COREQ CHECKLIST
Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research (COREQ) Checklist
Study Title: Development of a structured teaching programme module on prevention and management of diarrheal diseases in under-five children for grassroot-level workers at selected PHCs in Yadadri Bhuvanagiri District, Telangana – A mixed method study
Authors: Deepanshi Choudhary, Azhar S. M., A. Serma Subathra, Govindrao N. K.
Domain 1: Research Team and Reflexivity
Personal Characteristics
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	1
	Interviewer/facilitator
	Which author(s) conducted the interview or focus group?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Deepanshi Choudhary (DC) conducted all FGDs and IDIs. Ms. Rani, Tutor, College of Nursing, AIIMS Bibinagar, assisted during the interview process with grassroots-level workers.

	2
	Credentials
	What were the researcher's credentials?
	Title Page, Authors' Information
	Deepanshi Choudhary, M.Sc. Nursing (Final Year), Community Health Nursing, College of Nursing, AIIMS Bibinagar.

	3
	Occupation
	What was their occupation at the time of the study?
	Title Page, Authors' Information
	 M.Sc. Nursing student and Principal Investigator.

	4
	Gender
	Was the researcher male or female?
	Title Page, Authors' Information
	Female.

	5
	Experience and training
	What experience or training did the researcher have?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	DC received training in qualitative research methods, including conducting FGDs and IDIs, as part of M.Sc. Nursing curriculum. She was supervised by ASM (Guide) and ASS, GNK (Co-Guides) with expertise in qualitative and mixed-methods research.


Relationship with Participants
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	6
	Relationship established
	Was a relationship established prior to study commencement?
	Methods, Participants and Eligibility
	No prior relationship existed between the researcher and participants. Participants were recruited from selected PHCs after obtaining administrative approval.

	7
	Participant knowledge of the interviewer
	What did the participants know about the researcher?
	Methods, Ethical Considerations; Participant Information Sheet
	Participants were informed that the researcher was an M.Sc. Nursing student conducting a study on diarrhea prevention and management. They were provided with a Participant Information Sheet explaining the purpose, procedures, and voluntary nature of participation.

	8
	Interviewer characteristics
	What characteristics were reported about the interviewer/facilitator?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase; Authors' Information
	DC is a female M.Sc. Nursing student with a background in Community Health Nursing. No personal characteristics that could influence the study were reported.


Domain 2: Study Design
Theoretical Framework
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	9
	Methodological orientation and Theory
	What methodological orientation was stated to underpin the study?
	Methods, Research Design; Conceptual Framework
	The study employed an explanatory sequential mixed-methods design. Qualitative component was underpinned by a six-step thematic analysis framework (Naeem et al., 2024) to develop a conceptual model. Roy's Adaptation Model (1970) guided the overall inquiry.


Participant Selection
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	10
	Sampling
	How were participants selected?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Purposive sampling was used to select participants for 2 FGDs and 6 IDIs. Participants were selected based on their role (ASHA/ANM), experience, and ability to provide rich insights.

	11
	Method of approach
	How were participants approached?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Participants were approached through the concerned PHC medical officers after obtaining administrative approval. Written informed consent was obtained prior to data collection.

	12
	Sample size
	How many participants were in the study?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase; Results, Table 9
	A total of 26 grassroots health workers participated: 20 in 2 FGDs (10 each) and 6 in IDIs (3 ASHAs and 3 ANMs).

	13
	Non-participation
	How many people refused to participate or dropped out? Reasons?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	No participants refused to participate or dropped out. All selected participants completed the FGDs and IDIs.


Setting
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	14
	Setting of data collection
	Where was the data collected?
	Methods, Setting of the Study; Qualitative Phase
	FGDs were conducted at PHC Bommalaramaram (rural) and UPHC Narapally (urban). IDIs were conducted at locations convenient for participants, including PHC premises and sub-centers.

	15
	Presence of non-participants
	Was anyone else present besides the participants and researchers?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	No non-participants were present during FGDs or IDIs. Ms. Rani assisted with logistics but was not present during the actual discussions.

	16
	Description of sample
	What are the important characteristics of the sample?
	Results, Table 9
	Participants included 17 ASHAs and 9 ANMs with mean experience of 6.5 years (range 2–15 years). Settings included rural (n=13) and urban (n=13) PHCs.


