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	I really enjoyed your discussion about your search strategy. As you aptly note, identifying appropriate evidence helps in mapping gaps in practice and literature to support an intervention. Consistent with Tawfik et al. (2019), selecting multiple databases from which to search evidence broadens the scope and reduces the risk of missing relevant studies. The comprehensive description of the search strategy, including the keywords, inclusion and exclusion criteria, and limits apply provide a foundation for collecting focused evidence to support your intervention. In selecting the evidence, it is essential to understand the difference between empirical, non-empirical, and supportive evidence. Primarily, empirical literature encompasses original research that supports an intervention or service, with evidence meeting or exceeding stakeholders’ needs or expectations. Conversely, non-empirical literature can be conceptualized as research founded on empirical studies but not necessarily data-driven (Lamé et al., 2020; Snyder, 2019). Supporting literature provides background information relevant to the topic and could include expert opinions or best practice recommendations focused on your topic.
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Hello Tsahai
	I really enjoyed reading your concise yet comprehensive articulation of your search strategy. As supported by the literature, a comprehensive search strategy involving multiple databases increases the likelihood of acquiring a wide range of relevant studies (Heath et al., 2022;Tawfik et al., 2019). You could broaden the search further by searching from CINAHL, Cochrane, and PsycINFO, which can be accessed simultaneously through EBSCO Host. Regardless, I appreciate the comprehensive description of the search strategy, including the keywords, Boolean operators, and limits used. These components are critical in refining the search and ensuring the acquisition of the most relevant information related to a topic. With this understanding, selecting empirical, non-empirical, and supporting literature becomes easier. As noted by Snyder (2019), empirical literature should offer direct evidence to support the implementation of a service. Non-empirical evidence, for instance, from meta-analysis and systematic reviews, could also be used to support an intervention because it often provides a summary of data-driven empirical literature. Relevant supporting literature for tour project could include best practice recommendations and expert opinions about exam remediation.
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