Three main open-
ended questions regarding the family members’ views on
social support networks in relation to their cancer ex-
perience were asked: (a) What does the term “support”
mean to you? (b) Who are the persons who make up
your support network? (c) What personal support have
you received? Follow-up questions were asked to clarify
and enrich the information given, for example Can you
tell me more about the support you received? Can you
tell me more about the people in your social support
network? The duration of the interview was 60–
90 minutes, the average being 75 minutes. The inter-
views were tape-recorded and transcribed verbatim.
Seventeen interviews were included in the study then
data saturation had been reached. This is based on that
no new information emerged from the last three inter-
views. Nine of the seventeen interviews were carried out
at the hospitals, six in the family members’ homes and
two at their place of work.

Data analysis
The background data are presented through descriptive
statistics in Table 1. The interviews were subjected to
qualitative latent content analysis. Both qualitative and
quantitative content analysis imply the systematic reduc-
tion and transformation of a message into data (often
text) such as can be communicated to other persons.
Content analysis has come into wide use in studies
within health care in recent decades and comprises a
family of analytical approaches. Qualitative content ana-
lysis is divided in the literature into latent and manifest
content analysis. Latent content analysis implies encod-
ing and interpretation of the underlying meaning of the
text, manifest content analysis implies encoding to
descriptions without the intention of interpretation of
underlying meaning [28-31]. Latent content analysis is
applied in the present study. It constitutes an inductive
approach making it possible to “listen to the words” of
the text and acquire a better understanding of the parti-
cipants’ perspective [28,29]. The analytical procedure
used is shown in Table 2, and this procedure has previ-
ously been described by Graneheim & Lundman [29].
Initially the audio-taped interviews were listened to

and read through several times to obtain a sense of the
whole content. Thereafter, each interview was divided
into meaning units, i.e. sentences or paragraphs that
related to the same central meaning [29]. These units
were then condensed, which is to say they were shor-
tened but retained their core content. The condensed
meaning units were then abstracted and labeled with
codes. From these codes, which were constantly com-
pared and contrasted with reference to the meaning
units and the interview text, subthemes emerged after a
thorough analysis (Table 2). The subthemes were then
related to each other and again scrutinised to verify their
relevance. Finally, through a careful process of compari-
son between codes and subthemes (including reference
to the meaning units), there emerged the theme Con-
firmation through togetherness, which was related to all
the subthemes and expressed the main thread or main
latent content of the text.

The validation procedure
The validation procedure was performed in two steps.
Firstly, the trustworthiness of the analysis was



Table 1 Background characteristics of the family
members in the study group and the patients

Family members Patients

All (n = 17) All (n = 17)

n (%) n (%)

Family members’ characteristics

Age

Mean years (range) 56 (31–77)

Up to 65 years 9 (53)

From 66 years 8 (47)

Gender

Female 13 (76)

Male 4 (24)

Own children

Small children or teenagers 6 (65)

Adult children or grandchildren 11 (35)

Living situation

Sharing household with the
person with cancer

10 (59)

Separate household 7 (41)

Relationship to the person with cancer

Partner (five wives,
three husbands)

8 (47)

Cohabitant 2 (12)

Grown child (four
daughters, one son)

5 (29)

Other relative (one
ex-partner, one uncle)

2 (12)

Education

Upper secondary and above 10 (59)

Less than upper secondary 7 (41)

Work status

Currently working 11 (65)

Retired 4 (23)

Student 1 (6)

On sick leave 1 (6)

Patients’ clinical characteristics

Age

Mean years (range) 65 (35–88)

Up to 65 years 12 (71)

From 66 years 5 (29)

Gender

Female 7 (41)

Male 10 (59)

Type of cancer

Lung 10 (59)

Pancreas 5 (29)

Stomach 2 (12)

Table 1 Background characteristics of the family
members in the study group and the patients (Continued)

Cancer treatment

On-going chemotherapy 17 (100)

Radiation treatment 1 (6)

Surgical therapy # 2 (12)

# One had undergone surgical therapy and one was in preparation for it.
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guaranteed by means of an independent analysis by the
second author (GA). Having read all the interviews to
obtain a sense of the whole, this author examined the
meaning units, condensed meaning units, codes and
subthemes in order to detect any bias in the primary
analysis made by the first author (CS). For the sake of
trustworthiness, comparisons were made between the
analyses performed by CS and GA, and any discrepan-
cies were resolved through discussion. These compari-
sons focused on similarities and differences of content at
every stage of the analysis.
Secondly, when the inductive analysis was completed,

the theme and subthemes were compared with the
Finfgeld-Connett conceptual model [17] to highlight the
similarities and differences of content. The Finfgeld-
Connett metasynthesis was based on studies published
from 1987 to 2003 [17]. The analysis involved use of a
matrix organised in accordance with that of Walker and
Avant [32,33], i.e. identifying antecedents (preceding oc-
currence, cause or event), critical attributes of the study
in focus and consequences/outcomes. This matrix was
also applied to the findings of the present study for the
sake of comparison. The comparison started with several
thorough readings of what is set forth in the Finfgeld-
Connett model [17] concerning the meaning of the dif-
ferent concepts of social support, with application to our
findings [33]. The meaning units of the different sub-
themes were scrutinised in order to classify the sub-
themes not only in terms of antecedents and attributes,
but also in terms of emotional support and instrumental
support. A great effort was then made to judge similar-
ities and differences in the findings of the present study
as compared with Finfgeld-Connett’s metasynthesis [17].

Results
The participants’ descriptions resulted in one theme
Confirmation through togetherness, and nine subthemes:
(1) Need of support, (2) Network to turn to, (3) Under-
standing and support from relatives, (4) Encouragement
from neighbours and friends, (5) Greatest understanding
from those who have experienced crises of their own, (6)
Involvement of fellow-workers and employer, (7) Spirit-
ual belief in supportive community, (8) Information and
personal support from health-care staff, and (9) Desire
for a deeper relationship with relatives (see Table 3). The



Table 2 Exemplification of the analytical procedure from the meaning units to the subthemes

Meaning unit Condensed meaning unit Code Subtheme

“If there’s a problem during
the day when my wife’s bad,
I can just ring our daughter
and she’ll get off work and
come at once, which means
I’ve got good support
at home. We talk often, and
she can sometimes give me
good advice about what
to do.” (Interviewee 2)

If there is a problem he rings
their daughter, who can get
off work and come at once.
This is good support at home.
They talk and she gives him
good advice.