Data Collection
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	17
	Interview guide
	Were questions, prompts, guides provided by the authors? Was it pilot tested?
	Methods, Data Collection; Additional File 1
	A semi-structured interview guide was developed based on literature review and expert consultation. It was pilot tested with 10 grassroots health workers (8 ASHAs, 2 ANMs) at PHC Kondamadugu. Minor modifications were made to improve clarity and sequencing.

	18
	Repeat interviews
	Were repeat interviews carried out? If yes, how many?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	No repeat interviews were conducted. Data saturation was achieved with the planned FGDs and IDIs.

	19
	Audio/visual recording
	Did the research use audio or visual recording to collect the data?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	All FGDs and IDIs were audio-recorded with participant consent. No visual recording was used.

	20
	Field notes
	Were field notes made during and/or after the interview or focus group?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Field notes were maintained during and after each session to capture non-verbal cues, contextual observations, and reflections. These were used to supplement the audio transcripts.

	21
	Duration
	What was the duration of the interviews or focus group?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	FGDs lasted approximately 60–90 minutes each. IDIs lasted approximately 45–60 minutes each.

	22
	Data saturation
	Was data saturation discussed?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Yes. Data saturation was discussed, and the final number of participants was determined when no new information or themes emerged during data collection.

	23
	Transcripts returned
	Were transcripts returned to participants for comment and/or correction?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Transcripts were not returned to participants. However, member checking was conducted where preliminary themes were discussed with a subset of participants to ensure credibility.


Domain 3: Analysis and Findings
Data Analysis
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	24
	Number of data coders
	How many data coders coded the data?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Coding was conducted primarily by DC under the supervision of ASM. Preliminary codes and themes were discussed with ASS and GNK for consensus.

	25
	Description of the coding tree
	Did authors provide a description of the coding tree?
	Additional File 2; Results, Section 4.3
	Yes. A detailed coding tree is provided in Additional File 2, showing codes, sub-themes, and themes.

	26
	Derivation of themes
	Were themes identified in advance or derived from the data?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Themes were derived inductively from the data using a six-step thematic analysis process (Naeem et al., 2024). An inductive, data-driven approach was used during coding.

	27
	Software
	What software, if applicable, was used to manage the data?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	No specialized qualitative data analysis software was used. Data were managed using Microsoft Word and Excel for coding and categorization.

	28
	Participant checking
	Did participants provide feedback on the findings?
	Methods, Qualitative Phase
	Yes. Member checking was conducted where preliminary themes were discussed with a subset of participants. Peer debriefing was also conducted with the research team.


Reporting
	No.
	Item
	Guide Question/Description
	Reported in Manuscript
	Response

	29
	Quotations presented
	Were participant quotations presented to illustrate the themes/findings? Was each quotation identified?
	Results, Section 4.3; Additional File 2
	Yes. Direct participant quotations are presented throughout the Results section (Section 4.3) to illustrate each theme and sub-theme. Each quotation is identified with a coded identifier (e.g., F1AS2, I5AN2) indicating the source (FGD or IDI), participant number, and cadre (ASHA/ANM).

	30
	Data and findings consistent
	Was there consistency between the data presented and the findings?
	Results, Section 4.3; Table 8; Figure 8
	Yes. The findings are directly supported by the data. The conceptual model (Figure 6) was developed from the themes and sub-themes derived from participant narratives. Table 8 provides a summary of themes with verbatim counts.

	31
	Clarity of major themes
	Were major themes clearly presented in the findings?
	Results, Section 4.3; Table 8; Table 10
	Yes. Five major themes are clearly presented with supporting sub-themes, verbatim quotations, and analytical commentary. Table 8 provides an overview of thematic analysis findings.

	32
	Clarity of minor themes
	Is there a description of diverse cases or discussion of minor themes?
	Results, Section 4.3
	Yes. Minor themes and diverse cases are discussed within each major theme. Variations in participant responses (e.g., differences between ASHAs and ANMs, rural vs urban settings) are highlighted where relevant.


Summary of COREQ Compliance
	Domain
	Items
	Reported
	Compliance

	Domain 1: Research Team and Reflexivity
	8
	8
	100%

	Domain 2: Study Design
	15
	15
	100%

	Domain 3: Analysis and Findings
	9
	9
	100%

	Total
	32
	32
	100%


Declaration
This COREQ checklist has been completed to demonstrate compliance with the Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research (COREQ) guidelines. All 32 items have been addressed in the manuscript and its additional files.
Corresponding Author: Deepanshi Choudhary
Date: February 2026
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