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	No.  Item 

	Guide questions/description

	Domain 1: Research team and reﬂexivity 
	

	Personal Characteristics 
	

	1. Inter viewer/facilitator
	One research associate conducted interviews. She was trained by MF
 and received ongoing feedback based on review of transcripts.
Methods.

	2. Credentials
	Research associate (interviewer) - SMM– PhD student
Two additional team members participated in the analysis phase:
SB– PhD
HS– PhD
Research associate ZP– PhD

	3. Occupation
	SMM- PhD candidate for By Research Clinical Psychology, Clinical psychologist
MF- psychologist, health services researcher
SB- Obstetrics and Gynecology Specialist
FK-University professor, health services researcher
AM- University professor, health services researcher
HS- Statistics, health services researcher
ZP- Obstetrics and Gynecology Specialist, Perinatologist


	4. Gender
	18 member of the study team identifies as Female and 2 as male.

	5. Experience and training
	SMM- was trained as a clinical psychologist with training in health psychology and with training in qualitative methods.
FM was Associate Professor of Psychology and expertise to more than a dozen projects at articles on the psychological problems of pregnant women.
The research assistants were trained and supervised by MF.

	Relationship with participants 
	

	6. Relationship established
	The interviewer had no prior relationship with the subjects. While FM and SMM have treated similar patients, they had no prior relationship with the patients who participated and were not providing services in these clinics at the time of the study.

	7. Participant knowledge of the interviewer 
	As part of providing informed consent, participants received an information sheet that described the goals for the study. In brief, this stated that the purpose of the study was to investigate the concerns of pregnant women with threatened abortion.
 Methods.

	8. Interviewer characteristics
	The interviewer was a trained research assistant who has conducted several studies with the author in the field of mental health of pregnant women.



	Domain 2: study design 
	

	Theoretical framework 
	

	9. Methodological orientation and Theory 
	Framework Method (content analysis)
Data analysis.


	Participant selection 
	

	10. Sampling
	The convenience purposeful sampling method was used herein and researcher conducted clinical interviews with individuals who consented to participate.
Data collection.

	11. Method of approach
	The researcher conducted clinical interviews with individuals who consented to participate, and the codes were saturated for up to 20 participants. Furthermore, the entire interview session was recorded so that the relevant themes could be reviewed by the research team. The in-depth interviews began with semi-structured questions. The interviews lasted for an average of 35 to 50 minutes and were recorded after obtaining the written consent from the participants. Data collection was performed until data saturation.
Data collection.

	12. Sample size
	 20 participants
Data collection.

	13. Non-participation
	15 of whom refused to enter the study. Their reasons for not entering the study were: not having time for a one-hour conversation with a psychologist, not being satisfied with recording the interview, and feeling anxious talking about their concerns.
Data collection.

	Setting
	

	14. Setting of data collection
	The interviews were conducted face-to-face in a private room in a dedicated space at a level three educational and therapeutic hospital (Rohuni) and a private clinic.
Methods.

	15. Presence of non-participants
	No 

	16. Description of sample
	Table 1 presents the demographic characteristics of the population study.


	Data collection 
	

	17. Interview guide
	Prior to data collection, the interview guide was reviewed by all study team members and piloted with the first 5 interviews were independently coded by seven authors, after which the interpretations were compared.

	18. Repeat interviews
	No 

	19. Audio/visual recording
	All interviews were audio recorded and transcribed verbatim so that the relevant themes could be reviewed by the research team.

	20. Field notes
	The interviewer took notes during and after the interview. Interview notes were scanned and stored on a shared server, so team members could access, as needed.

	21. Duration
	The interviews lasted for an average of 35 to 50 minutes. Data collection. 

	22. Data saturation
	The first 5 interviews were independently coded by seven authors, after which the interpretations were compared. If the interpretations differ, they are discussed until reaching a consensus. At the end of the study, membership verification and peer verification methods were used.

	23. Transcripts returned
	A printed copy is returned to the participants to match the accuracy of the data with their experience. 

	Domain 3: analysis and ﬁndings 
	

	Data analysis 
	


	24. Number of data coders
	seven authors.

	25. Description of the coding tree
	N/A

	26. Derivation of themes
	Themes were both hypothesized in advanced and derived from the data or conceptualized based on the data.
Results.

	27. Software
	MAXQDA software (version 18)

	28. Participant checking
	No

	Reporting 
	


	29. Quotations presented
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Yes. Each quotation is identified with an individual code. Result.

	30. Data and ﬁndings consistent
	Yes
Results.

	31. Clarity of major themes
	Yes
Results.

	32. Clarity of minor themes
	Yes
Results.