The daughter is on hand to
give her father support
and advice.

Understanding and
support from relatives

“I’ve got my parents nearby,
thank goodness. When my
husband’s in hospital they
come and help me every
evening so that I can go and
see him. Without my parents,
I don’t know what would’ve
happened about all the
practical things at home. They
help me put the children
to bed in the evening so that
I can go to the hospital.
I could do with that help
all the time.” (Interviewee 10)

Has her parents nearby. When
her husband is in hospital they
come and help her put the
children to bed every evening
so that she can go and see
him. She doesn’t know what
she would have done without
them. They help with the
practical things at home.

Appreciates her parents’
help with home and children.

Understanding and
support from relatives

“As soon as I feel distressed
my sister and other people
close to me come over at
once. It’s pretty odd, really. The
people I feel I get most
support from are the ones
who’ve been through crises of
their own and have had a bit
of a hard time themselves. My
sister’s husband’s ten years
older and he’s got skin cancer,
so in a way I support her too.”
(Interviewee 7)

As soon as she feels distressed
her sister and other people
close to her come over. Finds
it odd that the people she
feels give her most support
are those who have
experienced crises of their
own and are themselves in a
difficult situation.

Wonders about the fact that
she gets most support from
those who have experienced
crises of their own.

Greatest understanding
from those who
have experienced
crises of their own

“I’m alone here. He’s got a son.
He’s too immature to handle a
loss so he avoids coming here.
It makes me very sad, the way
he mostly rings and makes
some excuse. They like each
other, it’s not that. Dad and
son like each other but the
way I see it he’s too immature
to bear the sorrow.”
(Interviewee 3)

Alone in the situation.
Husband’s son is too
immature to bear the sorrow.
This makes her very sad,
because father and son like
each other very much. The
son often rings with some
excuse.

Observes with sorrow how the
son can’t cope with meeting
his father.

Desire for a deeper
relationship with relatives

“Our employer’s just fantastic.
He always stops to chat with
whoever he meets. Twice he’s
taken the time to visit us at
home. It gives you such a sense
of security.” (Interviewee 7)

Employer just fantastic. He
always stops and talks. Has
twice taken the time to visit.
This gives such a sense of
security.

Admires and appreciates her
employer who has visited her
at home.

Involvement of fellow-workers
and employer
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most frequent subtheme was Understanding and sup-
port from relatives. In the following text the theme and
subthemes are described and sorted in accordance with
the Finfgeld-Connett model (Figure 1). Three of the
subthemes were classified as antecedents of social sup-
port, the other six as attributes of it; and this support
is divided into two types, namely Emotional support
(ES) and Instrumental support (IS). Each subtheme is
illustrated through two quotations to clarify the mean-
ing of social network.

Antecedents of Social Support
Need of support
The “Need of support” was apparent when the family
members spoke about their experiences of overwhelming
despair when faced with someone in their family being



Table 3 Frequencies of meaning units per subtheme
generating the theme Confirmation through
togetherness

Subthemes Meaning units

Number (%)

Understanding and support from relatives 86 (32)

Encouragement from neighbours and friends 49 (18 )

Need of support 30 (11)

Network to turn to 29 (11)

Desire for a deeper relationship with relatives 23 (8)

Information and personal support
from health-care staff

18 (7)

Involvement of fellow-workers and employer 17 (6)

Spiritual beliefs in supportive community 11 (4)

Greatest understanding from
those who have experienced crises of their own

9 (3)
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diagnosed as having advanced cancer. They expressed a
great deal of psychological distress in the form of worry
and sadness regarding the uncertain prognosis and the
adverse effects of aggressive treatments such as chemo-
therapy. All were aware of the threat of death implied by
the advanced cancer diagnosis.

I try to keep in good spirits and not think about my
partner’s illness and what the future’s going to be like.
Deep down, it upsets me terribly that my partner’s not
in good health. (Interviewee 3)

I was supposed to be seeing a psychologist but there
were complications and it didn’t happen. I certainly
could have done with seeing someone I could talk to
more often. I had a very short chat with someone at
work, a woman who put me in touch with the
psychologist I was going to be talking to. But, as I say,
it hasn’t happened yet. (Interviewee 12)

Desire for a deeper relationship with relatives
Family members did not always find social support to be
adequate. There had in many cases been more frequent,
closer contact before the cancer, and they wanted this
contact restored. Some participants felt constantly
rebuffed when they sought to maintain the relationship
as it was previously. It was difficult to cope with rela-
tives’ inability to deal with the situation and keep the re-
lationship unchanged. Family members felt that their
relatives did not always assign high priority to meeting
them. The excuse offered was lack of time, and relatives
gave the impression of having a lot to do managing their
own lives. There was the feeling that relatives could not
face encountering the person with cancer and the family
member’s sorrow at that. Some relatives were not
capable of providing the support the family members
needed and wanted because they had problems of their
own. Nevertheless, family members did perceive concern
on the part of their relatives, even though the latter
could not always put this concern into words.

There’s no help in the sense that there’s a let-up for
me. You talk to your relatives but it doesn’t go beyond
that. Some of them think it’s a trying situation.
(Interviewee 2)

Our daughter-in-law’s nice, but she’s not very
considerate. But one Saturday I was talking to her on
the phone and then on the Monday I found a bunch
of flowers hanging on the door-handle..... My
daughter-in-law does care, but she’s not as open as I
am. But of course they’re in the midst of their own
lives and they’ve got a child. (Interviewee 7)

Network to turn to
Family members spoke of having an existing network,
often established long before the diagnosis. None spoke
of any attempt to build a new networks during the last
few months. They felt that they already had a personal
network to turn to, sometimes more than one. The net-
work was of particular value to them now that they were
under such great emotional pressure. They derived a
great sense of shared reality from being able to turn to
these people whenever they wanted to, without having
to make arrangements in advance. Sometimes it was a
relief just to be with someone and to give expression to
the sorrow they felt. In certain cases there was a deeper
contact, one of particular importance. Having especially
close friends to turn to meant a great deal, and gave an
increased sense of not being alone with one’s feelings.

