Supplementary File:2
 Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research (COREQ) 32-Item Checklist – Alignment with Manuscript
[bookmark: _Hlk213597550]This appendix presents how each of the 32 COREQ checklist items has been addressed in the manuscript ‘Challenges of Community Health Nursing Practice in the Primary Health Care Network of Iran: A Qualitative Study’ The table below demonstrates compliance with each criterion in detail to ensure transparency and rigor in qualitative reporting.
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question / Description
	How Addressed in the Manuscript
	Page, lines

	1
	Interviewer/facilitator
	Which author(s) conducted the interview?
	Interviews conducted by I.SH and A.H under supervision of J.F.
	7, lines 156-159

	2
	Credentials
	What were the researcher’s credentials?
	All researchers hold PhD or MSc in Nursing or Community Health Nursing.
	1, lines 5-11

	3
	Occupation
	What was their occupation at the time of the study?
	Faculty members and doctoral candidates in nursing schools.
	1, lines 5-11

	4
	Gender
	Was the researcher male or female?
	Both male and female researchers participated.
	1, lines 5-11

	5
	Experience and training
	What experience or training did the researcher have?
	Researchers were trained and experienced in qualitative research and CHN.
	7, lines 152-154

	6
	Relationship established
	Was a relationship established prior to study commencement?
	Initial contact via institutional introduction and consent process.
	7, lines 152-154

	7
	Participant knowledge of the interviewer
	What did the participants know about the researcher?
	Participants informed about study aims, research team, and confidentiality.
	7, lines 152-154

	8
	Interviewer characteristics
	What characteristics were reported about the interviewer?
	Researchers maintained neutrality and reflexivity to minimize bias.
	8, lines 179-182

	9
	Methodological orientation and theory
	What methodological orientation underpinned the study?
	Descriptive qualitative approach with Graneheim & Lundman’s content analysis.
	7, lines 163-164

	10
	Sampling
	How were participants selected?
	Purposive sampling ensuring maximum variation in roles and experience.
	6, lines 132-137

	11
	Method of approach
	How were participants approached?
	Via institutional invitations, email, and follow-up phone calls.
	7, lines 154-155

	12
	Sample size
	How many participants were in the study?
	15 participants.
	8, line 194

	13
	Non-participation
	How many refused or dropped out?
	All invited participants completed interviews.
	6, lines 132-137

	14
	Setting of data collection
	Where was data collected?
	At health centers, universities, and online (Skype/WhatsApp).
	7, lines 151-153

	15
	Presence of non-participants
	Was anyone else present?
	No, only interviewer and participant were present.
	8, lines 179-183

	16
	Description of sample
	What are the key characteristics of participants?
	Demographic and professional characteristics shown in Table 2.
	9, line 200

	17
	Interview guide
	Were questions or prompts provided?
	Semi-structured interview guide included as supplementary file.
	6, line 144 (Supplementary File 1)

	18
	Repeat interviews
	Were repeat interviews conducted?
	No, saturation achieved without repeats.
	7, lines 159-160

	19
	Audio/visual recording
	Did the research use audio or visual recording?
	All interviews digitally recorded with consent.
	7, lines 154-155

	20
	Field notes
	Were field notes made?
	Yes, contextual field notes taken to support interpretation.
	7, lines 155-156

	21
	Duration
	What was interview duration?
	Interviews lasted 40–120 minutes.
	7, lines 151

	22
	Data saturation
	Was data saturation discussed?
	Yes, theoretical saturation explicitly mentioned.
	7, lines 159-161

	23
	Transcripts returned
	Were transcripts returned for comment?
	No full return; member checking performed during interviews.
	8, lines 179-183

	24
	Number of data coders
	How many data coders coded the data?
	Two independent coders analyzed data collaboratively.
	8, lines 185-186

	25
	Description of coding tree
	Did authors provide a description of the coding tree?
	Categories and subcategories summarized in Table 3.
	9, line 210

	26
	Derivation of themes
	Were themes identified in advance or derived from data?
	Themes inductively derived from interview data.
	7, lines 167-168

	27
	Software
	What software was used to manage the data?
	MAXQDA version 2018.
	7, line 171

	28
	Participant checking
	Did participants provide feedback on findings?
	Interpretations discussed with participants during data collection.
	8, lines 189-190

	29
	Quotations presented
	Were participant quotations used to illustrate themes?
	Yes, representative quotes included with participant numbers.
	10 and 17, Table 3, Supplementary File 3

	30
	Data and findings consistent
	Was there consistency between data and findings?
	Yes, results aligned with supporting quotes and analysis logic.
	10 and 17, (Table 3, Supplementary File 3)

	31
	Clarity of major themes
	Were major themes clearly presented?
	Three categories and one overarching main theme reported clearly.
	9, lines 204-207

	32
	Clarity of minor themes
	Were minor themes or variations described?
	21 subcategories reported in Table 3 with narrative explanation.
	9, lines 204-207



