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QualSyst Scores for Qualitative Papers 
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Ameringer 
et al. (2015) 

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 100 

Cantrell & 
Conte 
(2008) 

1 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 35 

Donovan et 
al. (2014) 

2 2 2 2 1 2 1 0 2 0 70 

Gonzalez-
Morkos et 
al. (2014) 

2 
 

2 2 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 70 

Griffiths et 
al. (2015) 

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 45 

Kunin-
Batson et al. 
(2016) 

2 2 2 1 1 2 1 0 2 0 65 

Lai et al. 
(2015) 

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 1 1 80 
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(%) 

 

 Q
ue

st
io

n/
 O

bj
ec

tiv
e 

su
ffi

ci
en

tly
 d

es
cr

ib
ed

 

St
ud

y 
de

si
gn

 e
vi

de
nt

 
an

d 
ap

pr
op

ria
te

 

C
on

te
xt

 fo
r t

he
 s

tu
dy

 
cl

ea
r 

C
on

ne
ct

io
n 

to
 a

 
th

eo
re

tic
al

 fr
am

ew
or

k/
 

w
id

er
 b

od
y 

of
 

kn
ow

le
dg

e  
Sa

m
pl

in
g 

st
ra

te
gy

 
de

sc
rib

ed
, r

el
ev

an
t a

nd
 

ju
st

ifi
ed

 

D
at

a 
co

lle
ct

io
n 

m
et

ho
ds

 
cl

ea
rly

 d
es

cr
ib

ed
 a

nd
 

sy
st

em
at

ic
 

D
at

a 
an

al
ys

is
 m

et
ho

ds
 

cl
ea

rly
 d

es
cr

ib
ed

 a
nd

 
sy

st
em

at
ic

 

U
se

 o
f v

er
ifi

ca
tio

n 
pr

oc
ed

ur
es

 to
 e

st
ab

lis
h 

cr
ed

ib
ilit

y 
 

C
on

cl
us

io
ns

 s
up

po
rte

d 
by

 th
e 

re
su

lts
 

R
ef

le
xi

vi
ty

 o
f t

he
 

ac
co

un
t 

 

MacPherson 
et al. (2014) 

2 2 2 1 2 2 1 0 2 0 70 

Maurice-
Stam (2014) 

2 2 2 1 1 2 1 0 2 0 65 

Stinson et 
al. (2013) 

2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 2 0 80 

Stinson et 
al. (2015a) 

2 2 2 2 0 2 2 1 2 0 75 

Suzuki & 
Beale 
(2006) 

2 1 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 50 

Winterling et 
al. (2016) 

2 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 1 1 60 

Phelps et al. 
(2016) 

2 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 2 1 55 

Note. Criteria were scored either 2,1 or 0 (2=yes, 1=partial, 0=no) or if the criteria was not applicable to the paper it was scored 
N/A. To make them comparative, overall scores are presented as a %. 


