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	Asher and Gask (2010)
	
	Participants described a chronological narrative account of their history of drug misuse and mental health problems.  Authors read each transcript and assigned  meaningful labels or codes  to information that referred to reasons for substance use, constantly comparing codes within and between interviews and condensing similar codes together. Data was analysed concurrently with interviews being conducted, and topic guide was adapted accordingly. Codes for each participant were grouped into descriptive headings  (e.g. which substances were used), then codes across transcripts were compared to look for groupings of codes. Possible causal links between categories were noted and organised into emergent patterns. This process continued until authors reached saturation of the data,(i.e. no new themes emerging and all categories had been tested for disconfirming cases and variations).
	

	Brown and Stewart (2008)
	Thematic analysis
	Analysis identified themes that were most meaningful and frequent across transcripts. Authors coded individuals' transcripts to generate categories, then coded connections between these categories across transcripts. These categories were then further analysed to integrate them to identify the 'dominant stories' which occurred throughout the entire set of interviews.
	

	Charles and Weaver (2010)
	Exploratory qualitative analysis
	Transcripts were read using two levels of coding. Firstly thematic descriptive codes were identified in each transcript. Subcategories and conceptual codes were then identified from further analysis of these descriptive codes. Emerging themes were identiûed and incorporated into subsequent interviews. A subtle realist interpretation of the themes was taken (i.e. we can only know reality from our own perspective of it).  
	

	Childs et al (2011)
	Interpretative phenomenological analysis
	The first transcript was read  repeatedly and initial notes were made (e.g. observations, early interpretations). These notes were then translated into theme labels (to reflect the 'essence' of participants' words and feelings), which were subsequently clustered with other similar themes, and given a title to summarise the cluster content. This process was repeated for each of the interviews. Commonalities across the remaining interviews were examined to develop a set of master themes, based upon the frequency and represenativeness of the themes, and the richness of the theme within participants' accounts. 
	

	Cornford et al (2012)
	Miles and Huberman (1994) method 
	Analysis followed the descriptions provided by Miles and Huberman.22 Codes labels describing units of meaning were identiûed from each transcript. Codes included purely descriptive  codes arising directly from the transcripts and more interpretive  codes. After analysing ûve interviews in this way, a scatter diagram 23 was used to identify pattern codes  or themes bringing together groups of descriptive and interpretive codes.22 Constant comparative analysis24 was achieved through re-reading the transcripts to determine how the emerging analysis ûtted in with existing data and through testing out the emerging data in new interviews. After writing up, all transcripts were re-read to identify disconûrmatory data.
	

	Costain (2008)
	Grounded theory (Glaser & Strauss, 1967
	The qualitative analysis was carried out manually by meansofopencoding(Strauss&Corbin1998)inorderto ensure, as much as possible, that the ûrst-order, descriptive categories emerged from the data rather than being preûgured. Clearly, however, the researchers  interpretations played a role in selecting descriptive categories that appeared salient or that were recurrent in the interview transcripts. (An example was heightened spiritual awareness ).Thisphaseofcodingproceededasthedatacameto hand, so that the categories identiûed in the early interviews inûuenced the foci of subsequent interviews. Axial coding (Strauss & Corbin 1998) was later used to identify links between descriptive categories, comparing data collected on all patients and family members, leading to the emergence of higher-order, abstract themes (such as the broader notion of spirituality ). The ûnal coding of data sought to identify relationships between these themes, symptomsofschizophrenia,andcannabisuse,particularly reasonsforcontinueduse(Grbich1999;Strauss&Corbin 1998).  
	

	Cruce et al (2008)
	Thematic analysis
	
	

	Healey et al (2009)
	Grounded theory (Glaser & Strauss, 1967)
	Analysis was inductive using grounded theory approach, not seeking to disconfirm existing hypotheses. Data were coded and categorised according to ongoing analysis. Emerging patterns were tested and modified by constant comparison. Initially every reasonf ro substance use was categorised. No new themese emerged after first 5 interviews. These categories were explored and tested in subsequent interviews looking for disconfiratory evidence. More interviews were conducted until no of themes were reduced 
	

	Lobanna et al (2010)
	Thematic analysis
	Transcripts were coded by 2 members of the team. Analysis team discussed coding and interpretation to refine codes and identify key themes emerging from data. Original transcripts were then re-read, coded and indexed according to these themes.  
	

