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Abstract

Background: The benefits of clinical support are evident in various mentorship, preceptorship, or clinical supervision models.
Poor collaboration between lecturers and clinical staff, lack of confidence about student support, large student intakes coupled
with core demands create negative attitudes toward student supervision, and this poses a huge challenge to midwifery students
who are expected to become competent in the process.

Objective: This study aims to identify and analyze interventions, strategies, and/or mechanisms in order to strengthen the clinical
support for midwifery students in clinical practice areas from a global perspective.

Methods: This review will follow the Arksey and O’Malley framework (2005). The search strategy will include primary studies
searched for in electronic databases such as EBSCOhost (CINAHL, MEDLINE, and Health Source: Nursing/Academic edition),
PubMed, Google, and Google Scholar. Keywords such as “midwifery students,” “midwifery education,” and “clinical support”
will be used to search for related articles. The search will include articles from the cited by search, as well as citations from the
reference list of included articles. All title-screened articles will be exported to an EndNote library, and duplicate studies will be
removed. Two independent reviewers will concurrently carry out the abstract and full-text article screening according to the
eligibility criteria. Extracted data will highlight the aims, geographical setting, and level of training; intervention outcomes; and
the most relevant and most significant findings. This review will also include a mixed methods quality appraisal check. A narrative
summary of data extracted will be analyzed using content analysis.

Results: Interventions to strengthen the clinical support for midwifery students in practice will be extracted from this review,
and data will be analyzed and extracted to develop a comprehensive guide or framework for clinical mentorship. As of August
2021, the electronic search, the data extraction, and the analysis have been completed. The results paper is expected to be published
within the next 6 months.

Conclusions: It is expected that this review will contribute to midwifery education by identifying quality evidence on clinical
support interventions available to midwifery students globally, as well as best practice methods, procedures, or interventions that
can be used to develop a midwifery mentorship training program.
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Introduction

The clinical support for midwifery students is critical to the
quality of graduates produced at higher education institutions.
A significant concern for lecturers and registered midwives is
to produce graduates who are safe and competent practitioners
[1-3]. Midwifery students spend 50% of module time in clinical
placements for work-integrated learning. Therefore, a registered
midwife who supports students in clinical placements has an
extremely important role to create and maintain a positive
working experience, increasing students’ enthusiasm and
ensuring their retention in the profession [4-6].

Midwifery students value the clinical support they receive during
their transition from a student to a confident midwife
practitioner. The benefits of clinical support are evident in
various mentorship, preceptorship, or clinical supervision
models, and it is supported widely in the literature [7-9].
However, literature on the perceptions of mentors or preceptors
concurs that clinical staff feel unprepared in their roles to
support students in clinical placements [10-15]. Furthermore,
time constraints and the core function of registered midwives,
which is to deliver patient care, hampers opportunities to support
students during clinical placement for learning [15].

Findings from other studies also showed positive outcomes in
the student-mentor relationship, even more so when mentoring
is undertaken in a planned method [3,6]. In addition, providing
support and training to registered midwives to take on the role
of a clinical mentor or preceptor is highly recommended in
many developed countries such as New Zealand, Scotland, and
the United Kingdom [15-18]. Very few studies conducted in
African countries relate to the clinical support for midwifery
students [2,19]. One study called the MOMENTUM project
was conducted in Uganda and supported by the Royal College
of Midwives (United Kingdom). The project aimed to address
the poor quality of mentorship for midwifery students by
developing a context-specific model for mentorship in Uganda
[19].

In South Africa, registered midwives working in clinical
placements assume the role of clinical mentors. These clinical
mentors do not receive any formal support or training and,
therefore, experience conflicts in their roles and expectations.
Poor collaboration between lecturers and clinical staff, negative
feelings, lack of confidence about student support, and large

student intakes create negative attitudes toward clinical
supervision [2,20]. Currently, in South Africa, there are no
known support structures for registered midwives who support
students in clinical practice. Hence, the quality of midwifery
mentorship is questionable, and the need to train and support
registered midwives to mentor students in maternity care units
has become necessary.

