COREQ Checklist
Title of Manuscript: HIV DISCLOSURE AND STIGMA AMONG COUPLES IN MUSLIM COMMUNITIES IN INDONESIA: A QUALITATIVE STUDY

The Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research (COREQ) checklist includes 32 items across three domains. 
Domain 1: Research Team and Reflexivity
	No.
	Description
	Guide/Question
	Location in Manuscript
	Note

	1
	Interviewer/facilitator
	Which author/s conducted the interview or focus group?
	Methods – Reflexity
	The principal researcher is a married Muslim woman of Buginese ethnicity, trained in public health and HIV prevention….

	2
	Credentials of researcher
	What were the researcher’s credentials? E.g. PhD, MD
	Methods – Reflexivity
	PhD

	3
	Occupation of researcher
	What was their occupation at the time of the study?
	Methods – Reflexivity
	PhD Student

	4
	Gender of researcher
	Was the researcher male or female?
	Methods – Reflexivity
	Female

	5
	Experience and training
	What experience or training did the researcher have?
	Methods – Reflexivity
	Training in qualitative data collection through programs by Indonesian National Narcotics Board (BNN) and the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC).

	6
	Relationship established prior to study
	Was a relationship established prior to study commencement?
	Methods – Reflexivity
	Yes. A prior relationship existed between the first author and some participants, especially peer support companions, through previous community-based HIV programs and collaboration within the support foundation. This helped build rapport and trust during the interviews.

	7
	Participant knowledge of the interviewer
	What did the participants know about the researcher? e.g. personal goals, reasons for doing the research
	Methods – Data Collection
	Participants were informed that the researcher was a doctoral student conducting a study on HIV disclosure experiences among Muslim serodiscordant couples.

	8
	Interviewer characteristics (bias, assumptions)
	What characteristics were reported about the inter viewer/facilitator? e.g. Bias, assumptions, reasons and interests in the research topic
	Methods – Reflexivity
	The principal researcher is a married Muslim woman of Buginese ethnicity, trained in public health and HIV prevention. Her prior experience working with people living with HIV (PLWH) in South Sulawesi informed her interest in the topic and enhanced her cultural sensitivity during data collection. To minimize personal bias, she maintained an audit trail, engaged in regular reflective discussions with the research team, and consulted academic peers throughout the research process.





Domain 2: Study Design
	No.
	Description
	Reported?
	Location in Manuscript
	Notes

	9
	Methodological orientation and theory
	What methodological orientation was stated to underpin the study? e.g. grounded theory, discourse analysis, ethnography, phenomenology, content analysis
	Methods – Study Design
	Phenomenological design

	10
	Sampling method
	How were participants selected? e.g. purposive, convenience, consecutive, snowball
	Methods – Participants
	Purposive sampling

	11
	Method of approach
	How were participants approached? e.g. face-to-face, telephone, mail, email
	Methods – Data Collection
	Face-to-face

	12
	Sample size
	How many participants were in the study?
	Methods – Participants & Tables 1
	Participants included 14 serodiscordant individuals, 14 seroconcordant individuals, and 7 institutional stakeholders

	13
	Non-participation
	How many people refused to participate or dropped out? Reasons?
	Methods – Participants 
	Two eligible individuals did not take part in the IDI—one declined to participate, and another was unable to attend due to health reasons.

	14
	Setting of data collection
	Where was the data collected? e.g. home, clinic, workplace
	Methods – Data Collection
	cafés, health centers, homes

	15
	Presence of non-participants
	Was anyone else present besides the participants and researchers?
	Methods – Data Collection
	No one else was present during the interviews besides the researcher and the participant. All interviews were conducted in a private setting to ensure confidentiality and comfort.

	16
	Description of sample
	What are the important characteristics of the sample? e.g. demographic data, date
	Results – Participant Characteristics
	Tabel 1






Domain 3: Analysis and Findings
	No.
	Description
	Reported?
	Location in Manuscript
	Notes

	17
	Interview guide provided
	Were questions, prompts, guides provided by the authors? Was it pilot tested?
	Methods – Data Collection
	Semi-structured interview and FGD guides were developed from the literature, reviewed by researchers experienced in HIV and qualitative research, and used flexibly to explore emerging issues.

	18
	Repeat interviews
	Were repeat inter views carried out? If yes, how many?
	Methods – Data Collection
	Three follow-up interviews were conducted with participants from the initial sample to clarify and deepen understanding of issues that could not be fully explored during the first interview

	19
	Audio/visual recording
	Did the research use audio or visual recording to collect the data?
	Methods – Data Collection
	Audio-recorded with consent, and held in private, informal locations

	20
	Field notes
	Were field notes made during and/or after the interview or focus group?
	Methods – Data Collection
	Field notes were recorded during and after each session to capture nonverbal cues, setting context, and researcher reflections

	21
	Duration of interviews
	What was the duration of the inter views or focus group?
	Methods – Data Collection
	lasting approximately 45–60 minutes

	22
	Data saturation discussed
	Was data saturation discussed?
	Methods – Data Collection and data analysis
	Sampling continued until thematic sufficiency was reached, indicated by the recurrence of key patterns related to stigma, disclosure, condom use, and relational negotiation.

	23
	Transcripts returned to participants
	Were transcripts returned to participants for comment and/or
	Methods- Data Analysis
	Although transcripts were not returned to participants for member checking, the study-maintained credibility through peer debriefing, triangulation, and team-based reflexive discussions.

	24
	Number of data coders
	How many data coders coded the data?
	Methods – Data Analysis
	Two researchers (ESR and SB) independently coded the transcripts and discussed coding decisions collaboratively.


	25
	Description of coding tree
	Did authors provide a description of the coding tree?
	Results – Thematic Findings 
	Codes were iteratively grouped into categories and subsequently developed into themes through collaborative team discussion and interpretation.

	26
	Derivation of themes
	Were themes identified in advance or derived from the data?
	Methods – Data Analysis
	The analysis combined structured coding based on key domains of inquiry with inductive development of themes from participants’ accounts.

	27
	Software used
	What software, if applicable, was used to manage the data?
	Methods – Manual coding with Excel
	Microsot Excel

	28
	Participant checking
	Did participants provide feedback on the findings?
	Methods- Data Analysis
	Although transcripts were not returned to participants for member checking, the study-maintained credibility through peer debriefing, triangulation, and team-based reflexive discussions.

	29
	Quotations presented
	Were participant quotations presented to illustrate the themes/findings? Was each quotation identified? e.g. participant number
	Results – Sub-themes
	Quotations were identified using participant pseudonyms and participant characteristics to protect confidentiality.

	30
	Data and findings consistent
	Was there consistency between the data presented and the findings?
	Throughout Results & Discussion
	Yes, there was consistency between the data and the findings. Themes were grounded in the data and supported by direct participant quotations, ensuring transparency and credibility of the interpretation

	31
	Clarity of major themes
	Were major themes clearly presented in the findings?
	Results – Thematic Findings
	Yes, the major themes were clearly presented in the findings section. Each theme was introduced with a descriptive heading, supported by narrative explanation and illustrative participant quotations

	32
	Clarity of minor themes
	Is there a description of diverse cases or discussion of minor themes?
	Results – Sub-subthemes
	Yes, the findings include a discussion of both major and minor themes, including contrasting perspectives and culturally unique practices. Diverse cases were described to reflect variations in disclosure experiences, coping mechanisms, and religious interpretations among participants




