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	1: Aim
	Report the aim of PPI in the study. 
This study aimed to actively engage young adult cancer survivors, professionals, and researchers in collaboratively designing a tailored rehabilitation program specifically tailored to the needs of young adult cancer survivors. Given that young adult cancer survivors will participate and potentially benefit from the programme, and healthcare professionals will be responsible for its implementation in clinical settings, it is crucial to engage them in the development process. 
	7

	2: Methods
	Provide a clear description of the methods used for PPI in the study.
The co-production process followed the three-stage framework for co-production and prototyping of public health interventions by Hawkins et al. This included 1) evidence review and stakeholder consultation, 2) co-producing the programme’s name, content, delivery methods and outcomes, and 3) describing the programme. Several methods were applied in the different phases e.g. a scoping review in stage 1 and the World Café method in stage 2. 
	7-12

	3: Study results
	Outcomes—Report the results of PPI in the study, including both positive and negative outcomes.
The outcome of this study yielded the development of a comprehensive programme. These details are thoroughly outlined in the paper. Additionally, the study elucidates the positive and negative aspects of engaging in a co-production process from the perspectives of young adult cancer survivors and professionals.
	13-22

	4: Discussion and conclusions
	Outcomes—Comment on the extent to which PPI influenced the study overall. Describe positive and negative effects.
The PPI in this study significantly influenced the result of this study as the programme was developed together with young adult cancer survivors and professionals who had the role as decision makers together with the researchers. 

The positive and negative effects of the co-production process from the perspectives of young adult cancer survivors and professionals is describe in a separate section has these perspectives are useful in future co-production process. 
	

13-24



21-22

	5: Reflections/critical perspective
	Comment critically on the study, reflecting on the things that went well and those that did not, so others can learn from this experience. 
If we were to conduct the study again, we would aim to recruit a larger pool of young adult cancer survivors for the team, ensuring a substantial presence despite the possibility of some cancellations. Expanding the number of young adults in the team would necessitate allocating additional time to recruitment efforts.

Moreover, in future co-production process’, it will be essential to apprise young adult cancer survivors or other participating patients in such processes about potential adverse effects. These may include the possibility of revisiting periods of illness and encountering knowledge that they might have preferred to gain during their illness rather than afterwards, which can pose significant frustrations and challenges.
	