Identifying and analyzing the interventions to support
mentorship training on a global capacity has not been previously
conducted in South Africa. There are also no scoping reviews
on clinical support structures or interventions to strengthen
midwifery clinical support. The results of this systematic scoping
review will identify interventions to strengthen the clinical
support for midwifery students; subsequently, through data
analysis, these results could help in developing a comprehensive
mentorship training guide for midwifery clinical practice.

Methods

Study Design
This systematic scoping review will focus on retrieving and
reviewing studies on clinical support interventions available to
midwifery students globally. The review will follow the Arksey
and O'Malley (2005) framework [21] using the following
steps: (1) identifying the research question; (2) identifying the
relevant studies; (3) study selection; (4) charting the data; (5)
collating, summarizing, and reporting the results; and (6)
consultation (optional).

Objectives
The objective for this systematic scoping review is to identify
and analyze best practice guidelines, interventions, strategies,
and/or mechanisms in order to support midwifery students in
clinical practice areas on a global perspective.

Identifying the Research Question
What evidence is available on interventions to strengthen the
current clinical support for midwifery students globally?

Eligibility of the Research Question
The review will use the population, concept, context (PCC)
framework, as described by Levac et al [22,23], to determine
the research question’s eligibility criteria. Table 1 shows the
eligibility criteria and the elements to be used in the review. 

Table 1. The population, concept, context framework.

Elements of the studyEligibility criteria

Studies that include training of midwifery undergraduate and/or postgraduate students. Studies that include the perspec-
tives of mentors and mentees.

Population

To strengthen clinical support for midwifery students. Clinical support terms such as “clinical supervision,” “mentorship,”
and “preceptorship” are used interchangeably in nursing and midwifery practice.

Concept

Midwifery education and training, globally.Context
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Identifying Relevant Studies
This scoping review will select preliminary studies using
qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods related to clinical
support for midwifery students. Electronic platforms such as
EBSCOhost (CINAHL, MEDLINE, Health Source:
Nursing/Academic Edition), PubMed, Science Direct, Google,
and Google Scholar will be searched to find articles published
in peer-reviewed journals and the grey literature. The search
strategy involves using search terms such as “midwifery
students,” “clinical supervision OR mentorship OR
preceptorship,” and “midwifery education.” The search will be
limited to English-language articles and confined within the
last 10 years (2010-2020) to identify support interventions and
strategies that are up to date and current. 

The review will include a manual search of the main published
articles and citations from the “related literature” list. Eligibility
criteria to ensure specific information relating to the research
question will be used in the studies. It will include Boolean
terms (“midwifery AND clinical support,” OR “mentorship,”
OR “clinical supervision,” OR “preceptorship”), medical subject
headings (MESH) terms (“midwifery students AND clinical
support interventions,” “mentorship AND midwifery students,”
and “midwifery practice and clinical supervision models”). If
full-text articles are unobtainable, the researchers will consult
with the librarian for assistance. All researchers will maintain
an electronic search record of all literature searched.

Study Selection
The researcher will design a form for abstract and full-text
screening by using Google Forms. The search strategy will
follow a 3-stage system of title screening, abstract screening,
and full-text screening, as determined by the inclusion criteria
mentioned below. All selected articles from the screening
process will be saved in an EndNote software folder.

Inclusion Criteria
The following studies will be included: (1) studies that present
evidence on midwifery students; (2) studies that present
evidence on clinical support such as mentorship, preceptorship,

and clinical supervision; (3) studies that present evidence on
midwifery education; (4) studies conducted between 2010 and
2020; (5) studies that include a support intervention or strategy;
and (6) peer-reviewed articles and studies from the grey
literature, which may include governmental policies and
guidelines.

Exclusion Criteria
The following studies will be excluded from the analysis: (1)
studies that do not include midwifery students and (2) studies
that do not include an intervention or strategy.

