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Criteria

Detailed information

Where is the information
stated?

Domain 1: research team
and reflexivity

Personal Characteristics

1. Facilitator

The focus group discussions
were facilitated by two
trained facilitators (PM and
NM).

Line 125-126

2. Researcher credentials
and occupation

All authors are affiliated
with academic and research
institutions. They specialise
in mental health, gender-
based violence, public
health, research with gender
diverse populations, and
gualitative research.

Line 5-18

3. Relationship with
participants

The facilitators had no prior
relationship with the
participants.

Line 126

4, Gender

Female

Line 126

5. Experience and training

PM is trained in qualitative
research and has extensive
experience in conducting
gender-based violence (GBV)
research and FGDs with
women students. NM has
experience in NGO advocacy
work with the LGBTQI+
community, and on
conducting GBV research

Line 127-129

6. Relationship established

PM spoke to some of the
participants before FGDs
through the LGBTQI forums,
when introducing the study,
its aim and timelines.

Line 123

7. Participant knowledge of
the facilitator

The reasons for the study
were described in the

Line 123-125




engagements with the
LGBTQI forums and
information about
facilitators communicated
by the research assistant
during recruitment.
Participants were aware of
the occupations of PM and
NM.

8. Facilitator characteristics

NM identifies as a lesbian
woman and had an insider
perspective based on their
gender identity and sexual
orientation which enabled
them to relate and share
deep understanding of the
terms used by students in
discussions. PM is a-cis-
gender woman.

Line 154-160

Domain 2: Study design

Theoretical Framework

9.Methodologcal orientation
and theory

The study followed a
phenomenological approach
and is informed by minority
stress theory.

Line 80-82, 100-101

Participant Selection

10. Sampling

Participants were
purposively selected based
on the following criteria:
women students who were
assigned female at birth but
self-identified as lesbian,
bisexual or queer women,
aged between 18 — 30 years,
enrolled in courses for one
year and more.

Line 114-116

11. Method of approach

Participants-driven
sampling, facilitated by a
research assistant and
through the campus
LGBTQI+ fora.

Line 115-121

12. Sample size

We conducted three FGDs
with 56 students. Two FGDs
from two campuses had 20
participants in each group,

Line 133-134




and the third focus group
had 16 participants.

13. Non-participation

Four participants who were
approached and agreed to
participate were not
available, had other
commitments that came-up
on the day of FGDs

Line 134-135

Setting

14. Setting of data collection

The FGDs were conducted
face to face on campuses
which were selected
through consultation with
the LGBTQI forums in each
campus

Line 106-112

15. Presence of non-
participants

Only the participants and
facilitators were present
during FGDs

Line 135-136

16. Description of sample

Participants were
undergraduate and
postgraduate women
students who were assigned
female at birth, self-
identified as lesbian,
bisexual or queer women,
aged between 18 — 30 years,
enrolled in courses for one
year and more.

Line 114-115

Data collection

17. FGD guide

We developed semi-
structured FGD guides based
on the objectives of the
study. The FGD guide
included open-ended
guestions to gather insights
into participant’s
experiences.

Line 147-149 and Additional
file 1.

18. Repeat FGDs

We did not perform any
repeated FGDs.

This checklist

19. Audio/visual recording

The FGDs were audio-
recorded using a PR200
cellphone recorder,
transcribed, and translated
into English when conducted
in local language.

Line 170-171




20. Field notes

We did not make any field
notes.

This checklist

21. Duration The FGDs lasted Line 136
approximately 1.5 hours

22. Data saturation Iterative coding and Line 180-181
discussion till no new
themes emerged.

23. Transcripts returned Transcripts of FGDs were Line 180
returned to participants for
correction and confirmation
during member checking.

Domain 3: analysis and

findings

Data analysis approach: An inductive thematic Line 172
analysis approach was used.

24. Data analysis Themes were developed by | Line 174-177

CBS, NM, MM and PM The
coding and description of
results were discussed until
consensus was reached.

25. Description of the coding
tree

The authors collaboratively
developed a code book,
reviewed the data, and
discussed emerging themes.
The coding tree is described
in the results section — three
main themes with sub-
themes.

Line 187 onwards, and
Additional file 2: codebook

26. Derivation of themes

The key themes were
derived from the data.

Line 186-187

27. Software

MS Word 365 version was
used to manually code the
data

Line 172

28. Participant checking

Member checking was
conducted with three groups
of 10 students in each
campus who provided
feedback on the findings

Line 177-181

Reporting

29. Quotations presented

We reported participant
guotations in the results
section to illustrate the
themes/findings.

Pages 6-14

30. Data and findings
consistent

The study findings were
consistently derived from

Pages 6-14




the data, with thematic
analysis capturing
participants' experiences
and supported by
guotations from the data

31. Clarity of major themes | We described the 3 major Pages 6-14
themes in the results
section.

32. Clarity of minor themes Discussion of minor cases Line 420

are also discussed.