One day of the week, we either talk over the phone or
go somewhere and talk, to pass the evening. But they
always ring. One of them rang yesterday to see how
things were. We didn’t just talk about the illness, we
talked about other things too. We go there when we
feel like it. It’s people we’ve known for years.
(Interviewee 13)

We’ve got ever such a lot of friends and acquaintances,
30 or 40. There are six couples we see most. They’re
the ones I turn to; the ones me and my husband are
really close to. (Interviewee 14)

Comparison with antecedents in the Finfgeld-Connett
metasynthesis
The two subthemes Need of support and Desire for a
deeper relationship with relatives were linked closely to
the antecedent Needs in the model presented by Finfgeld-



Antecedents Types of social support Outcomes

Finfgeld-
Connett 
2005

Needs 
(Emotional and 
instrumental 
needs)
Social network
Social climate

Emotional (ES)
Instrumental (IS)

Attributes of social 
support process
Advocative interpersonal 
process
- Reciprocal exchange of 
information
- Context-specific

Improved 
mental health

Findings 
in 
current
study

Antecedents
-Need of support
(Emotional 
needs)
-Desire for a 
deeper 
relationship with 
relatives
(Emotional 
needs)
-Network to turn 
to

Attributes and types of 
social support networks
The theme Confirmation
through togetherness

Subthemes including both
emotional and instrumental
support:
-Understanding and support 
from relatives
-Encouragement from 
neighbours and friends
-Involvement of fellow-
workers and employer
-Information and personal 
support from health-care 
staff
Subthemes including only 
emotional support:
-Spiritual belief in
supportive community
-Greatest understanding 
from others who have 
experienced crises of their 
own 

Figure 1 Comparison between the meaning of support for family members in this study and the findings of the metasynthesis set
forth by Finfgeld-Connett (2005).
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Connett [17] as depicted in Figure 1. However, these two
subthemes in the present study included only emotional
needs, whilst the model also identifies instrumental needs
such as tangible goods, transportation services and finan-
cial support. The metasynthesis [17] revealed that social
support requires that the person himself/herself shall per-
ceive a need for support and accept this need, which is
closely related to the person’s perception of his/her ability
to handle the current situation. In addition, the potential
providers of support must recognise the need and be will-
ing and able to offer the support [17]. The findings of the
present study established that the family members were
aware of their need of support but felt that not all of their
relatives were ready to provide such support. However, the
third antecedent in the model, “Social climate,” [17] was
only implicitly embedded in the subtheme Network to
turn to. “Social climate” may be most helpful if the per-
sons involved have a shared context where one or more
persons can anticipate, interpret and respond to a person’s
need [17].
Attributes of social support
Confirmation through togetherness
The inductive content analysis resulted in the emergence
of one theme from the six subthemes described below.
Confirmation through togetherness is a question of
being confirmed as a person in this new situation of hav-
ing a close relative with cancer — confirmed through a
feeling of togetherness. The contact that family members
had with their social networks made them feel that they
were active members of a community. They derived
strength from the feeling of belonging, and from the
sympathy and feeling of fellowship they encountered.
This support and solicitude gave them a sense of secur-
ity. Their social networks offered warmth and involve-
ment, without their needing to ask for it. The sense of
belonging gave them confirmation as persons, and con-
firmed the meaningfulness of their role as the person
close to a person diagnosed as having cancer. This made
it easier for them to manage this new life they were
living.
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Understanding and support from relatives
Family members felt strongly supported by others
in their immediate and more distant family. These
relatives provided practical assistance with things like
child-minding, housekeeping and gardening, and it was
a great relief not to have to worry about these things.
Participants felt it was essential to have their closest
relatives near at hand. They needed people to talk to,
people who would listen. There was a sense of security
in being understood, supported and helped without al-
ways having to ask. Their family was there for them.
Being able to talk to family and openly show feelings
was liberating and brought emotional relief. There was a
feeling of togetherness when sorrows were shared and
family members felt that they could be themselves.
Often it was enough just to phone someone in the family
and get things off your chest; this could mean just as
much as meeting face-to-face. Being able to phone your
child, brother or sister, for instance, made it so much
easier to manage. It was seen as a good thing to have
someone to share experiences with, someone who lis-
tened and was clearly involved.

My brother’s more down-to-earth and practical. When
I’m upset about something and ring him, he can always
calm me down. But my sister cries with me instead —
which is good when all I want to do is cry, which
sometimes happens. Sometimes I need calming down,
and then I ring him. So they’re obviously a big help,
both of them in their different ways. (Interviewee 4)

I’ve got three girls, and it’s the eldest I’m most in touch
with. My grandchildren phone me. I know they think of
us and feel involved. It means everything; I don’t know
whether I could’ve coped otherwise. We may see things
differently, but I need to talk and that’s what I’m able
to do. There’s always someone to listen and wonder
how things are. It means an enormous amount.
(Interviewee 9)

Encouragement from neighbours and friends
In their difficult situation, family members found that
regularly chatting to neighbours was important to them.
An encouraging word from a neighbour had a calming
effect, and knowing that they could count on their
neighbours gave them a sense of reassurance and ligh-
tened the distress. That neighbours wanted very much
to be easy to reach when the family member needed
them, and the concern they expressed about the family
member’s well-being gave participants a sense of being
embraced by a community of friends. Family members
felt that their neighbours and friends truly desired to
provide all the help and support they could. They often
got in touch spontaneously and wanted to show their
involvement when, for instance, the sick person was
undergoing arduous treatment. The neighbours’ and
friends’ emotional and practical support enriched the
family member’s daily life and made it easier to endure
the trials of having cancer in the family.

Neighbours help when it comes to taking the dog out,
getting in firewood, getting the fire started and so on.
They come round spontaneously and ask if there’s
anything they can do to help. When he was so weak,
because he was going for treatment, they offered to
help right away. (Interviewee 6)

We’ve got a lot of neighbours out here in the country,
and they take a great interest in my welfare. It’s mostly
whole families we’ve spent time with since the children
were grown-up. They’re still our friends. There are
some you never lose touch with and that you feel
you’ve known all your life. They’re so encouraging and
always looking on the bright side. (Interviewee 8)

Involvement of fellow-workers and employer
Family members felt they had support at their workplace
in that their fellow-workers and employer showed con-
cern and involvement. Chatting to, or simply being with,
fellow-workers who were aware of the situation gave
family members the chance to forget their troubles for a
while. Fellow-workers showed understanding and con-
sideration. They were aware that family members could
not always work as efficiently as before and stood in for
them when they needed to go to the hospital with the
sick relative. In some cases, the employer adjusted the
family member’s work schedule in periods of crisis. It
was an advantage for family members that the people at
work knew the state of affairs and knew that the quality
of the family member’s work might vary from day to
day, depending on how they felt.