The Screening Process
The primary investigator will conduct a thorough title-screening
process using relevant databases. All articles selected will be
exported to an EndNote library. Duplicated articles will be
extracted from the reference list. The primary investigator and
an independent collaborator will screen all saved abstracts using
a standardized Google Forms as a tool. Both the primary
investigator and the independent collaborator will apply the
inclusion criteria developed for the search. The eligible articles
selected from the abstract-screening stage will then undergo a
full-text article screening process using another standardized
Google Forms. Both the primary investigator and the research
collaborator will work independently. Both screeners will also
compile a screening report for both the abstract and full-text
screening. A third reviewer (the research supervisor) will resolve
any discrepancies that may emerge. 

Charting the Data
In this stage, the researcher will design a data charting tool using
Google Forms. Textbox 1 shows the variables used in the data
charting tool. The data charting tool will highlight the study’s
aims, intervention outcomes, the most relevant findings, and
the most significant findings, and author comments.

All researchers will collectively conduct a content analysis to
extract relevant outcomes. All emerging themes and variables
will be used to answer the research question. The data charting
tool will be updated continually.

Textbox 1. Variables used in the data charting stage.

Variables used in the data charting form:

• Author and date

• Full journal reference

• Study aims or research question

• Geographical setting

• Level of training

• Intervention outcomes (methods, procedures, evaluation, removal and monitoring, preferences, and acceptability)

• Most relevant findings

• Most significant findings

• Comments
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Quality Appraisal
This study will include a quality check as recommended by
Levac et al [23]. A mixed methods quality appraisal tool
designed by Pluye et al [24] will be used to assess the
methodological quality of studies retrieved. According to the
mixed methods quality appraisal tool, there are 4 different
criteria used in both qualitative and quantitative study designs
and 3 criteria used in the mixed methods section. A scoring
metrics system will present all outcomes according to the

number of criteria met. Table 2 shows an example summary of
the scoring metric, presented according to the study design, the
number of criteria met, and the percentage score; the
corresponding descriptors will be recorded alongside.

A score of 75% and higher indicates a high-quality outcome
and will be included in the study. A score of 25% and below
indicates a low-quality outcome and will not be included in the
study.

Table 2. Scoring metrics summary (example).

DescriptorsScore (%)Study design and number of criteria met

Qualitative and quantitative studies

*251

**502

***753

****1004

Mixed method studies

*250

**501

***752

****1003

Collating, Summarizing, and Reporting the Results
A narrative summary of data extracted will be analyzed using
content analysis. Only the most relevant and most significant
data in line with the research question will be included in the
study. The results of the systematic scoping review will be
mapped in a 2009 PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for

Systematic reviews and Meta-analyses) flow diagram, as shown
in Figure 1. Once the protocol is accepted, the systematic
scoping review findings will be published in an accredited
journal in an electronic format. Results will also be presented
at midwifery and nursing education conferences nationally
and/or internationally.
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Figure 1. PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-analyses) flow diagram presenting screening results.

Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate
The study was approved by the affiliated university’s ethics
committee for Human Social Science (Ethics approval no.
HSS/1509/018M).

Availability of Data and Materials
All data generated and analyzed from this study will be included
in the published systematic review article and will be available
on request.

Results

Interventions to strengthen the clinical support for midwifery
students in practice will be extracted from this review, and data
will be carefully analyzed to develop a comprehensive guide
or framework for clinical mentorship. As of August 2021, the
electronic search, the data extraction, and the analysis have been
completed. The results paper is expected to be published within
the next 6 months.

Discussion

The quality of clinical support for midwifery students in
placement learning is well debated as some clinical staff feel
unprepared to instruct new students [12,13]. Mentors play a
vital role in shaping students as qualified midwives, and the
mentor-student relationship affects confidence in practice
[25,26]. Thus, the poor support received during clinical practice
may lead to inadequately prepared graduates who contribute to
the high maternal mortality rates, especially in African countries
such as Botswana, Lesotho, Swaziland, Zimbabwe, Malawi,
Namibia, Mozambique, Angola, and South Africa.

