Supplementary file 2. CASP Qualitative Studies Checklist

This CASP checklist was completed to appraise the methodological quality of the 15 qualitative studies included in the synthesis. Each criterion is assessed based on the information reported in the included studies.
	CASP Criterion
	Assessment based on included studies

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Clear statement of the aims of the research
	All included studies stated clear aims relevant to ethical-legal conflicts in healthcare.

	Is qualitative methodology appropriate?
	Yes, qualitative methodology was appropriate given the focus on experiences and perceptions.

	Was the research design appropriate to address the aims?
	Most studies used appropriate designs.

	Was the recruitment strategy appropriate?
	Generally appropriate; participants were relevant healthcare staff or patients. 

	Was the data collected in a way that addressed the research issue?
	Yes, mainly via interviews, focus groups, or observation. 

	Has the relationship between researcher and participants been adequately considered?
	Partially. Some studies reflected on reflexivity, while others provided limited detail.

	Have ethical issues been taken into consideration?
	Yes, most reported ethics approval and informed consent. 

	Was the data analysis sufficiently rigorous?
	Generally yes, with thematic/content analysis described. Some studies provided limited detail on coding or triangulation.

	Is there a clear statement of findings?
	Yes, all studies presented clear findings with supporting quotes. Variation in depth of analysis was noted.

	How valuable is the research?
	High; the studies provide important insights into legal-ethical conflicts in hospital settings.



