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Materials and Methods
For our cross-country study of societal transformations towards sustainability, we conducted sense-making analysis of four types of data: research literature, policy documents, international media texts, and focus group interviews. Our sense-making analyses are inspired by dialogical communication theory (e.g. Bakhtin 1986; Linell 1998, 2009; Marková et al. 2007), which means that sense-making is formed through processes of dialogues between actors, arguments and ideas forging our perceptions, interpretations and viewpoints towards particular phenomena, our existence and the world. To this end, we analyse linguistic resources that are used to make sense of and communicate  often multifaceted, unacquainted and/or disputed concepts and phenomena. We pay particular attention to analogies (Marková et al. 2007), metaphors (Lakoff and Johnson 1980), framing (Entman 1993; Goffman 1974) and narratives (Harré et al. 1999). 
We selected the analyzed peer-reviewed scholarly literature through searching the Scopus database using the search string TITLE-ABS-KEY ((societ* W/15 transform*) AND NOT (©PRE/10 societ*)) on the titles, abstracts and key words of articles, reviews, book chapters and books. We searched publications in English up to 2016, wich gave in total 6,549 sources. They were analysed through 1) charting their occurrences over time; 2) sorting the publications according to subject areas and geographical locus through the Scopus’ analysis functions; 3) identifying the papers’ most frequently used terms over three distinct periods (1970-1999; 2000-2009; 2010-2016) through the VOSviewer visualization software. 
To analyse variations in policy positions between countries, we analysed all Intended and Decided Nationally Determined Contributions (NDCs) to the Paris Agreement as well as Voluntary National Reviews (VNRs) of the UN Sustainable Development Goals. We included all NDCs and VNRs that were submitted to the respective UN bodies by 2018. The 162 NDCs represent 190 parties. Where the NDCs mentioned transformations, we also included the documents to which they referred. 65 VNRs were submitted in 2016-2017. We used the NVivo software to code and sort the NDCs and the VNRs according to which goals, types of transformative actions and actors that were addressed. In addition, we analysed  background documents to which the NDCs refer when discussing transformation, as well as the UN 2030 Agenda and background reports (UN 2013) and the European Green Deal.
We used the Retriever database to identify international English-language media texts addressing various instances of sustainability transformations. We employed three diverse search strings: 1) We searched for (transformation* AND sustainab*) to attain an overview of how media covered transformation towards sustainability; 2) To identify social and society types of transformations toward sustainability specifically, in contrast to the wider varieties of transformations (e.g. personal) we searched for (‘soci* transformation*’ AND sustainab*); 3) lastly, to narrow down the search to identify texts for a deeper analysis of  societal transformations toward sustainability, we narrowed the search to (‘societal transformation*’AND sustainab*). 
[bookmark: _Hlk63174848]In collaboration with colleagues in five countries we performed focus group interviews with lay people in culturally, politically and economically diverse sites with different environmental and social challenges, where the transformation concept had been explicitly grappled with in official policy documents: Praia in Cabo Verde, Guangzhou in China, the city of Nadi and a village in the Yasawas in Fiji, the Östergötland region in Sweden, and Boulder, Colorado in the USA. In each of these sites four focus groups were recruited, amounting to a total of 20 groups with 136 participants. To facilitate for the participants to share their experiences, most of the focus groups were homogenous in at least one key aspect (e.g., place of residence or age), while we included differences between the groups to encourage a broad span of opinions to come across in the study. The details of this study are reported in Wibeck et al (2019). 
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