According to the 2008 Nursing and Midwifery Council (NMC)
requirements, trained mentors undertake assessments and
provide feedback on preregistration midwifery students'
proficiencies. This expectation can be especially useful in the
South African context, as students have to fulfill long hours in
clinical placements to achieve clinical requirements and hours.
However, contrary findings were found in other studies using
the same, abovementioned requirements. Studies found that
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mentors had difficulties assessing, supervising, supporting, and
guiding students in practice [11,27-29].

The fundamental aim of midwifery education is to develop a
safe and competent practitioner who will resume full
responsibility and accountability for practice [30]. Ensuring
that midwifery students are equipped with the necessary skills
to provide high standards of care remains a challenge for
lecturers and clinical mentors. Therefore, reviewing and

analyzing best practice interventions, strategies, or models that
strengthen clinical support for midwifery students is urgently
needed.

This systematic scoping review aims to review and analyze the
current clinical support systems available to midwifery students
globally and identify a suitable intervention to strengthen clinical
support for midwifery students in South Africa.

Acknowledgments
We would like to extend special thanks to Dr Tivani Mashamba-Thompson for her support during the protocol development.

Authors' Contributions
HA conceptualized and prepared the protocol under the guidance of CM. HA and CM contributed to reviewing of the draft
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

References

1. Andrews M, Brewer M, Buchan T, Denne A, Hammond J, Hardy G, et al. Implementation and sustainability of the nursing
and midwifery standards for mentoring in the UK. Nurse Educ Pract 2010 Oct;10(5):251-255. [doi:
10.1016/j.nepr.2009.11.014] [Medline: 20022562]

2. Phuma-Ngaiyaye E, Bvumbwe T, Chipeta MC. Using preceptors to improve nursing students' clinical learning outcomes:
a Malawian students' perspective. Int J Nurs Sci 2017 May 10;4(2):164-168 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.ijnss.2017.03.001] [Medline: 31406737]

3. Sayani AH, Jan R, Lennox S, Mohammad YJ, Awan S. Evaluating the results of mentorship training for community
midwives in Sindh, Pakistan. Br J Midwifery 2017 Aug 02;25(8):511-518. [doi: 10.12968/bjom.2017.25.8.511]

4. Bradshaw C, Murphy Tighe S, Doody O. Midwifery students' experiences of their clinical internship: a qualitative descriptive
study. Nurse Educ Today 2018 Oct;68:213-217. [doi: 10.1016/j.nedt.2018.06.019] [Medline: 29966883]

5. Gilmour C, McIntyre M, McLelland G, Hall H, Miles M. Exploring the impact of clinical placement models on undergraduate
midwifery students. Women Birth 2013 Mar;26(1):e21-e25. [doi: 10.1016/j.wombi.2012.06.004] [Medline: 22819545]

6. Gray M, Malott A, Davis BM, Sandor C. A scoping review of how new midwifery practitioners transition to practice in
Australia, New Zealand, Canada, United Kingdom and The Netherlands. Midwifery 2016 Dec;42:74-79. [doi:
10.1016/j.midw.2016.09.018] [Medline: 27769012]

7. Hilli Y, Salmu M, Jonsén E. Perspectives on good preceptorship: A matter of ethics. Nurs Ethics 2014 Aug 30;21(5):565-575.
[doi: 10.1177/0969733013511361] [Medline: 24380890]

8. McSharry E, Lathlean J. Clinical teaching and learning within a preceptorship model in an acute care hospital in Ireland;
a qualitative study. Nurse Educ Today 2017 May;51:73-80. [doi: 10.1016/j.nedt.2017.01.007] [Medline: 28130976]

9. Sidebotham M, Fenwick J. Midwifery students' experiences of working within a midwifery caseload model. Midwifery
2019 Jul;74:21-28. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2019.03.008] [Medline: 30921548]

10. Bennett M, McGowan B. Assessment matters-mentors need support in their role. Br J Nurs 2014 May 09;23(9):454-458.
[doi: 10.12968/bjon.2014.23.9.454] [Medline: 24820808]

11. Casey DC, Clark L. Roles and responsibilities of the student nurse mentor: an update. Br J Nurs 2011 Aug 11;20(15):933-937.
[doi: 10.12968/bjon.2011.20.15.933] [Medline: 21841658]

