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	No.
	Item
	Reported
	Section in Manuscript

	DOMAIN 1: RESEARCH TEAM AND REFLEXIVITY — PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

	1
	Interviewer/facilitator
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality

	2
	Credentials
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality

	3
	Occupation
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality

	4
	Gender
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality (principal investigator identified as female physician-educator)

	5
	Experience and training
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality

	DOMAIN 1: RESEARCH TEAM AND REFLEXIVITY — RELATIONSHIP WITH PARTICIPANTS

	6
	Relationship established
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality (insider position documented)

	7
	Participant knowledge of the interviewer
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality (pre-existing professional relationships disclosed)

	8
	Interviewer characteristics
	Yes
	Methods — Researchers' reflexivity and positionality

	DOMAIN 2: STUDY DESIGN — THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

	9
	Methodological orientation and theory
	Yes
	Methods — Study design and epistemological framework (PAR + Braun and Clarke's reflexive thematic analysis)

	DOMAIN 2: STUDY DESIGN — PARTICIPANT SELECTION

	10
	Sampling
	Yes
	Methods — Participants (purposive multi-stakeholder sampling)

	11
	Method of approach
	Yes
	Methods — Participants (direct approach through institutional channels)

	12
	Sample size
	Yes
	Methods — Participants (n = 41 across six stakeholder groups)

	13
	Non-participation
	Yes
	Methods — Participants (no refusals or withdrawals recorded)

	DOMAIN 2: STUDY DESIGN — SETTING

	14
	Setting of data collection
	Yes
	Methods — Context and setting (high-complexity academic teaching hospital, Colombia)

	15
	Presence of non-participants
	Yes
	Methods — Data sources and collection (focus groups and workshops; no non-consenting individuals present)

	16
	Description of sample
	Yes
	Methods — Participants (13 residents, 13 faculty/supervisors, 3 nurses, 1 social worker, 3 academic leaders, 3 education faculty, 5 former patients)

	DOMAIN 2: STUDY DESIGN — DATA COLLECTION

	17
	Interview guide
	Yes
	Methods — Data sources and collection (semi-structured interview guide developed and documented)

	18
	Repeat interviews
	N/A
	Single interview session per participant (Methods — Data sources and collection)

	19
	Audio/visual recording
	Yes
	Methods — Data sources and collection (all interviews and focus groups audio-recorded with prior consent)

	20
	Field notes
	Yes
	Methods — Data sources and collection (systematic field diary maintained throughout)

	21
	Duration
	Yes
	Methods — Data sources and collection (individual interviews ~40 min; focus groups ~60 min)

	22
	Data saturation
	Yes
	Methods — Data analysis (interpretive sufficiency reached across all participant groups)

	23
	Transcripts returned
	Yes
	Methods — Data analysis (member checking conducted on multiple occasions with resident and faculty participants)

	DOMAIN 3: ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS — DATA ANALYSIS

	24
	Number of data coders
	Yes
	Methods — Data analysis (two researchers: CJ-V and CMP-H, through recursive cycles of interpretive discussion)

	25
	Description of the coding tree
	Yes
	Results — Table 1 (thematic map with five themes, subthemes, and overarching theme)

	26
	Derivation of themes
	Yes
	Methods — Data analysis (inductive coding with deductive sensitivity to epistemological stance)

	27
	Software
	Yes
	Methods — Data analysis (ATLAS.ti 2025)

	28
	Participant checking
	Yes
	Methods — Data analysis (member checking on multiple occasions with residents and faculty)

	DOMAIN 3: ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS — REPORTING

	29
	Quotations presented
	Yes
	Results — All five themes include verbatim participant quotations with participant role and training year

	30
	Data and findings consistent
	Yes
	Results and Discussion (themes grounded in participant accounts; interpretive claims linked to data)

	31
	Clarity of major themes
	Yes
	Results — Five interrelated themes + overarching integrative theme (Table 1, Figure 1)

	32
	Clarity of minor themes
	Yes
	Results — Subthemes described and illustrated within each theme


Notes on specific items:
Item 4 (Gender): The principal investigator is a female physician-educator. Gender of all team members is identifiable from institutional affiliations and names.
Item 15 (Presence of non-participants): Focus groups and participatory workshops were conducted in closed institutional settings with consenting participants only. No non-consenting individuals were present during data collection.
Item 18 (Repeat interviews): Each participant contributed a single interview or focus group session. Repeat interviews were not part of the study design.
Item 22 (Data saturation): The study used the epistemologically appropriate concept of interpretive sufficiency rather than saturation, consistent with the participatory action research design and Braun and Clarke’s reflexive thematic analysis.