	Nells and Sallman (2012)
	
	Hermeneutic (Benner, 1994) Heidegger  asserting that people live hermeneutically.Inotherwords,peoplearealwaysfindingmeaningandsignificanceintheir day-to-day experiences.  team members used as a guide the hermeneutic data analysis procedures described by Benner (1994) and outlined in a frequently cited study by Diekelmann, Allen, et al. (1989). Each researcher read the 30 texts to obtain a general understanding of them, then pre pared a writtensummary of the texts, including themes, or recurring experiences, thatcapturedthemeaningofthephenomenabeingstudied,andexcerptsfromthe interviews that substantiated the themes. Researchers met, read their summaries aloud, and discussed emerging themes. After the 30 texts had been analyzed, we reviewedthewrittensummaries,identifyingthemesthatwerecommontoallofthe interviews. In subsequent meetings, we brought and shared literature to support, extend,orclarifyidentifiedthemes.Relevantliteratureonthetopic(e.g.,Bell,2003; Davis, 1997; Draucker, 1999; Draucker & Madsen, 1999; MacMillan et al., 2001; Simpson&Miller,2002;M.E.Smith,2003;Tayloretal.,2001),Heidegger swritings (1927/1962; 1971), and critical and feminist literature (Hall, 2003; Lamb, 1999; Merritt-Gray&Wuest,1995;Wilkerson,1998)werebroughttobearontheanalyses. The team s dynamic was similar to what Benner (1994) described as cycles of understanding, interpretation, and critique  (p. 116), whereby interpretation was viewed as complete but never ending. Thehermeneuticresearchtraditioncontainstheassumptionthatnosinglecorrectinterpretationoftextexists;however,effortsaremadetokeeptheinterpretive reportingaccountabletotheintegrityofthetexts.Themultiplestagesofanalysisby multipleresearchteammembers,andthereviewoftheentireanalysisbytwooutside interpretive nurse-researchers, were attempts to improve plausibility, coherence, and completeness (Plager, 1994). Ultimately, the usefulness of hermeneutic studiesisevaluatedbyeachreader,whomustaskhim-orherselfwhether,basedon the data provided, the interpretations are reasonable and thought provoking. 
	

	Thornton et al (2012)
	IPA (Smith et al., 2003)
	the analytic process followed the sequence that has been suggested by Smith et al. (1997, 2003) for researchers applying interpretative phenomenological analysis (IPA), because IPA is a technique that aims to explore how participants make sense of their own experiences. It is concerned with gaining a detailed understanding of an individual s personal perceptions of an object or experience rather than producing an objectivestatementoftheobjectorevent.  Interviews were conducted until data saturation was reached, that is, until no new themes emerged with subsequent interviews. The interviews were then transcribed verbatim and systematically analyzed by two coauthors (Louise K. Thornton, Frances Kay-Lambkin), who independently reviewed transcripts searching for the main themes raised by participants. Themes identified by a number of participants were identified as superordinate themes and subordinate themes were generated to further characterize the superordinate themes (Smith, 2003; Smith et al., 1997; Smith & Osborn, 2003). Any disagreements between the two coauthors  analyses were resolved via discussion. 
	

	Ward et al (2011)
	Colaizzi's (1978) phenomenological  method
	Data analysis and data collection occurred concurrently. Colaizzi s (1978) method of data interpretation was used as the frameworkfordataanalysis.Theresearcherspenttimedwelling in the interview data until the essence and themes of patients withbipolardisorderandcomorbidsubstanceusedisorderwere identiûed. This included the researcher s listening to the audiotapes several times, noting inûections in the participants  voices and matching ûeld notes with audio recordings. Each transcript was analyzed to identify statements that narrated the story of each participant s lived experience. Analytical coding was applied to identify attributes and formulate meanings that described the phenomenon of the lived experience of bipolar patients with comorbid substance use disorder. To assist in this process,theresearcherusedtheconceptofreûection.Reûection onthewordsoftheparticipantisofparticularimportanceinthe phenomenological process. The phenomenologist borrows the description of the participants experience and reûects on them  (Munhall, 1994, p. 304).  After analyzing the interview data, copies of signiûcant themes were made and shared with the participants, who were asked to evaluate the ûndings. Participants identiûed for the researcher that their experiences had been captured. 
	