12. Jokelainen M, Turunen H, Tossavainen K, Jamookeeah D, Coco K. A systematic review of mentoring nursing students in
clinical placements. J Clin Nurs 2011 Oct;20(19-20):2854-2867. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2702.2010.03571.x] [Medline:
21429055]

13. Myall M, Levett-Jones T, Lathlean J. Mentorship in contemporary practice: the experiences of nursing students and practice
mentors. J Clin Nurs 2008 Jul;17(14):1834-1842. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2702.2007.02233.x] [Medline: 18578757]

14. Mead D, Hopkins A, Wilson C. Views of nurse mentors about their role. Nurs Manag (Harrow) 2011 Oct 27;18(6):18-23.
[doi: 10.7748/nm2011.10.18.6.18.c8716] [Medline: 22017148]

15. Moran M, Banks D. An exploration of the value of the role of the mentor and mentoring in midwifery. Nurse Educ Today
2016 May;40:52-56. [doi: 10.1016/j.nedt.2016.02.010] [Medline: 27125150]

16. Dixon L, Calvert S, Tumilty E, Kensington M, Gray E, Lennox S, et al. Supporting New Zealand graduate midwives to
stay in the profession: An evaluation of the Midwifery First Year of Practice programme. Midwifery 2015 Jul;31(6):633-639.
[doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2015.02.010] [Medline: 25819705]

JMIR Res Protoc 2021 | vol. 10 | iss. 9 | e29707 | p. 6https://www.researchprotocols.org/2021/9/e29707
(page number not for citation purposes)

Amod et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nepr.2009.11.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20022562&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2352-0132(16)30158-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnss.2017.03.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31406737&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.12968/bjom.2017.25.8.511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2018.06.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29966883&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2012.06.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22819545&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2016.09.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27769012&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0969733013511361
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24380890&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2017.01.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28130976&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2019.03.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30921548&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2014.23.9.454
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24820808&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2011.20.15.933
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21841658&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2702.2010.03571.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21429055&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2702.2007.02233.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18578757&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.7748/nm2011.10.18.6.18.c8716
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22017148&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2016.02.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27125150&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2015.02.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25819705&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


17. Hogan R, Fox D, Barratt-See G. Peer to peer mentoring: Outcomes of third-year midwifery students mentoring first-year
students. Women Birth 2017 Jul;30(3):206-213. [doi: 10.1016/j.wombi.2017.03.004] [Medline: 28366500]

18. Tweedie K, Yerrell J, Crozier K. Collaborative coaching and learning in midwifery clinical placements. Br J Midwifery
2019 May 02;27(5):324-329. [doi: 10.12968/bjom.2019.27.5.324]

19. Kemp J, Shaw E, Musoke MG. Developing a model of midwifery mentorship for Uganda: The MOMENTUM project
2015-2017. Midwifery 2018 May;59:127-129. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2018.01.013] [Medline: 29425895]

20. The National Strategic Plan for nurse education, Training and Practice 2012/3-2016/7. 2013 Mar. URL: https://www.
hst.org.za/publications/NonHST%20Publications/Strategic_Plan_for_Nurse_Education_Training_and_Practice.pdf [accessed
2021-08-26]

21. Arksey H, O'Malley L. Scoping studies: towards a methodological framework. Int J Soc Res Methodol 2005 Feb;8(1):19-32.
[doi: 10.1080/1364557032000119616]

22. Colquhoun HL, Levac D, O'Brien KK, Straus S, Tricco AC, Perrier L, et al. Scoping reviews: time for clarity in definition,
methods, and reporting. J Clin Epidemiol 2014 Dec;67(12):1291-1294. [doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.03.013] [Medline:
25034198]

23. Levac D, Colquhoun H, O'Brien KK. Scoping studies: advancing the methodology. Implement Sci 2010 Oct 20;5:69 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1748-5908-5-69] [Medline: 20854677]

