Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative studies (COREQ): 32-item checklist based on Tong, Sainsbury, and Craig (Updated March 2015 )
Domain 1: Research team and reﬂexivity 
Personal Characteristics 
1. Interviewer/facilitator- Which author/s conducted the interview or focus group? Dr Hila Dafny conducted the interviews reported on in this manuscript. Pg 8
2. Credentials- What were the researcher’s credentials? RN,PhD Title page
3. Occupation-What was their occupation at the time of the study? Dr Dafny is a Senior Lecturer at Flinders University of South Australia Title Page
4. Gender-Was the researcher male or female? Female Title Page 
5. Experience and training What experience or training did the researcher have? Dr Dafny is a well-recognised researcher with a number of completed research projects and publications of the findings of her research. Participant Information Sheet
Relationship with participants 
6. The participants of the study were Clinical Facilitators who are appointed by the FUSA to support the Nursing students in the clinical environment. There may be some personal knowledge of each other between Facilitators and the Researchers but no workplace relationship relevant to this study. Not Stated
7. Participant knowledge of the interviewer-What did the participants know about the researcher? All participants were provided with a detailed information sheet that clearly identified the aims, purpose and methods of the research and who the researchers were. Participant Information Sheet
8. Interviewer characteristics-What characteristics were reported about the interviewer/facilitator? The interviewer was an experienced interviewer who has published a number of primary research articles as first author and is a Senior lecturer at the Research facility (FUSA). The Clinical facilitators (participants) were RN’s who either worked in or were allocated specific workplace sites where they had the responsibility of supporting the student RN’s clinical experience. Participant Information Sheet
Domain 2: study design 
Theoretical framework 
9. Methodological orientation and Theory-What methodological orientation was stated to underpin the study? This research used an established phenomenological research approach that explores the clinical facilitators "lived experience" of WPV.  Data collection methods used in this study were semi structured interviews. Thematic analysis of the participant interview transcriptions are study findings, where commonalities of reported experiences are aggregated.  Pg 8-9
Participant selection 
10. Sampling-How were participants selected? Clinical Facilitators who are responsible for the WIL of student RN’s of FUSA were purposively sampled as having experience of or witnessing WPV. Pg 8-9
11. Method of approach-How were participants approached? Participants were recruited using email, printed and online invitations posted within each departments bulletin board and the FUSA email system. Study Recruitment Flyer
12. Sample size-How many participants were in the study? Eleven Clinical Facilitators were included in the study. Pg 8-9
13. Non-participation-How many people refused to participate or dropped out? Reasons? No CF’s dropped out from the study after initial contact and interest in participation. Documentation provided to the CF’s emphasised that participation was entirely voluntary. Participant Information Sheet
Setting 
14. Setting of data collection-Where was the data collected?  All interviews were conducted as telephone interviews at a time and place that was convenient to both participant and interviewer. Pg7-8
15. Presence of non-participants-Was anyone else present besides the participants and researchers? No
Description of sample-What are the important characteristics of the sample? The eleven Clinical Facilitators, the participants of this study were employed in a wide range of clinical environments from acute care to mental health care. They had a wide range of career lengths and were mostly female. Pg 7-8

Data collection 
16. Interview guide-Were questions, prompts, guides provided by the authors?  Participants of the study were provided an information sheet about the study prior to the interviews. The semi structured interview guide was provided to the participant prior to the interview. Demographic information was collected during the initial phase of the interview. This information established the context and experiences of the CF’s WIL. Open ended questions were then used to explore the participants experience or witnessing of WPV and commenced with “What do you think of workplace violence? How would you define it or what constitutes violence in the workplace?” this question established the participants understanding of WPV. Further open-ended questions encouraged narrative answers from the participants. When necessary, probing and prompts such: “What do you mean by…?” or “Please, tell me more about…”  were used to deepen the richness of the data collected. Interview Guide
17. Repeat interviews-Were repeat interviews carried out? No. 
18. Audio/visual recording-Did the research use audio or visual recording to collect the data? All interviews were conducted via telephone and were audio recorded with the participants consent. Pg 8
19. Field notes-Were ﬁeld notes made during and/or after the interview or focus group? Field notes were made during and after the interviews. 
20. Duration-What was the duration of the interviews or focus group? Interviews were each up to 60 minutes long. Pg 8
21. Data saturation-Was data saturation discussed? During the conceptual and design phase of the study planning, the sample size was discussed, and the concept of data saturation was identified as the most appropriate end point of data collection. Thus, data continued to be collected until no new information or themes appeared from the interviewed participants and the data became repetitive. Pg 8
22. [bookmark: _Hlk28097202]Transcripts returned-Were transcripts returned to participants for comment and/or correction? The transcripts have not been returned to the participants for comment. Pg 8

Domain 3: analysis and ﬁndings 
Data analysis 
23. Number of data coders-How many data coders coded the data? Two of the research team were responsible for the initial coding with the results circulated to all members of the team for comment and review. Pg 8-9
24. Description of the coding tree-Did authors provide a description of the coding tree? The initial coding tree with all parent and child nodes was made available to the team for comment. As analysis proceeded the child themes were aggregated under specific and appropriate parent themes. Pg 9 and Table 1.
25. Derivation of themes-Were themes identiﬁed in advance or derived from the data? All themes and subthemes of the findings of this study were derived directly from the data and where patterns, similarities and differences were identified.  Table 1.
26. Software-What software, if applicable, was used to manage the data? The first stage of data analysis required deep immersion in the data via the reading and re reading of the transcriptions. Once the researchers responsible for the first level of analysis felt deeply immersed in the data it was imported into the soft ware NVivo 12 where text segments were coded to emerging child and parent themes. Pg 9 and Table 1.
27. Participant checking-Did participants provide feedback on the ﬁndings? Participant checking was / not employed in the analysis of this data. The data analysis via multiple researchers ensured triangulation of analysis and supported trustworthy findings. Pg 8-9. 
Reporting 
28. [bookmark: _Hlk28098433]Quotations presented-Were participant quotations presented to illustrate the themes / ﬁndings? Yes, in the final report of the findings of the study and consistent with reporting of qualitative data quotes from participants were used extensively to illustrate and support the findings. Pg 10-23 
29. Data and ﬁndings consistent-Was there consistency between the data presented and the ﬁndings? Yes, the data presented as themes was strongly supported by the exemplar statements of the participants displaying consistency between data and findings. Pg 10-23
30. Clarity of major themes-Were major themes clearly presented in the ﬁndings? Major themes with subthemes were clearly presented in the findings with tables used to display the strength of findings. Pg 10-23
31. Clarity of minor themes-Is there a description of diverse cases or discussion of minor themes? Similarities and differences that occurred in the data prompted discussion and suggested explanations for the diversity were made in the findings and discussion. Pg 10-23
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