They understood completely; they knew why I wasn’t
always on form. I could have down-periods and didn’t
have any energy. They knew about that sort of thing;
they knew just what I was going through. So I’m glad I
was at that place. (Interviewee 10)

The man I work with is wonderful. We talk. We have
great fun at work. It feels like he’s a really close friend.
I like talking a lot, and when he’s not there it feels
empty and lonely, and then I brood a lot. Sometimes I
cry, but he accepts that and comes and gives me a
hug. We can talk about it too. (Interviewee 11)

Spiritual belief in supportive community
Family members found it supportive to go to a Christian
church and take part in church activities. Going to
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church and being with their friends from church gave
them another opportunity to talk about their situation,
to be met with understanding and receive emotional
support. Regularly meeting people at church gave them
a sense of spiritual belief and community. The experi-
ence of sharing this belief with their social network from
church, the experience of being together in this spiritual
community, gave them relief and consolation. The pres-
ence of friends, the minister, the religious community
and the existential conversation meant that the heavy
yoke was not borne alone. The grief over the impending
loss of the loved-one became more bearable through
being a member of this community and through the per-
ception of being in communication with God. Faith in
the resurrection meant that the family member and the
person with cancer would be reunited one day in
heaven. This helped family members to endure such
things as the change in appearance of their loved-one as
a result of hair loss from radiation therapy. Encountering
other people through the church and prayer strength-
ened family members’ faith.

We go to the church, and we’ve got a broad network
there. We get a lot of support, both my husband and I.
(Interviewee 1)

They’re there, of course, as friends giving you support.
I mean it’s part of our faith. God has given me the
chance to talk about things. I can talk to Him in
prayer.... My faith and all the contact with others,
that’s where I’ve found relief, that’s what’s meant I
don’t have to bear the heavy yoke all on my own.
(Interviewee 17)

Greatest understanding from those who have experienced
crises of their own
Family members experienced the greatest sense of com-
munity in relation to people in their social network who
themselves had experienced having a person with cancer
in the family. The support received from these people
was invaluable in that they knew what it meant to be in
such a position and were therefore able to understand
completely. It was comforting to be able to share sorrow
with a person who had been through a similar experi-
ence. It was not always necessary to talk; it could be
enough simply to know that the other person under-
stood. The understanding offered by people who had
experienced similar crises gave family members the
strength to cope, and it was easier to express feelings in
the presence of such people.

She knows how things are. I can call her up, go to her
and cry if I want to; she’s there for me. She knows how
it is with Dad and everything. She herself had a
mother who was seriously ill. She knows what it’s all
about. I don’t need to say anything; she doesn’t need to
say anything, but we know. We can ventilate the
situation and then talk about something else. It’s good
to know that you can go to someone on the outside.
(Interviewee 15)

He’s a great support. Four years ago his dad died of
cancer, so he knows what it feels like. He’s ready to
help and he comes along and backs me up when I take
Mum to the hospital. It’s mostly a question of being
able to talk. His support helps lower the pressure,
helps me get my feelings out into the open.
(Interviewee 16)

Information and personal support from health-care staff
Family members felt a sense of participation when
health-care staff spoke to them directly. They appre-
ciated being given information about the diagnosis,
prognosis and treatment. It was also important to know
where to turn for information. Family members received
a file from the nurses with information about the com-
munity home-help service. They derived a sense of se-
curity from knowing that they could get answers to their
questions from both the doctor and other health-care
staff. It was felt to be important that staff should provide
information in a manner that showed they cared and
that information and support should be addressed dir-
ectly to family members.

I’m in touch with a psychologist I can talk to — it’s
been a great help. Being able to talk to somebody
about these things makes it easier and it’s a great
relief. (Interviewee 5)

The staff are fantastic. They talk to me a lot, both the
doctor and all the others. They say I’ve got to think of
myself and then I’ll be able to cope. We talk, I suppose
that’s all you can do; I don’t expect more. (Interviewee 9)

Comparison with attributes of social support in the
Finfgeld-Connett metasynthesis
The designation of the theme contains two keywords.
Confirmation is usually expressed in the literature as af-
firmation or validation, whilst togetherness is not identi-
fied in the metasynthesis at all [17]. Three of the
keywords of the subthemes (information, encouragement
and spiritual beliefs) are to be found in the metasynth-
esis as attributes of social support [17]. The metasynth-
esis shows that social support involves the reciprocal
exchange of verbal and/or nonverbal (flowers, cards, eye
movements, facial expressions) information that is char-
acterised by advocacy. Information consists of facts, ad-
vice, words of reassurance, positive affirmation and
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empathy. Encouragement is a common advocative strat-
egy employed in an unconditionally positive atmosphere.
Spiritual belief systems are sometimes considered to be
part of social support networks but authors provide little
explanation regarding this phenomenon [17]. However,
there were two keywords of the subthemes that were not
to be found in the metasynthesis, namely understanding
and involvement.

Outcomes in improved mental health in the Finfgeld-
Connett metasynthesis
According to the metasynthesis [17] the outcome of so-
cial support in the broad sense of improved mental
health is in large part a question of an enhanced sense
of personal competence, experiences of empowerment
and an enhanced sense of reassurance. Involved here are
feelings of well-being and diminished distress.

