Supplementary file 1. Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research (COREQ) checklist. Adapted from Tong et al. (2007).
	Domain 1: Research team and reflexivity
	Description

	Personal Characteristics
	

	1. Interviewer/facilitator 
Which author/s conducted the interview or focus group?
	SP and SD conducted all the interviews.


	2. Credentials  
What were the researcher’s credentials? 
	SP was an PhD. SD was a PhD. 

	3. Occupation  
What was their occupation at the time of the study? 
	SP, Assistant Professor at Bahçeşehir University, 
SD, Associate Professor at İzmir Democracy University

	4. Gender 
Was the researcher male or female
	SP and SD are female.

	5. Experience and training  
What experience or training did the researcher have?
	SP and SD had experience of qualitative research from previous work. They had a PhD in psychiatric nursing and health services research.

	Relationship with participants
	

	6. Relationship established 
Was a relationship established prior to study commencement?
	SP had previously worked as a nurse in the hospital where this study took place for thirteen years, but had not worked there for the last five years. She therefore had a previous relationship with some of the nurses interviewed. SD had no previous relationship with any of the respondents.

	7. Participant knowledge of the interviewer 
What did the participants know about the researcher? e.g. personal goals, reasons for doing the research 
	SP and SD informed the participants about this study. They informed the participants that the aim of the study was to explore the views and experiences of psychiatric nurses regarding recovery in psychiatric illnesses. Furthermore, after reading the participant information form (including secondary aims, ethical and legal aspects, and the nature and significance of the study), the participants were able to ask questions about the study, and the researchers answered these questions.

	8. Interviewer characteristics 
What characteristics were reported about the interviewer/facilitator? e.g. Bias, assumptions, reasons and interests in the research topic

	The fact that the researchers were psychiatric nurses helped them to understand the expressions and feelings of the people who took part in the study.

	Domain 2: study design
	

	Theoretical framework
	

	9. Methodological orientation and Theory
What methodological orientation was stated to underpin the study? 
e.g. grounded theory, discourse analysis, ethnography, phenomenology, content analysis
	This study is a qualitative research study with an interpretive design as it aims to explore the meaning produced by a group of individuals consisting of nurses working in a hospital psychiatric unit in the recovery of individuals with psychiatric illness and the interpretations associated with this experience.


	Participant selection
	

	10. Sampling 
How were participants selected? 
e.g. purposive, convenience, consecutive, snowball
	The participant selection procedure was based on snowball sampling according to the selection criteria specified in the study.

	11. Method of approach 
How were participants approached? 
e.g. face-to-face, telephone, mail, email
	The researchers interviewed all participants in the study face-to-face with the help of the hospital's head nurse.

	12. Sample size 
How many participants were in the study
	Fifteen nurses participated in the study

	13. Non-participation 
How many people refused to participate or dropped out? Reasons?


	None of the participants who were asked to participate refused to be part of the study or withdrew from it at any time.

	Setting
	

	14. Setting of data collection  
Where was the data collected? e.g. home, clinic, workplace
	The interviews took place in the meeting room of the psychiatric clinic, a quiet and comfortable place free from distractions.

	15. Presence of non-participants  
Was anyone else present besides the participants and researchers? 
	Only the participant and  two researchers were present throughout the interviews.

	16. Description of sample  
What are the important characteristics of the sample? e.g. demographic data, date 

	All participants´ characteristics are described in Table 2.

	Data collection 
	

	17. Interview guide 
Were questions, prompts, guides provided by the authors? Was it pilot tested? 
	Given the semi-structured nature and content of the interviews, the questions asked in the interview text served as a framework. However, the interview was not limited to these questions. It was organised according to the individuality of each participant during the interview.

	18. Repeat interviews  
Were repeat interviews carried out?
If yes, how many 
	Repeated interviews with the participants were not conducted.

	19. Audio/visual recording  
Did the research use audio or visual recording to collect the data?



	All interviews were audio-recorded with the participant's verbal and written consent. The recordings were stored on the computer of researchers the principal researcher responsible for data analysis. Only the research team had access to these data.

	20. Field notes  
Were field notes made during and/or after the interview or focus group? 
	The audio recording was complemented by a reflective diary that included observations and impressions not captured in the audio recording, such as the participant's non-verbal communication. 

	21. Duration 
What was the duration of the interviews or focus group? 
	The duration of the semi-structured interviews was approximately 30-50  minutes on average.

	22. Data saturation  
Was data saturation discussed?
	Data saturation was discussed with the research team.

	23. Transcripts returned 
Were transcripts returned to participants for comment and/or correction?




	Not returned

	Domain 3: analysis and findings
	

	Data analysis
	

	24. Number of data coders  
How many data coders coded the data? 
	The qualitative data were analyzed using the MAXQDA qualitative data analysis program, and the transcriptions were analysed. During the analysis process, the transcriptions were transferred into the MAXQDA program and codes were created.

	25. Description of the coding tree  
Did authors provide a description of the coding tree?
	No coding tree was utilised. 

	26. Derivation of themes  
Were themes identified in advance or derived from the data
	The themes were derived from the data and were discussed and agreed on by all the authors.

	27. Software 
What software, if applicable, was used to manage the data?
	MAXQDA program was the software tool for managing the data. 


	
28. Participant checking  
Did participants provide feedback on the findings? 

	Participants did not provide feedback on the findings. However, three participants requested that a written version of the study be shared with them after publication.

	Reporting
	

	29. Quotations presented 
Were participant quotations presented to illustrate the themes/findings? 
Was each quotation identified? e.g. participant number
	The results section is illustrated with quotes from the participants. The participants' letter codes and ages are given in the brackets. The participants' letter codes are shown in Table 1.

	30. Data and findings consistent  
Was there consistency between the data presented and the findings?
	According to our assumption, the data presented in the study and the results that emerge from them are consistent.

	31. Clarity of major themes  
Were major themes clearly presented in the findings?
	The main themes are present in the results section of our article. Each theme is assigned a different heading.

	32. Clarity of minor themes
Is there a description of diverse cases or discussion of minor themes?
	The minor subthemes are described, along with the main themes and specific quotes for each one.




