Table 1. Responses to the Elo, et al.’s checklist to improving trustworthiness
	Phase of Content Analysis
	Subcategory
	Response in present study

	






Preparation
	



Data collection method
	In accordance with the purpose of directed content analysis, semi-structured interviews with observation and field notes were used.

	
	
	Since the researchers' goal was to develop a caregiver burden model, a semi-structured interview seems appropriate.

	
	
	A combination of descriptive and semi-structured questions was used in the interview.

	
	
	Two pilot interviews were conducted. By reviewing the audio file of the interviews and their transcriptions and answering questions such as "Have I controlled the interview?" “Have I asked very limited questions with closed-ended answers?” An attempt was made to evaluate the role of the researcher in the interview and to reach self-awareness and control in the next main interviews.

	
	
	The pre-test of the categorization matrix was performed in a pilot study.

	
	





Sampling method
	Maximum variation purposive sampling method was selected. The target characteristics and inclusion criteria were described. Details about the characteristics of research units were described in Tables in the research results. Sampling was done with different economic, social, and educational levels. Moreover, caregivers with different family relationships (partner, child, sister) of both sexes, with a separate or shared living place with the patient were also studied.

	
	
	The main caregivers of hemodialysis patients, patients, and professional caregivers who were interested in relating issues and could reflect their experiences and mindsets well were used.

	
	
	Specific inclusion criteria were set for family caregivers, professional caregivers, and patients.

	
	
	An attempt was made to select suitable samples for the research by observing the compliance of the research samples with the inclusion criteria and the criteria related to the informant participant.

	
	
	The sampling process continued until data saturation was reached. Furthermore, after transcription of the second interview, the process of data analysis began and continued simultaneously with sampling.

	
	Selecting the unit of analysis
	The unit of analysis was the transcript of each interview. 

	

Organizing
	Categorization and abstraction
	The procedure for forming codes from meaning units, subcategories, and categories were described in the Tables.

	
	
	By summarizing and merging similar categories and subcategories, an attempt was made to reduce the number of concepts.

	
	
	Efforts were made to ensure that there was no overlap between categories.

	
	Interpretation
	The transcripts of all the interviews and the codes extracted from them were observed by the research team to minimize personal interpretation of the data.
By repeatedly reviewing the interview transcripts and the extracted codes and subcategories, an attempt was made to obtain a correct interpretation of the data.

	
	
	The techniques of member check and peer check were used.

	
	Representativeness
	The process of coding, the formation of subcategories, and categories were frequently reviewed and its process was under the supervision of the research team.

	
Reporting
	Reporting results
	An attempt was made to report the process of forming the main categories from generic categories by compiling Tables.

	
	
	Attempts were made to use participants’ quotes in accordance with the subcategories and main categories.

	
	Reporting the process of analysis
	An attempt was made to fully describe the process of data analysis.

	
	
	The accuracy and rigor of the data in this study were evaluated based on two sets of criteria.