Discussion
The findings of this study have identified the signifi-
cance of the social support network for family members
in the early period after a close relative has been diag-
nosed as having lung or gastrointestinal cancer. Our
findings verify the definition of social support as a re-
ciprocal exchange of verbal and/or nonverbal informa-
tion [17]. The main finding in the inductive analysis
was expressed through the theme Confirmation through
togetherness, which entails being seen and confirmed as
a person in one’s new situation of having a loved per-
son with life-threatening cancer in the family, and being
respected for one’s experience and knowledge of the
sick person’s life situation. The participants indicated
that strength was derived from togetherness, from a
sense of being an active member of a community and
encountering sympathy. The relationship as member of
a community is interpreted as more equal than where
there is an advocative interpersonal process [17]. The
predominant providers of support in the case of the
present study were mainly lay persons. Health-care pro-
fessionals are considered as support when lay persons
cannot provide the support that is required [17], and in
this case the advocative interpersonal process may be
common.
Validation of our findings through the previous meta-

synthesis revealed that half of the meanings of social
support networks are already well-known from previous
qualitative research [17] (i.e. confirmation, information,
encouragement and spiritual beliefs) whilst togetherness,
understanding and involvement were not described. One
explanation of the discrepancy between these results is
that most of the studies in cancer care are based on
descriptions of need of social support or interventions
from the perspective of professionals [17,34]). However,
the present study verifies that social support is provided
mainly by non-professionals, and this may be one reason
for the additional meanings found in the study. Another
possible explanation is that social support is context-
specific and previous research has mainly focused on
patients’ need of social support as part of caregiving [17]
whilst the present study focuses on the social support
family members receive mainly from lay persons.
The comparison of the findings of our study with the

metasynthesis study by Finfgeld-Cornett is a response
to existing inconsistent findings in the literature about
social support which limit its usefulness in nursing
[17]. In nursing science there is also need for more re-
search that can inform practice, and when the issue is
complex it is necessary to carry out a chain of studies
with different designs before recommendations for
practice can be made [17]. During the last five years
there have been an increased number of interventions
for informal caregivers in cancer and palliative care. It
is necessary to continue to focus on mechanisms of
intervention, tightly focused aims and outcomes, robust
designs and a plurality of models and target popula-
tions/settings [34]. Our findings show that networks of
significant others (relatives, employer, fellow-workers,
etc.) are experienced as meaningful by family members
and give them confirmation in their distressing life
situation. Characteristic of this situation is that the
family member is helping the patient through informal
caregiving whilst at the same time trying to prepare
themselves for the person’s eventual death [35]. Con-
firmation lightened the distress and made it easier to
deal with the situation [36-38]. Finfgeld-Connett [17]
established that the need for social support has a psy-
chosocial substratum, which was verified in the present
study through the antecedents Need of support and
Desire for a deeper relationship with relatives. Family
members also spoke, though less often, of receiving
help with practical matters, which spared them add-
itional distress.
Several steps are needed in the chain of studies [39]

about social support networks. One is to examine nurs-
ing intervention to bolster existing networks or to pro-
mote the development of new ones [17]. Another step is
to develop instruments for use in the evaluation of non-
professional social support based on Confirmation
through togetherness and the main attributes. Develop-
ing measurement instruments [17] from this expanded
conceptual model could encourage nurses and other
health-care professional to focus on family members’
personal networks as a way to strengthen mental health.
Nurses should reconsider social support as a part of
nursing intervention and differentiate social support
from concepts such as caring [17].
In the present study, family members appreciated sup-

port from neighbours; it gave emotional relief and
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strengthened their ties to these neighbours [40,41]. The
findings also revealed that some family members desired
a deeper relationship with relatives and wanted to talk to
them more. Relatives could not always face their own
and the family members’ sorrow. When the family mem-
bers did not get the support they wanted from relatives,
they felt alone and isolated [38]. This feeling of isolation
was not experienced in relation to neighbours, fellow-
workers, employers and health-care staff. Possibly family
members had higher expectations of close relatives with
regard to the providing of support.
In addition to the social support network, the per-

son’s own activities to manage the distress are of im-
portance for mental health [17]. A previous study
within our larger research project revealed that being
with other people is a way of distracting family mem-
bers’ thoughts. They can think of something else for a
while when in the company of friends and co-workers.
They find temporary solace and escape from their wor-
ries [27]. However, it is important to distinguish be-
tween “seeking social support,” which is a theoretical
construct of management or coping, and (simply) “so-
cial support,” which requires other persons’ willingness
to participate in a mutual exchange with the person
seeking the support. Management is based on the per-
son’s own appraisal of the actual demands and effort to
cope with the current problem [42]. Social support
consists of the actions that others perform to assist a
particular person [19,43-46]. The person’s capacity for
coping with distress partly depends on the support he
or she receives from the family and the social network
[20,42,47].
Despite the fact that religious beliefs are more com-

mon in other countries than in Sweden [48], the family
members in this study derived comfort from spiritual
beliefs, through the sense of togetherness derived from
sharing Christian belief with friends from church. A
similar finding emerged from a study involving four
interviews with 20 patients with inoperable lung cancer
and their informal caregivers over a one-year period
[49]. Many of the patients in their last year of life
expressed spiritual needs involving seeking meaning and
purpose in life. However, family members also had their
own spiritual needs [49]. Incorporating spiritual well-
being into health care is essential as existential diversity
grows in globalised societies, which means that health-
care staff need to be very aware of each patient and
family member’s particular needs and must never view
anything as just a matter of common sense [50]. When
patients and family members were given the opportun-
ity to discuss their spiritual needs with staff, they
valued this greatly as it validated their concerns and
made them feel cherished [49]. However, patients and
family members were often reluctant to take the
initiative in raising spiritual issues with “busy” staff.
They did not see spiritual needs as directly relevant to
the health-care professional’s role, for which reason
they actively sought to disregard their spiritual distress
[49]. The need for spiritual care was investigated in a
study with 156 adult cancer patients and 68 family
caregivers. The findings showed that some cancer
patients and family caregivers are enthusiastic about re-
ceiving some form of spiritual care, whilst others do
not want it [51]. However, religion and spirituality are
two separate constructs, not interchangeable though
sometimes overlapping. Religion, often centrally con-
cerned with spirituality, is also a social phenomenon,
characterised by social and cultural concerns and goals.
Spirituality is a much broader construct than religion
and the two constructs do not overlap for people who
are spiritual but do not practise a religion, or indeed
for people engaged in religious practices who are not
spiritual [52,53]. Staff require knowledge of spiritual
beliefs and spiritual caring, which also implies reflec-
tion on and awareness of their own beliefs [54]. Using
a theoretical framework and guidelines can better pre-
pare staff to incorporate spirituality into their practice
[52,53].
Family members expressed a need for informational

and personal support from health-care staff, which has
also been found in previous research [55]. Family
members feel confirmed as persons important for the
patient if they are listened to and respected by staff
[36,38]. An interesting finding from the present study
is that participants found the most supportive persons
to be other people with similar experiences. This is an
aspect that could be integrated into interventions in
health care to great advantage. Furthermore, some
participants expressed a need for psychological support
for close relatives who could not deal with someone
in their family having advanced cancer. This indicates
that staff need to apply a family system approach to
assist the family [56]. This, in turn, underlines the im-
portance of developing supportive interventions from a
preventive perspective at an early stage of the illness
trajectory. Research shows that the design of interven-
tions directed towards family members should be
based on the specific needs of these people. Support
groups using the Internet as a forum to facilitate sup-
portive communication are increasing in number
[57,58]. Interactive web-based programs for cancer
patients and their caregivers offer an opportunity to
deliver tailored information in an efficient, accessible
and cost-effective manner [59]. However, there is an
urgent need to evaluate the implemented interventions
using valid methods and study designs such as rando-
mised controlled studies, as also to assess lay persons’
provision of social support from the family members’
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perspective. At present there is only limited evidence
of the effectiveness of support interventions [60].

