Coding Example: From Open Code to Subtheme to Theme
1.Core theme: Factors promoting telerehabilitation use among family caregivers
2.Subtheme: Family collective decision‑making as a driver of telerehabilitation adoption
3.Initial open codes extracted from interview transcripts:
	Open code
	Raw quotation (participant)

	“Not my decision alone”
	“This was not my decision alone. After my father was discharged last year, rehabilitation became our top priority. … We had to discuss a feasible rehabilitation plan together as a family before finally deciding on telerehabilitation.” (P12)

	“Weighing pros and cons as a family”
	“After weighing the pros and cons, my family and I decided to choose telerehabilitation.” (P15)

	“Other family member eventually agreed with my choice”
	“Initially, my mother was reluctant … However, since it was straightforward for me, she eventually agreed with my choice.” (P8)

	“Decision rested with me as the breadwinner”
	“After my father fell ill, I became the sole breadwinner. My choice of rehabilitation method determined his future recovery path, so the decision rested with me.” (P4)

	“Daughter‑in‑law did the calculations”
	“My daughter‑in‑law was more pragmatic. She did the calculations: ‘If I take two hours off work daily … Buying a decent tablet … might cost about the same upfront, but long‑term, it saves time and hassle.’” (P5)


4.Coding process (open → focused → subtheme → theme):
1) Open coding – The first author read all transcripts line by line and assigned descriptive codes to segments where participants talked about how family members influenced the choice of telerehabilitation. Examples: family negotiation, intergenerational agreement, financial calculation by family, decision hierarchy.

2) Focused coding – The two coders grouped similar open codes together. For instance, family negotiation, discussing together, other family member agrees were merged into a focused code “family co‑decision process”. Codes related to financial calculation, time‑cost trade‑off, weighing pros and cons were merged into “family resource allocation”.

3) Subtheme development – Through team discussion, the focused codes were abstracted into a candidate subtheme: “Family collective decision‑making as a driver of telerehabilitation adoption”. This subtheme captured the essence that in Chinese families, technology acceptance is not an individual but a collective, negotiation‑based process.

4) Theme integration – This subtheme with “urban–rural differences” and “integration of filial piety culture”, was grouped under the overarching core theme: “Factors promoting telerehabilitation use among family caregivers”.

5.Example of coding consistency check:
    Both coders independently coded the first five transcripts. Initial intercoder agreement was 86%. Discrepancies (e.g., whether “daughter‑in‑law did the calculations” should be coded as family negotiation or financial barrier) were resolved through discussion with the third author. The final coding structure achieved full consensus, and all subsequent transcripts were coded using the agreed codebook.

    This example demonstrates the transparent, auditable process from raw quotation → open code → focused code → subtheme → core theme, as recommended by Braun & Clarke (2006) and required by qualitative reporting standards (COREQ).
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