24. Pluye P, Robert E, Cargo M, Bartlett G, O’Cathain A. Proposal: A mixed methods appraisal tool for systematic mixed
studies reviews. Montreal: McGill University; 2011. URL: http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/file/
fetch/84371689/MMAT%202011%20criteria%20and%20tutorial%202011-06-29updated2014.08.21.pdf [accessed
2021-08-31]

25. Hughes AJ, Fraser DM. "There are guiding hands and there are controlling hands": student midwives experience of
mentorship in the UK. Midwifery 2011 Aug;27(4):477-483. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2010.03.006] [Medline: 20462677]

26. Sundler AJ, Björk M, Bisholt B, Ohlsson U, Engström AK, Gustafsson M. Student nurses' experiences of the clinical
learning environment in relation to the organization of supervision: a questionnaire survey. Nurse Educ Today 2014
May;34(4):661-666. [doi: 10.1016/j.nedt.2013.06.023] [Medline: 23850574]

27. Carter AG, Wilkes E, Gamble J, Sidebotham M, Creedy DK. Midwifery students  experiences of an innovative clinical
placement model embedded within midwifery continuity of care in Australia. Midwifery 2015 Aug;31(8):765-771. [doi:
10.1016/j.midw.2015.04.006] [Medline: 25921953]

28. Gray O, Brown D. Evaluating a nurse mentor preparation programme. Br J Nurs 2016;25(4):212-217. [doi:
10.12968/bjon.2016.25.4.212] [Medline: 26911167]

29. Veeramah V. Effectiveness of the new NMC mentor preparation course. Br J Nurs 2012 Apr 12;21(7):413-6, 418. [doi:
10.12968/bjon.2012.21.7.413] [Medline: 22585019]

30. The Nursing and Midwifery Council. URL: https://www.nmc.org.uk/ [accessed 2021-08-26]

Abbreviations
NMC: Nursing and Midwifery Council
PCC: population, concept, context
PRISMA: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-analyses

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 17.04.21; peer-reviewed by D Pollock, L Hunter; comments to author 11.05.21; revised version
received 31.05.21; accepted 01.06.21; published 21.09.21

Please cite as:
Amod H, Mkhize SW, Muraraneza C
Analyzing Evidence on Interventions to Strengthen the Clinical Support for Midwifery Students in Clinical Placements: Protocol for
a Systematic Scoping Review
JMIR Res Protoc 2021;10(9):e29707
URL: https://www.researchprotocols.org/2021/9/e29707
doi: 10.2196/29707
PMID:

©Hafaza Amod, Sipho Wellington Mkhize, Claudine Muraraneza. Originally published in JMIR Research Protocols
(https://www.researchprotocols.org), 21.09.2021. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Research Protocols, is properly cited. The

JMIR Res Protoc 2021 | vol. 10 | iss. 9 | e29707 | p. 7https://www.researchprotocols.org/2021/9/e29707
(page number not for citation purposes)

Amod et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2017.03.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28366500&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.12968/bjom.2019.27.5.324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2018.01.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29425895&dopt=Abstract
https://www.hst.org.za/publications/NonHST%20Publications/Strategic_Plan_for_Nurse_Education_Training_and_Practice.pdf
https://www.hst.org.za/publications/NonHST%20Publications/Strategic_Plan_for_Nurse_Education_Training_and_Practice.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.03.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25034198&dopt=Abstract
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20854677&dopt=Abstract
http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/84371689/MMAT%202011%20criteria%20and%20tutorial%202011-06-29updated2014.08.21.pdf
http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/84371689/MMAT%202011%20criteria%20and%20tutorial%202011-06-29updated2014.08.21.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2010.03.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20462677&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2013.06.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23850574&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2015.04.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25921953&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2016.25.4.212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26911167&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2012.21.7.413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22585019&dopt=Abstract
https://www.nmc.org.uk/
https://www.researchprotocols.org/2021/9/e29707
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/29707
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2021 | vol. 10 | iss. 9 | e29707 | p. 8https://www.researchprotocols.org/2021/9/e29707
(page number not for citation purposes)

Amod et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