Methodological considerations
This study was limited to exploring the meaning of so-
cial networks for family members who are faced with
having an adult relative with cancer in the early stage
of treatment. Therefore the findings should only be
transferred to family members in a similar context.
Several limitations must be taken into account when
interpreting the findings. One limitation with regard to
the transferability of the findings is the small propor-
tion of male participants (4 of 17 participants). The
nurses who asked patients to participate were not pre-
dominantly male; the patients, however, were mainly
male, and all except one chose a female family member
to participate. In addition, it is possible that the family
member chosen to participate was not the one most
dissatisfied with their social support. Gratitude on the
part of the family member regarding the possibility of
the patients receiving curative treatment, as also deep
respect for the health-care professionals’ commitment
to helping the patient, may also have influenced the
findings. Another limitation is that the data can be pre-
sumed to have low stability in that family members’
experiences probably change over time as the illness
progresses. The family members in this study were not
experiencing high caring demands, as the patients were
in the early stage of the illness trajectory. A longer
period of illness often means a greater amount of care-
giving and as a consequence more isolation, both for
the family member and for the patient [61]. Longitu-
dinal research on a similar sample is required for the
establishment of greater dependability.
Furthermore, the interview questions in our study

were not designed to capture the features of antecedents
and outcomes of social support, therefore — not unex-
pectedly — our findings were not strongly related to the
features of the antecedent Social climate and the out-
come Improved mental health. This must be kept in
mind when comparing the results of the present study
with the conceptual analysis of Finfgeld-Connett [17].
The strength of this study is the two steps of the valid-

ation procedure. The achievement of credibility in the
inductive approach to qualitative content analysis im-
plies careful consideration of issues arising at every stage
of the analytical process [29]. In the present study the
basic principles of latent content analysis were applied,
which means that there was systematic coding into sub-
themes and then integration into a theme [29]. The
credibility of the inductive analysis was strengthened by
means of comparing the subthemes and the theme with
concepts from 44 qualitative studies in the previous
metasynthesis [29]. The findings added more attributes
to the previous model, and a significant contribution is
the insight that social support is provided mainly by
non-professionals.

Conclusions
Our study verifies that a social support network involves
reciprocal exchange of verbal and non-verbal informa-
tion. The providers were mainly lay persons and social
support was abstracted into the theme Confirmation
through togetherness. The family members felt them-
selves to be members of networks, indicating a more
equal relationship than in a care relationship with
health-care professionals. The networks contributed in-
formation, understanding, encouragement, involvement
and spiritual belief systems. It is a question of one or
more networks linking relatives, friends with and with-
out similar experiences, neighbours, employer, fellow-
workers, members of their spiritual community and
health-care professionals. The findings of the study ex-
pand the previous conceptual model in nursing with re-
gard to social support by presenting the family members’
perspective. Besides their mainly positive experiences of
social support networks, the family members reported
distress with regard to close relatives who shied away
from the troublesome situation.

Implications
Further research is needed to provide more clarification
of the meaning of social support networks provided by
lay persons and the meaning of caring by nurses because
of new circumstances that occur during the illness tra-
jectory of cancer. The findings underline the importance
of, and need for, longitudinal research on the whole can-
cer trajectory, including repeated interviews, and quanti-
tative surveys involving a larger population. In addition,
the findings indicate the need to transfer the available
knowledge in the form of a measuring instrument that is
sensitive enough to evaluate nursing interventions for
family members of adult persons with advanced lung or
gastrointestinal cancer. Nurses and other health-care
professionals need to encourage family members to use
and enhance personal support networks, as they have a
positive effect on coping and mental well-being.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
CS and GA designed the study. CS conducted the interviews and the initial
analysis of the interview transcripts. Each step of the analysis was then
scrutinised and discussed by the authors, and both authors read and
approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The authors are grateful to the family members who voluntarily participated
in this interview study. Thanks also go to the Medical Clinic and the Surgery
Clinic at the County Regional Hospital, Jönköping, and to the Surgery Clinic



Sjolander and Ahlstrom BMC Nursing 2012, 11:17 Page 13 of 14
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6955/11/17
in Eksjö, Sweden, for recruiting the participants. The study was generously
supported by Futurum (The Academy for Healthcare, Jönköping County
Council) and the Cancer and Traffic Injury Fund.

Author details
1The School of Health Sciences, Jönköping University, Box 1026, SE–551 11,
Jönköping, Sweden. 2The Ryhov County Hospital, SE–551 85, Jönköping,
Sweden. 3The Swedish Institute for Health Sciences, Department of Health
Sciences, Lund University, Box 187, SE–221 00, Lund, Sweden.

Received: 20 January 2012 Accepted: 13 September 2012
Published: 17 September 2012
References
1. Deshields TL, Rihanek A, Potter P, Zhang Q, Kuhrik M, Kuhrik N, O'Neill J:

Psychosocial aspects of caregiving: perceptions of cancer patients and
family caregivers. Support Care Cancer 2011, 20(2):349–56.

2. Surbone A, Baider L, Weitzman TS, Brames MJ, Rittenberg CN, Johnson J:
Psychosocial care for patients and their families is integral to supportive
care in cancer: MASCC position statement. Support Care Cancer 2010,
18:255–263.

3. Winterling J, Wasteson E, Glimelius B, Sjoden PO, Nordin K: Substantial
changes in life: perceptions in patients with newly diagnosed advanced
cancer and their spouses. Cancer Nurs 2004, 27:381–388.

4. Eton DT, Lepore SJ, Helgeson VS: Psychological distress in spouses of men
treated for early-stage prostate carcinoma. Cancer 2005, 103:2412–2418.

