Appendix
Table 1. Semi-structured interview guide from the 2024 study on industrial product development for additive manufacturing (reproduced from [27] with permission of the authors).
	No.
	Question

	1
	In your experience and assessment, what are the decisive reasons for manufacturing a component additively instead of conventionally?

	2
	When and how is the decision made for/against the use of additive manufacturing technologies for the production of a part under development?

	3
	In your experience, are the specific AM machines selected according to the components to be manufactured or vice versa, and why is this the case?

	4
	Please describe how a typical design process for a component that is to be additively manufactured looks in your work.

	5
	Which steps precede (i.e. before the design process begins) or follow (after the design has been finalised and before the final product is manufactured) the actual design process?

	6
	What do you use additive manufacturing for in your work?

	7
	What are current challenges in the development of components for AM in your company?

	8
	To what extent do the additively manufactured components you work with represent new developments (i.e. new concept, design and detailing) or refinements of existing ones (i.e. adaptations or variants)?

	9
	To what extent do you make use of the possibilities to design the manufacturing process advantageously according to the component design? (e.g. by adapting process parameters or exposure strategies)

	10
	Please describe to what extent and at what stages in the design process individual geometric features up to prototypes of the component to be developed are additively manufactured to support the development process.




Table 3. Consolidated codes with coding frequencies  for the two coders  and . Cumulative proportions are continued from Table 2.
	Code
	Char.
	
	
	
	rel.
	cumulative

	Retrospective conversion of existing products into AM variants
	AOT
	9
	/
	9
	2%
	83%

	Use of time-to-market advantages
	AOT
	/
	9
	9
	2%
	85%

	Late commitment to AM or conventional manufacturing
	AOT
	/
	8
	8
	2%
	86%

	Use of in-house DfAM guidelines and processes
	AOT
	/
	7
	7
	1%
	88%

	AM as an option rather than a necessity
	AOT
	6
	/
	6
	1%
	89%

	Iterative component optimisation
	AOT
	/
	6
	6
	1%
	90%

	Loss of DfAM potential due to time pressure
	HEB
	1
	3
	4
	1%
	91%

	Use of more suitable processes for the product portfolio
	HEB
	/
	4
	4
	1%
	92%

	Lack of a specific methodology for AM component development
	HEB
	/
	4
	4
	1%
	92%

	Reduced exploitation of AM potential due to verification requirements
	HEB
	/
	4
	4
	1%
	93%

	Reduced exploitation of AM potential due to uncertainty
	HEB
	/
	4
	4
	1%
	94%

	Integration of AM into a conventional production environment
	AOT
	3
	/
	3
	1%
	95%

	Questioning the practicality of DfAM methods
	AOT
	3
	/
	3
	1%
	95%

	Dependence on external supplier know-how on the most suitable AM process
	HEB
	/
	3
	3
	1%
	96%

	Physical validation rather than analytical verification for proof of compliance
	AOT
	/
	3
	3
	1%
	96%

	Advances in the verification of AM processes and materials
	AOT
	/
	3
	3
	1%
	97%

	Product variety as a driver of AM adoption
	AOT
	2
	/
	2
	<1%
	97%

	Perceived labour intensity of pre- and post-processing
	HEB
	/
	2
	2
	<1%
	98%

	Cross-functional collaboration in DfAM
	AOT
	/
	2
	2
	<1%
	98%

	Reduced usable DfAM potential due to inconsistent component properties
	HEB
	/
	2
	2
	<1%
	99%

	Management-driven AM adoption without prior potential analysis
	HEB
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	99%

	Flat hierarchies enabling rapid incremental output
	AOT
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	99%

	Risk reduction for additively manufactured components
	AOT
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	99%

	Higher costs due to low machine utilisation
	HEB
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	99%

	Development of automation for identifying AM potential
	AOT
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	100%

	Recognition of AM potential only at the end of development
	HEB
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	100%

	Reduction of DfAM process time
	HEB
	/
	1
	1
	<1%
	100%