5. Braun M, Mikulincer M, Rydall A, Walsh A, Rodin G: Hidden morbidity in
cancer: spouse caregivers. J Clin Oncol 2007, 25:4829–4834.

6. Holtslander LF: Caring for bereaved family caregivers: analyzing the
context of care. Clinical Journal of Oncology Nursing 2008, 12:501–506.

7. van Ryn M, Sanders S, Kahn K, van Houtven C, Griffin JM, Martin M, Atienza
AA, Phelan S, Finstad D, Rowland J: Objective burden, resources, and
other stressors among informal cancer caregivers: a hidden quality
issue? Psychooncology 2011, 20:44–52.

8. Nijboer C, Tempelaar R, Triemstra M, van den Bos GA, Sanderman R: The
role of social and psychologic resources in caregiving of cancer patients.
Cancer 2001, 91:1029–1039.

9. Pitceathly C, Maguire P: The psychological impact of cancer on patients'
partners and other key relatives: a review. Eur J Cancer 2003,
39:1517–1524.

10. Hagedoorn M, Sanderman R, Bolks HN, Tuinstra J, Coyne JC: Distress in
couples coping with cancer: a meta-analysis and critical review of role
and gender effects. Psychol Bull 2008, 134:1–30.

11. Isaksen AS, Thuen F, Hanestad B: Patients with cancer and their close
relatives: experiences with treatment, care, and support. Cancer Nurs
2003, 26:68–74.

12. Francis LE, Worthington J, Kypriotakis G, Rose JH: Relationship quality and
burden among caregivers for late-stage cancer patients. Support Care
Cancer 2010, 18:1429–1436.

13. Palos GR, Mendoza TR, Liao KP, Anderson KO, Garcia-Gonzalez A, Hahn K,
Nazario A, Ramondetta LM, Valero V, Lynch GR, et al: Caregiver symptom
burden: the risk of caring for an underserved patient with advanced
cancer. Cancer 2011, 117:1070–1079.

14. Rhee YS, Yun YH, Park S, Shin DO, Lee KM, Yoo HJ, Kim JH, Kim SO, Lee R,
Lee YO, Kim NS: Depression in family caregivers of cancer patients: the
feeling of burden as a predictor of depression. J Clin Oncol 2008,
26:5890–5895.

15. Flanagan J, Holmes S: Social perceptions of cancer and their impacts:
implications for nursing practice arising from the literature. J Adv Nurs
2000, 32:740–749.

16. Nausheen B, Gidron Y, Peveler R, Moss-Morris R: Social support and cancer
progression: a systematic review. J Psychosom Res 2009, 67:403–415.

17. Finfgeld-Connett D: Clarification of social support. J Nurs Scholarsh 2005,
37:4–9.

18. Bloom JR, Stewart SL, Johnston M, Banks P, Fobair P: Sources of support
and the physical and mental well-being of young women with breast
cancer. Soc Sci Med 2001, 53:1513–1524.

19. Cutrona CE, Russell D: Type of social support and specific stress: Toward a
theory of optimal matching. In Social support: an interactional view. Edited
by Sarason B, Sarason I, Pierce G. New York: Wiley; 1990:319–366.
20. Finfgeld-Connett D: Concept comparison of caring and social support. Int
J Nurs Terminol Classif 2007, 18:58–68.

21. Janda M, Eakin EG, Bailey L, Walker D, Troy K: Supportive care needs of
people with brain tumours and their carers. Support Care Cancer 2006,
14:1094–1103.

22. Madsen K, Poulsen HS: Needs for everyday life support for brain tumour
patients' relatives: systematic literature review. Eur J Cancer Care (Engl)
2011, 20:33–43.

23. Chantler M, Podbilewicz-Schuller Y, Mortimer J: Change in need for
psychosocial support for women with early stage breast cancer.
J Psychosoc Oncol 2005, 23:65–77.

24. Snyder KA, Pearse W: Crisis, social support, and the family response:
exploring the narratives of young breast cancer survivors. J Psychosoc
Oncol 2010, 28:413–431.

25. Hudson P: A conceptual model and key variables for guiding supportive
interventions for family caregivers of people receiving palliative care.
Palliat Support Care 2003, 1:353–365.

26. Sjolander C, Rolander B, Järhult J, Mårtensson J, Ahlstrom G: Health-related
quality of life in family members of patients with an advanced cancer
diagnosis: A one-year prospective study. Health and Quality of Life
Outcomes 2012, 10:89. doi:10.1186/1477-7525-10-89.

27. Sjolander C, Hedberg B, Ahlstrom G: Striving to be prepared for the
painful: Management strategies following a family member's diagnosis
of advanced cancer. BMC Nurs 2011, 10:18. http://www.biomedcentral.
com/1472-6955/10/18.

28. Downe-Wamboldt B: Content analysis: method, applications, and issues.
Health Care Women Int 1992, 13:313–321.

29. Graneheim UH, Lundman B: Qualitative content analysis in nursing
research: concepts, procedures and measures to achieve
trustworthiness. Nurse Educ Today 2004, 24:105–112.

30. Neuendorf KA: The content analysis: guidebook. London: SAGE; 2002.
31. Baxter L: Content analysis. In Studying interpersonal interaction. Edited by

Montgomery BM, Duck S. New York and London: The Guilford Press;
1991:239–254.

32. Gray FC, White A: Concept analysis: case management role confusion.
Nurs Forum 2012, 47:3–8.

33. Walker LO, Avant KC: Strategies for theory construction in nursing. 3rd edition.
Norwalk, Conn: Appleton & Lange; 1995.

34. Harding R, List S, Epiphaniou E, Jones H: How can informal caregivers in
cancer and palliative care be supported? An updated systematic
literature review of interventions and their effectiveness. Palliat Med
2012, 26:7–22.

35. Steinhauser KE, Christakis NA, Clipp EC, McNeilly M, Grambow S, Parker J,
Tulsky JA: Preparing for the end of life: preferences of patients, families,
physicians, and other care providers. J Pain Symptom Manage 2001,
22:727–737.

36. Antonovsky A: Unraveling the mystery of health: how people manage stress
and stay well. 1st edition. San Francisco, Calif: Jossey-Bass; 1987.

37. Andershed B, Ternestedt BM: Development of a theoretical framework
describing relatives' involvement in palliative care. J Adv Nurs 2001,
34:554–562.

38. Milberg A, Strang P: Exploring comprehensibility and manageability in
palliative home care: an interview study of dying cancer patients'
informal carers. Psychooncology 2004, 13:605–618.

39. Hallberg IR: Moving nursing research forward towards a stronger impact
on health care practice? Int J Nurs Stud 2009, 46:407–412.

40. Jamieson L: Intimacy: Personal Relationships in Modern Societies. Cambridge:
Polity Press; 1988.

41. Pahl RE: On friendship. Cambridge: Polity; 2000.
42. Lazarus RS, Folkman S: Stress, appraisal, and coping. New York: Springer;

1984.
43. Cohen S, Syme SL: Social support and health. Orlando Fla: Academic Press;

1985.
44. Caplan G: Support systems and community mental health. New york:

Publications; 1974.
45. Cobb S: Social support as a moderator of life stress. Psychosom Med 1976,

38:300–314.
46. Sarason BR, Sarason IG, Pierce GR: Social support: an interactional view. New

York: J. Wiley & Sons; 1990.
47. Thoits PA: Social support as coping assistance. J Consult Clin Psychol 1986,

54:416–423.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1477-7525-10-89
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6955/10/18
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6955/10/18


Sjolander and Ahlstrom BMC Nursing 2012, 11:17 Page 14 of 14
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6955/11/17
48. Reis O: Patterns of secularization in scandinavia. In Scandinavia values:
religion mortality in the Nordic countries. Edited by Pettersson T, Reis O.
Uppsala: Almqvist and Wiksell International; 1994.

49. Murray SA, Kendall M, Boyd K, Worth A, Benton TF: Exploring the spiritual
needs of people dying of lung cancer or heart failure: a prospective
qualitative interview study of patients and their carers. Palliat Med 2004,
18:39–45.

50. Pesut B: Spirituality and spiritual care in nursing fundamentals textbooks.
J Nurs Educ 2008, 47:167–173.

51. Taylor EJ, Mamier I: Spiritual care nursing: what cancer patients and
family caregivers want. J Adv Nurs 2005, 49:260–267.

52. Narayanasamy A: The puzzle of spirituality for nursing: a guide to
practical assessment. Br J Nurs 2004, 13:1140–1144.

53. Miner-Williams D: Putting a puzzle together: making spirituality
meaningful for nursing using an evolving theoretical framework. J Clin
Nurs 2006, 15:811–821.

54. Noble A, Jones C: Getting it right: oncology nurses' understanding of
spirituality. Int J Palliat Nurs 2010, 16:565–569.

55. Fridriksdottir N, Sigurdardottir V, Gunnarsdottir S: Important needs of
families in acute and palliative care settings assessed with the family
inventory of needs. Palliat Med 2006, 20:425–432.

56. Mehta A, Cohen SR, Chan LS: Palliative care: a need for a family systems
approach. Palliat Support Care 2009, 7:235–243.

57. Heilferty CM: Toward a theory of online communication in illness:
concept analysis of illness blogs. J Adv Nurs 2009, 65:1539–1547.

58. Sanders C, Rogers A, Gardner C, Kennedy A: Managing 'difficult emotions'
and family life: exploring insights and social support within online
self-management training. Chronic Illn 2011, 7:134–146.

59. Zulman DM, Schafenacker A, Barr KL, Moore IT, Fisher J, McCurdy K, Derry
HA, Saunders EW, An LC, Northouse L: Adapting an in-person patient-
caregiver communication intervention to a tailored web-based format.
Psychooncology 2011, 21(3):336–341.

60. Harding R, Higginson IJ: What is the best way to help caregivers in cancer
and palliative care? A systematic literature review of interventions and
their effectiveness. Palliat Med 2003, 17:63–74.

61. ElSadr CB, Noureddine S, Kelley J: Concept analysis of loneliness with
implications for nursing diagnosis. Int J Nurs Terminol Classif 2009,
20:25–33.

doi:10.1186/1472-6955-11-17
Cite this article as: Sjolander and Ahlstrom: The meaning and validation
of social support networks for close family of persons with advanced
cancer. BMC Nursing 2012 11:17.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Design
	Selection of the participants and the study group
	Data collection
	Data analysis
	The validation procedure


	Results
	link_Tab1
	Antecedents of Social Support
	Need of support


	link_Tab2
	Outline placeholder
	Desire for a deeper relationship with relatives
	Network to turn to
	Comparison with antecedents in the &b_k;Finfgeld-&e_k;&b_k;Connett&e_k; metasynthesis


	link_Tab3
	Attributes of social support
	Confirmation through togetherness


	link_Fig1
	Outline placeholder
	Understanding and support from relatives
	Encouragement from neighbours and friends
	Involvement of &b_k;fellow-&e_k;&b_k;workers&e_k; and employer
	Spiritual belief in supportive community
	Greatest understanding from those who have experienced crises of their own
	Information and personal support from &b_k;health-&e_k;&b_k;care&e_k; staff
	Comparison with attributes of social support in the &b_k;Finfgeld-&e_k;&b_k;Connett&e_k; metasynthesis
	Outcomes in improved mental health in the &b_k;Finfgeld-&e_k;&b_k;Connett&e_k; metasynthesis


	Discussion
	Methodological considerations

	Conclusions
	Implications

	Competing interests
	Authors´ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References
	link_CR1
	link_CR2
	link_CR3
	link_CR4
	link_CR5
	link_CR6
	link_CR7
	link_CR8
	link_CR9
	link_CR10
	link_CR11
	link_CR12
	link_CR13
	link_CR14
	link_CR15
	link_CR16
	link_CR17
	link_CR18
	link_CR19
	link_CR20
	link_CR21
	link_CR22
	link_CR23
	link_CR24
	link_CR25
	link_CR26
	link_CR27
	link_CR28
	link_CR29
	link_CR30
	link_CR31
	link_CR32
	link_CR33
	link_CR34
	link_CR35
	link_CR36
	link_CR37
	link_CR38
	link_CR39
	link_CR40
	link_CR41
	link_CR42
	link_CR43
	link_CR44
	link_CR45
	link_CR46
	link_CR47
	link_CR48
	link_CR49
	link_CR50
	link_CR51
	link_CR52
	link_CR53
	link_CR54
	link_CR55
	link_CR56
	link_CR57
	link_CR58
	link_CR59
	link_CR60
	link_CR61

